AGENDA

SAN DIEGO REGIONAL BUILDING AUTHORITY

Thursday, November 3, 2011

8:00 a.m.

>>>>>>>>>>>>San Diego County Administration Building<<<<<<<<<<<<

1600 Pacific Highway — Room 335
San Diego, CA 92101

Action
Roll Call
Approval of Minutes — June 2, 2011 Approve
First Amendment to County Operations Center Disposition and Approve

Development Agreement

Action would:

1.

Acting as a responsible agency, certify that the Board has reviewed and
considered the Addendum to the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for
the County Operations Center and Annex Redevelopment Project (CSH. No.
2007071142) and the Addendum to the FEIR dated October 14, 2011, on file
with the Secretary of the San Diego Regional Building Authority.

Concur with the finding that there are no substantial changes in the project or in
the circumstances under which the project will be undertaken that involve
significant new environmental impacts that were not considered in the previously
certified FEIR dated January 7, 2008, and that there is no substantial increase in
the severity of previously identified significant effects. In addition, no “new
information of substantial importance” as that term is used in CEQA Guidelines
Section 15162(a) (3) has become available since the FEIR was certified.

Adopt the following resolution:

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE SAN DIEGO
REGIONAL BUILDING AUTHORITY AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF THE
FIRST AMENDMENT TO DISPOSITION AND DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Approve the First Amendment to Disposition and Development Agreement
between the County of San Diego, the San Diego Regional Building Authority,
and Lowe Enterprises Real Estate Group.

Proposed San Diego Regional Building Authority (SDRBA) Approve

2012 Meeting Schedule

Action would approve the dates that are proposed for the 2012 SDRBA meeting
schedule.

Public Comments

Next Meeting Date: January 12, 2012 (pending approval of Agenda Item No. 4)

Adjournment



SAN DIEGO REGIONAL BUILDING AUTHORITY
June 2, 2011
DRAFT MINUTES
Roll Call

Chairman Roberts called the meeting to order at 8:30 a.m. Authority members present were Ron
Roberts and Harry Mathis.

Approval of Minutes

Mr. Mathis moved for approval of the minutes of the April 7, 2011, San Diego Regional Building
Authority (SDRBA) meeting. Mr. Roberts seconded the motion, and the vote was 2 to 0 in favor.

Public Comments

There were no public comments.

Adoption of Operating Budget for FY 2011/12 — James R. Mills Building

Ms. April Heinze, Director of the County of San Diego Department of General Services, explained that
the proposed budget reflects net contributions by the County of San Diego and the Metropolitan Transit
System as well as projected parking revenue in the 2011/2012 fiscal year. She also explained that the
anticipated revenue of $772,312 for 2011/2012 is approximately on par with the same budgeted
revenue category in 2010/2011, and that the proposed budget is within 1% of the 2010/2011 budget,
including requested capital funding items.

Action Taken

Mr. Mathis moved to: (1) approve the proposed FY 2011/2012 Operating Budget and Capital Reserve
Account funding and contingency reserve and authorize the Executive Officer to approve the
expenditures in accordance therewith; and (2) approve the expenditure of $240,792 from the Capital
Reserve Account for the Capital Improvement Budget Items as listed for FY 2011/2012 and allow the
SDRBA Executive Officer flexibility during the fiscal year to substitute or prioritize capital projects,
based upon received retro-commissioning recommendations, to maximize short-term energy savings,
within the above proposed Capital item budget parameters. Mr. Roberts seconded the motion, and the
vote was 2 to 0 in favor.

Next Meeting Date

The next San Diego Regional Building Authority meeting is scheduled for May 5, 2011, at 8:00 a.m. in
the Executive Committee Conference Room.

Adjournment

Chairman Roberts adjourned the meeting at 8:37 a.m.

Chairman

Attachment: Roll Call Sheet
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AGENDA ITEM NO. §

SAN DIEGO REGIONAL BUILDING AUTHORITY

November 3, 2011

SUBJECT:
FIRST AMENDMENT TO COUNTY OPERATIONS CENTER DISPOSITION
AND DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

INTRODUCTION:

On October 25, 2005, the San Diego County Board of Supervisors authorized the
Director of the Department of General Services to issue a Request for Proposals
and to evaluate, in detail, the conceptual plans and financial capability of
potential developments of the County Operations Center Annex (Annex) for a
multiuse, master-planned development with an option to include redevelopment
of the County Operations Center (COC) in Kearny Mesa. On December 12,
2006, the Board of Supervisors selected the development team of Lowe
Enterprises, Inc. and Fairfield Residential to develop the COC and the Annex and
approved an Exclusive Negotiating Agreement (ENA).

On July 24, 2007, the Board of Supervisors:

) approved the conceptual site plan, phasing, and cost estimates for the
COC and Annex Redevelopment Project;

° extended the ENA;

J established funding for environmental review, site planning and design,
and negotiation of the Disposition and Development Agreement (DDA);
and

. authorized site searches for departments relocating from the Annex to

other locations.

On April 8, 2008, staff returned to the Board of Supervisors for approval of the
DDA, preferred construction phasing, financing plan, and approval of California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) documents.

On June 24, 2008, the Board of Supervisors adopted a resolution approving the
issuance by the San Diego Regional Building Authority (SDRBA) of Lease
Revenue Bonds (LRBs) and to enter into an indenture and lease agreements
with the SDRBA to pay for costs associated with the construction of Phase 1 of
the County Operations Center and Annex Redevelopment Project. On June 25,
2008, the SDRBA Board approved the DDA and took action to begin the



financing activities required to allow the project to continue moving forward
towards an October 2008 construction start date.

On September 24, 2008, the SDRBA Board authorized the issuance of SDRBA
lease revenue bonds and approved the execution and delivery of various related
documents in connection with the offering and sale of the bonds and other
matters relating to the bonds.

On January 28, 2009, the SDRBA Board authorized the issuance of SDRBA
lease revenue bonds in an amount not to exceed $175,000,000. To date,
$136,885,000 of lease revenue bonds have been used for the County Operations
Center and Annex Redevelopment Project.

Amendment to Disposition and Development Agreement

Today's recommendations are for the approval of an amendment to the DDA and
to certify an Addendum to the Final Environmental Impact Report for the COC
and Annex Redevelopment Project.

The First Amendment to the DDA:
. adds approximately 7.166 acres to the COC site area;

. adds proposed new facilities for the County’s Registrar of Voters to the
scope of development for the COC and Annex Redevelopment Project;

. provides for refurbished existing facilities for use the County’s Probation
and Sheriff's Departments; and

o addresses scheduling and project phasing of the new facilities.

The Board of Supervisors approved the First Amendment to the DDA on October
25, 2011. Today's recommendations also include certifying an Addendum to the
Final Environmental Impact Report for the COC and Annex Redevelopment
Project, which addresses the inclusion of this project in the scope of work. The
project would use funds previously appropriated for this purpose, and there
would be no impact to the project financing for Phase 1 improvements of the
COC and Annex Redevelopment Project.

RECOMMENDATIONS:

1. Acting as a responsible agency, certify that the Board has reviewed and
considered the Addendum to the Final Environmental Impact Report
(FEIR) for the County Operations Center and Annex Redevelopment
Project (CSH. No. 2007071142) and the Addendum to the FEIR dated
October 14, 2011, on file with the Secretary of the San Diego Regional
Building Authority.



Attachments:

Concur with the finding that there are no substantial changes in the
project or in the circumstances under which the project will be undertaken
that involve significant new environmental impacts that were not
considered in the previously certified FEIR dated January 7, 2008, and
that there is no substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects. In addition, no “new information of substantial
importance” as that term is used in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)
(3) has become available since the FEIR was certified.

Adopt the following resolution:

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE SAN
DIEGO REGIONAL BUILDING AUTHORITY AUTHORIZING THE
EXECUTION OF THE FIRST AMENDMENT TO DISPOSITION AND
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Approve the First Amendment to Disposition and Development
Agreement between the County of San Diego, the San Diego Regional
Building Authority, and Lowe Enterprises Real Estate Group.

Budget Impact

There would be no cost to the SDRBA from this action; all costs would be borne
by JPA constituent member County of San Diego.

A.

B.

Addendum to FEIR w/o Appendices (the complete Addendum and
Appendices are on file with the County's Department of General Services)
Resolution

First Amendment to Disposition and Development Agreement
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Prepared By:
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Addendum to the EIR for the
County Operations Center (COC)

Development Plan

State Clearinghouse (SCH) Number 2007071142

Lead Agency:

County of San Diego

Department of General Services

5560 Overland Avenue, Suite 410 (MS 0-348)
San Diego. CA 92123

Contact: Jeff Redlitz, Project Manager

(858) 694-8834

Dahvia Lynch, Project Manager

(858) 694-2047

Preparer:

Kathie Washington, Project Manager
BRG Consulting, Inc.

304 lvy Street

San Diego, CA 92101

(619) 298-7127

October 2011
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Chapter 1 - Project Description and Environmental Setting

1.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND ENVIRONMENTAL

SETTING

1.1 Project Description and Location

1.1.1 Project Background

The existing County Operations Center (COC) was built in 1964 and the current operations located on the
COC site include government offices, emergency operations/medical uses, maintenance facilities, and
warehouse space totaling approximately 425,000 gross square feet (gsf).

In March 2008, the County of San Diego certified the COC Development Plan Final EIR (SCH# 2007071142),
to allow the reconstruction of the COC site. The COC Development Plan project as analyzed in that EIR
included the demolition of the majority of the existing COC facilities (approximately 314,500 gsf) and
replacing them with approximately 1,125,000 gsf of new COC office buildings, to include govemment
offices, laboratories, a conference center, warehouse/storage, and a central plant within three phases of
development (Figure 1-3). Additionally, two parking structures were proposed to be constructed,
comprising approximately 571,000 gsf and 770,000 gsf respectively (Figure 1-3). The renovated COC
facilities were estimated to accommodate approximately 4,598 employees, this would include employees
from the existing COC facilities, COC Annex site, other leased office space, and a small number of
employees from the County Administration Center (CAC). Table 1-1 provides detailed information on the
demolition and uses for each phase of development of the COC Development Plan as analyzed in the
previously certified Final EIR.

Since the Final EIR was certified in March 2008, the County has begun construction of the COC
Development Plan project. All of Phase 1 of the project has either been constructed, or is cumrently under
construction. Off-site roadway improvements identified in the previously certified Final EIR for Phases 1 and
2 of the project have been completed. with the exception of the improvements to Keamy Villa Road and
SR-52, which is cumrently being constructed.

1.1.2 Proposed Project Description

The County is now proposing to expand the COC campus to the north to include approximately 7 acres
and amend the phases of the previous COC Development Plan as approved under the certified Final EIR,
and include new phasing. This project will not substantially change the existing functions and use of the
COC site beyond those analyzed in the previously certified Final EIR.

The updated project would continve to involve three separate phases. Each phase of development is
summarized below and illustrated in Figure 1-4. In addition, Table 1-3 compares the project analyzed in the
previous Final EIR to the updated project analyzed within this Addendum. The updated project would
result in approximately 307,000 gsf of additional building space and approximately 72,700 gsf of additional
demolition compared to the original project.

County Operaticns Center Development Plan 1-1 October 2011
Addendum to the Previously Certified Final EIR
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Chapter | - Project Description and Environmental Setting

Phase 1 consists of the following:
* Maintaining the six existing buildings at the Chesapeake site;
* Constructing 00,000 gsf of government office space;
* Constructing a 15,000 gsf conference center;
* Constructing a 20,000 gsf warehouse/storage space (12,000 was not built);
* Constructing a 10,000 gsf central piant; and,

e Building a 548,000 gsf above-grade parking structure.

Phase 2 consists of the following:

*  Demolishing four of the existing buildings at the Chesapeake site totaling 72,700 gsf;
* Changing the use to govemment use office for the two remaining buildings at the
Chesapeake site totaling 29,300 gsf;

* Vacating the existing fleet building;
e Constructing 300,000 gsf of office space;

* Constructing a 120,000 gsf registrar of voters and mail facility; and,
¢ Constructing a second approximately 980,000 gsf above-grade parking structure including
34,000 gsf of fleet maintenance area beneath.

Phase 3 consists of:
¢ Constructing a 120,000 gsf crime lab; and,

¢ Constructing a 60,000 gsf emergency operation center.

Consistent with the previously approved project, parking for the proposed project will be provided in two
parking structures and surface lots on the COC site. As detailed in the updated Traffic Impact Study {KOA,
2011), Phase 1 will require 3,419 parking spaces, Phase 2 will require an additional 1,197 parking spaces,
and Phase 3 will require an additional 661 parking spaces, for a total of 5,277. This calculation is a reduction
in parking by 8 spaces, which was estimated at 5,285 parking spaces on site under the previously approved
project. The construction of the proposed project would provide 5,327 parking spaces, which is adequate
to address the parking needs of the project.

1.1.3 Project Location/Boundary

The proposed project is an increase in size from approximately 36 acres to 42 acres within three parcels
(APNs 349-083-23, 369-210-12, and 369-210-13). The majority of the project site is comprised of the existing
COC site (APN 349-083-23), which houses a variety of the County of San Diego's administrative, operations,
maintenance, and public safety functions. Two additional parcels (APNs 369-210-12 and 369-210-13) have
been added to the project site that cumently contain six, single-story, office and light industrial buildings,
along Chesapeake Drive.

The project site is within the Kearny Mesa community of the City of San Diego (Figures 1-1 and 1-2}. The
COC site is located north of Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, south of Chesapeake Drive, east of Kearny Villa
Road, and west of Ruffin Road {Township 15 South, Range 2 West, La Jolla 7.5 Minute USGS Quadrangle,

County Operations Center Development Plan 1-2 October 2011
Addendum to the Previously Certified Final EIR
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Chapter 1 - Project Descripfion and Environmental Setting

San Bernardino Base and Meridian) (Figure 1-2). Access to the site is provided from Overland Avenue,
Famham Street, Hazard Way, and Topaz Way. A new access to the COC project site will be added off
Chesapeake Drive with the expansion of the project area as analyzed in this Addendum to the previously
certified Final EIR.

1.2 Environmental Setting

The setting of the project site is an urbanized area. There is considerable development in all of the
sumounding areas. The sumounding setting and uses, existing setting and uses of the site, and project
consistency with applicable regional and general plans are discussed herein.

The existing COC facility parcel {APN 369-083-23) is zoned Institutional, with a community plan land use
designation of Institutional (City of San Diego, 1992). The added parcels along Chesapeake Drive (APNs
369-210-12 and 369-210-13) are designated as Industrial and Business Park. However, the proposed project
is a County of San Diego project located within the City of San Diego. As a regional govemmental
agency, the County of San Diego can make independent land use entittement decisions. Existing land
uses within the project site include the following:

»  Govermment Offices (i.e., general services, public works, office of emergency services, etc.);
¢ Warehouses/Maintenance Facilities;
« Office/Light Industrial; and,

» Surface parking lots.

Land uses surrounding the COC site include office and light industrial to the north; commercial and light
industrial to the south; and, office and light industrial to the east and west. A San Diego Gas & Electric
(SDG&E) substation is located immediately south of the COC, on the west side of Overland Avenue.

The primary use of the existing project site relates to housing the operations of various County administrative
functions. In this regard, users of the project site include County elected officials, County employees and
citizens requiring use of, or access to, County services. The use and occupation of the facility primarily
occur during weekday business hours. In addition, some of the existing functions at the COC site that
would continue with the proposed project include the handling and storage of hazardous materials and
vector controls, and the use of laboratories.

The proposed project site is located on undocumented fill. The fill soils consist of low plasticity, sandy clays
and clayey sands with abundant fine coarse gravels and small to large cobbles. These fills were likely
developed from the native foundational soils on site (County of San Diego, 2006). The proposed project site
does not contain any water or wetland areas, agricultural areas, archaeological/historical resources,
housing. sensitive species, natural habitats, or wildlife comidor areas. The site is served by the City of San
Diego's utilities system, including sewer and water; and the City of San Diego provides police and fire
protection to the site.

County Operations Center Development Plan 1-3 Qctober 2011
Addendum to the Previously Certified Final EIR
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Chapter 1 - Project Descripfion and Environmental Setting

1.3 Use of Addendum to the Previously Certified Final
EIR

CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 through 15164 set forth the criteria for determining the appropriate
additional environmental documentation, if any, to be completed when there is a previously certified EIR
for the project. Section 15162(a) and 15163 state that when an EIR certified for a project, no Subsequent or
Supplemental ERR shall be prepared for that project unless the lead agency determines, on the basis of
substantial evidence in fight of the whole public record, one or more of the following:

1. Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require maijor revisions of the previous EIR or
Negative Declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects.

2. Substanfial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken
which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or Negative Declaration due to the involvement of
new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects.

3. New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been known
with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified as complete or the
Negative Declaration was adopted, shows any of the following:

a) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR or
Negative Declaration; or

b) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the
previously adopted Negative Declaration or previously certified EIR; or

c) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be
feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the
project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or altemative; or

d) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in the
previous Negative Declaration ar EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects
on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
altemative.

CEQA Guidelines, Section 15164(a) states that an Addendum to a previously certified EIR may be prepared
if some changes or additions are necessary but none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling
for preparation of a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR have occured. Based on review of the project
description and the above criteria, no substantial changes are proposed in the project and there are no
substantial changes in the circumstances under which the project will be undertaken that will require major
revisions to the previous EIR due to the involvement of significant new environmental effects or a substantial
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. Also, there is no "new information of
substantial importance” as that term is used in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3). Therefore, the
previously cerfified EIR is adequate upon completion of an Addendum.

County Operations Center Development Plan 1-4 October 2011
Addendum to the Previcusly Certified Final EIR
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Chapter | - Project Description and Environmental Setting

TABLE 1-1

Previous Proposed Uses and Phasing of Development

Phase of Existing Uses to be Demolished Proposed Uses to be Constructed (qppf@ﬂmqte,
Development -Gross Square Feet (gsf))
Phase 1

Office Building - 187,500 gsf

Office Buildings — 600,000 gsf

Warehouse/Maintenance - 30,500 gsf

Conference Center - 15,000 gsf

18,000 gsf

Existing Medical Examiner Building -

Warehouse/Storage — 20,000 gsf

Fleet — 4,000 gsf

Central Plant - 10,000 gsf

Subtotal for Phase 1: 240,000 gsf

Subtotal for Phase 1 Office Development:
845,000 gsf

Parking Structure ‘A’ — 571,000 gsf

Phase 2
No building demolition Office Building ~ 150,000 gsf
Office Building - 150,000 gsf
Subtotal for Phase 2 Office Development:
300,000 gsf
Parking Structure ‘B’ - 770,000 gsf
Phase 3 (Buildout)

Fleet - 51,000 gsf

Office/Laboratory - 120,000 gsf

Office Building — 23,500 gsf

Office Building - 60,000 gsf

Subtotal for Phase 3: 74,500 gsf

Subtotal for Phase 3 Office Development:
180,000 gsf

Total Demolition: 314,500 gsf

Total Proposed Uses: 2,466,000 gsf

Source: County of San Diego Department of General Services and BRG Consulting, Inc., 2008.

County Operations Center Development Plan
Addendum to the Previously Certified Final EIR

Octaber 2011
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Chapter 1 - Project Description and Environmental Setting

TABLE 1-2
Summary of Updated Project vs. Project
Analyzed in Previous Final EIR

Phase of Project Analyzed In Previous Final Updated Project Net
Development EIR change
(gsf)
Phase 1
Office Buildings - 400,000 gsf Office Buildings — 600,000 gsf -
Conference Center - 15,000 gsf Conference Center— 15,000 gsf -
Warehouse/Storage - 20,000 gsf | Warehouse/Storage ~ 20,000 gsf -
Central Plant - 10,000 gsf Central Plant — 10,000 gsf -
Parking Structure ‘A’ ~ 571,000 gsf Parking Structure ‘A’ — 548,000 gsf |  (23.000)
Phase 1 Demolition: 240.000 gsf Phase 1 Demolition: 240,000 gsf -
Phase 2
Office Building — 150,000 gsf Office Building - 150,000 gsf
Office Building - 150,000 gsf Office Building — 150,000 gsf
Parking Structure 'B' - 770,000 gsf Parking Structure ‘B' — 980,000 gsf | +210,000
- Registrar of Voters — 120,000 gsf +120.000
Phase 2 Demolition: none Phase 2 Demolition: 72,700 gsf +72,700
Phase 3
Office/Laboratory - 120,000 gsf Office/Laberatory — 120,000 gsf -
Office Building - 60,000 gsf Office Building - 60,000 gsf _ -
Phase 3 Demolition: 74,500 gsf Phase 3 Demolition: 74,500 gsf --
Total Bulldout
Total Proposed Uses: 2,466,000 gsf | Total Proposed Uses: 2,773,000 gsf | +307,000
Total Demolition: 314,500 gsf Total Demolition: 387,200 gsf +72,700
Source: County of San Diego Department of General Services and BRG Consulting, Inc.. 2011.
County Operations Center Development Plan 1-10 October 2011

Addendum to the Previously Certified final EIR

3-21



2.1 - Transportation/Circulation

2.0 Infroduction

As provided in Chapter 1.0, the preparafion of an Addendum to the previously certified Final EIR for the
COC Development Plan is the appropriate documentation under CEQA Guidelines (Section 15162 -
15164). The following section contains detailed analysis of the proposed project as it compares to the
project analyzed in the previously certified Final EIR for the following environmental issues,
Transportation/Circulation and Air Quality, both of which had significant and unmitigable impacts.

Additionally, since the previous EIR was certified, the State CEQA Guidelines were amended (March, 2010)
to require that the potential environmental effects of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions be addressed in
CEQA documents. However, it should be noted that no new environmental effects associated with GHG
emissions or compliance with applicable plans, policies or regulations have been identified. Chapter 2.3
provides a detailed analysis and summary of the project lack of environmental effects associated with
GHG emissions related to the proposed project.

2.1 Transportation/Circulation

The following compares the findings of the San Diego County Operations Center Traffic Impact Study (KOA
Corporation, October 2011) with the analysis, impacts and mitigation contained with the previously
certified Final EIR for the COC Development Plan and associated technical study, San Diego County
Operations Center Traffic Impact Study (KOA Corporation, July 2007). The updated traffic study is provided
as Appendix D on the attached CD of Technical Appendices found on the back cover of this Addendum.

2.1.1 Summary of Previous Analysis

The analysis contained within the previously certified Final EIR was prepared in accordance with the City of
San Diego Traffic impact Study Manual {1998) and the City of San Diego Califomia Environmental Quality
Act Significance Determination Thresholds {2007}, and analyzed both the Existing traffic volumes, and Near-
term Conditions. The study area for the original project included those locations that were expected to be
affected by the project.

Study Area Roadways
« State Route 52 * Balboa Avenue * Spectrum Center Boulevard
+ State Route 163 *  Sky Park Court ¢« Tech Way
* Interstate 15 * Aero Drive * Antigua Boulevard
e Chesapeake Drive * Granite Ridge Drive ¢ Santo Road
¢ TopazWay * Convoy Street ¢ Daly Center Drive
¢ Hazard Way *  Mercury Street e Murphy Canyon Road
* Famham Street * Keamy Mesa Road * Viewridge Avenue
* Clairemont Mesa Boulevard * Keamy Villa Road e SR-163 at Clairemont Mesa
e Complex Drive * Overland Avenue Boulevard Interchange
* Llightwave Avenue *  Ruffin Road
County Operations Center Development Plan 2.1-1 October 2011

Addendum to the Previously Certified Final EIR
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2.1 - Transportation/Circulation

The Traffic Impact Study included analysis of the COC Development Plan potential impacts to 36 roadway
segments and 46 intersections, which were expected to be affected by the project based on the
estimated project trip generation and distribution. Additionally. the Traffic Study included analysis of 13
freeway ramp meters and 12 freeway mainline segments within the project study area.

The COC Development Plan as analyzed in the previously cerlified Final EIR, was proposed to be
developed in three phases with specific frip generation calculated for each phase of the project. As shown
in the previously certified Final EIR, Phase 1 of the project was expected to generate 12,551 daily net trips;
Phase 2 was expected to generate an additional 9,000 daily net trips, for a total of 21,551 daily net trips for
the project (Phase 1 frips + Phase 2 trips): and Phase 3 was expected to generate an additional 3,704 dally
net trips. The daily net trips for the fully developed project (Phases 1 through 3) were expected to be
25,255.

2.1.2 Comparison of Proposed Expansion to Previously Analyzed
Project

The study area for the proposed project is generally the same as the one identified for the original project
under the previously certified Final EIR for the COC Development Plan. The trip generation prepared for the
proposed project shows a change within each phase from the trip generation detailed above. Specifically,
Phase 1 is now expected to generate 12,501 daily net trips {decrease of 50 ADT); Phase 2 is expected to
generate 9,220 daily net trips (increase of 220 ADT), for a total of 21,721 daily net trips for the project (Phase
1 trips + Phase 2 trips); and Phase 3 is expected to generate 2,040 daily net trips (decrease of 1,664 ADT).
The ddily net trips for the fully developed project (Phases 1 through 3) under this proposed project are
expected to be 23,761, a reduction of 1,494 ADT from the original project analyzed within the previously
certified Final EIR. Table 2.1-1 provides the detailed trip generation for the proposed project.

Similar to the original project analyzed in the previously certified Final EIR, the proposed project would take
access off Overland Avenue, Hazard Way, Farnham Street, and limited access for emergency personnel
off Topaz Way. The addition of access off of Chesapeake Drive is resultant of the proposed project
extending the limits of the COC Development Plan northward to abut Chesapeake Drive.

Phase 1

Phase 1 conditions represent the first day of operation of the proposed project at completion of Phase |.
Under the proposed project, Phase 1 will maintain the six existing buildings located along Chesapeake
Drive, approximately 600,000 gross square feet (gsf) of building (office} space, 15,000 gsf conference
center, 20,000 gsf warehouse/storage space, and an above-ground parking structure would be
constructed. Phase 1 is expected to generate 12,501 ADT. When Phase 1 project traffic is added to the
near-term base volumes, the “with project” scenario is established.

The previously certified Final EIR showed significant impacts at three Roadway Segments, including Kearny
Villa Road between SR-52 EB Off-Ramp and Ruffin Road, Keamy Villa Road between Chesapeake Drive
and Topaz Way, and Overland Avenue between Farnham Street and Clairemont Mesa Boulevard; four
intersections during AM Peak hour, including Kearny Villa Road at SR-1463 NB Off-Ramp, Kearny Villa Road at

County Operations Center Develcpment Plan 212 October 2011
Addendum to the Previously Certified Final EIR
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2.1 - Transportation/Circutation

SR-52 EB Ramps, Ruffin Road at Hazard Way, and Ruffin Road at Famham Street; and seven intersection
during the PM Peak hour, including Keamy Villa Road at Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Ruffin Road at Hazard
Way, Ruffin Road at Famham Street, Clairemont Mesa Boulevard at Overland Drive, Clairemont Mesa
Boulevard at Murphy Canyon Road, Clairemont Mesa Boulevard at 1-15 SB Ramps, and Balboa Avenue at
Mercury Streel. Additionally, impacts to three freeway ramps were identified in the previously certified Final
EIR, which included Kearny Villa to SR-163 NB (north of SR-52), Clairemont Mesa Boulevard to I-15 SB, and
Clairemont Mesa Boulevard to I-15 NB. No Freeway Mainline segments or Arterials were identified to have
impacts.

Under the proposed project, the only impact to a Roadway Segment is associated with Overdand Avenue
between Farnham Street and Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, which was identified as an impact in the
previousty certified Final EIR. Two previously identified AM Peak Hour intersections, Ruffin Road at Hazard
Way and Ruffin Road at Famham Street, were identified as significant for the proposed project. The same
seven intersections at PM Peak Hour were identified as significant for the proposed project. No additional
Roadway Segments or Intersections were noted as significant under the updated analysis. With respect to
the freeway ramps, the proposed project would result in a significant impact to the same three ramps, as
well as a significant impact to Clairemont Mesa Boulevard WB to SR-163 SB. No Freeway Maintine segments
or Arterials were identified to have impacts. Table 2.1-1 has been included to provide a comparative
summary of the proposed project impacts to those identified in the previously certified Final EIR. Copies of
the Phase 1 data tables are included as Tables 4-2 through 4-7 of the updated project Traffic Impact Study
(KOA, 2011), which is included as Appendix D to this Addendum.

Phase | Impacts

As identified in Table 2.1-1, with the addition of Phase 1 project traffic (12,501 net daily trips), all of the
roadway segments are calculated to operate at a LOS D or better, and do not exceed the significance
thresholds adopted by the City of San Diego, except the following roadway segment:

* Impact T1: Overland Avenue between Famham Street and Clairemont Mesa Boulevard. Without
the project this segment will operate at a LOS D and with the addition of the Phase 1 trips this
segment will operate at a LOS F.

The Traffic Impact Study analyzed 46 intersections within the project study area, which are expected to be
affected by the addition of the proposed project traffic. As identified in Tables 2.1-1, all of the 46
intersections are calculated to operate at a LOS D or better in the near-term condition during either the AM
or PM Peak hour, except for the following nine intersections:

* Impact 12: Keamy Villa Road at Clairemont Mesa Boulevard. Without the project this intersection
will operate at a LOS C during the AM Peak Hour and a LOS F during the PM Peak Hour. With the
addition of the Phase 1 trips, this intersection will continue to operate at a LOS C in the AM Peak
Hour but will operate at a LOS F in the PM Peak Hour. Therefore, this is only a significant impact at
the PM Peak Hour,

+ Impact 13: Ruffin Road at Hazard Way. Without the project this intersection will operate at a LOS E
during both the AM and PM Peak Hour., With the addition of the Phase 1 trips, this intersection will

County Operations Center Development Plan 213 October 2011
Addendum to the Previously Certified Final EIR
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2.1 - Transportation/Circulation

operate at a LOS F during the AM and PM Peak Hour. Therefore, this is a significant impact at both
the AM and PM Peak Hours.

Impact T4: Ruffin Road at Farnham Street. Without the project this intersection will operate at a LOS
E during the AM Peak Hour and a LOS F during the PM Peak Hour. With the addition of the Phase 1
trips, this intersection will operate at a LOS F during the AM Peak Hour and will continue to operate
at a LOS F during the PM Pecak Hour. Therefore, this is a significant impact at both the AM and PM
Peak Hours.

Impact T5: Clairemont Mesa Boulevard at Overland Avenue. Without the project this intersection
will operate at a LOS C during both the AM and PM Pecak Hour. With the addition of the Phase 1
trips. this intersection will continue to operate at a LOS C during the AM Peak Hour but will operate
at a LOS E during the PM Peak Hour, Therefore, this is only a significant impact at the PM Peak
Hour.

Impact 76: Clairemont Mesa Boulevard at Murphy Canyon Road. Without the project this
intersection will operate at a LOS B during the AM Peak Hour and a LOS E during the PM Peak Hour.
With the addition of the Phase 1 trips, this intersection will continue to operate at a LOS B during the
AM Peak Hour but will operate at a LOS F during the PM Peak Hour. Therefore, this is only a
significant impact at the PM Peak Hour.

impact 17: Clairemont Mesa Boulevard at I-15 Southbound ($B) Ramps. Without the project this
intersection will operate at a LOS C during the AM Peak Hour and a LOS D during the PM Peak
Hour. With the addition of the Phase 1 trips, this intersection will continue to operate at a LOS C
during the AM Peak Hour but will operate at a LOS E during the PM Peak Hour. Therefore, this is
only a significant impact at the PM Peak Hour.

Impact 18: Balboa Avenue at Mercury Street. Without the project this intersection will operate at a
LOS E during the AM Peak Hour and at a LOS F during the PM Peak Hour. With the addition of the
Phase 1 trips, this intersection will continue to operate at a LOS E during the AM Peak Hour and will
continue to operate at a LOS F during the PM Peak Hour. Therefore, this is only a significant impact
at the PM Peak Hour.

The Traffic Impact Study analyzed 13 ramp meters within the project study area, which are expected to be
affected with the addition of the proposed project traffic. As identified in Table 2.1-1, with the addition of
Phase 1 project traffic, all of the 13 ramp meters are calculated to meet the allowed delay increase
identified by the thresholds of significance adopted by the City of San Diego. except for the following four
ramp meters:

Impact T9: Clairemont Mesa Boulevard EB to I-15 SB. With the addition of the Phase 1 trips, this ramp
meter will have a change in delay of 10.2 minutes, which is considered to be significant.

Impact T10: Keamny Villa Road to SR-163 NB (North of SR-52). With the addition of the Phase 1 trips,
this ramp meter will have a change in delay of 4.4 minutes, which is considered to be significant.

County Operations Center Development Plan 2.1-4 October 2011
Addendum to the Previously Cerlified Final EIR
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2.1 - Transportation/Circulation

* Impact T11: Clairemont Mesa Boulevard EB to I-15 NB. With the addition of the Phase 1 trips, this
ramp meter will have a change in delay of 3.4 minutes, which is considered to be significant.

* Impact T12: Clairemont Mesa Boulevard Westbound (WB) to SR-163 SB. With the addition of the
Phases 1 trips, this ramp meter will have a change in delay of 8.2 minutes, which is considered to
be significant.

it should be noted that while Impact T12 above, Clairemont Mesa Boulevard Westbound (WB) to SR-163 SB,
was not previously identified for Phase 1, it was previously identified for Phase 2, Phase 3, and Cumulative
{Herizon Year), and mitigation was identified and required for the proposed project. Therefore, the
occurrence of this impact in the earlier phase is not considered a new significant impact. Furthermore, the
mitigation measure, identified in the previously certified Final EIR, has been required to be completed prior
to completion of Phase 1 to ensure that a substantially more severe impact than previously identified does
not occur.

Summary of Phase 1

In conclusion, as related to Phase 1, the proposed project will result in generally the same, and somewhat
fewer impacts relative to segments and intersections, as those previously identified in the certified Final EIR
for the COC Development Plan. While a new significant impact to the freeway ramp at Clairemont Mesa
Boulevard WB to SR-163 SB was identified for Phase 2, the impact would not be considered a new or
substantially greater impact than what was analyzed in the previously certified Final EIR.

Phase 2

Phase 2 will include the removal of the four of the existing buildings along Chesapeake Drive, totaling
72,700 gsf and change the use of the two remaining buildings (approximately 29,300 gsf) from light
industrial/office to govemment office. The existing fleet building will be vacated, and this space will be
used for general onsite storage. Approximately 300,000 gsf of government office space and a 120,000 gsf
building to house the Registrar of Voters and County mail operations, of which 95000 gsf is a
warehouse/storage space and 25,000 gsf government office space. The second onsite above-grade
parking structure proposed to be approximately 980,000 gsf, will contain fleet storage on the ground level
and employee and visitor parking on the remaining levels. Phase 2 is expected to generate an additional
9.220 ADT (net), for a total of 21,721 ADT (net) for both Phase 1 and Phase 2. Phase 1 and Phase 2 project
traffic has been added to the near-term base volumes to create the “with project” scenario.

The previously certified Final EIR showed significant impacts at five Roadway Segments, including Keamy
Villa Road between SR-52 EB Off-Ramp and Ruffin Road, Keamny Villa Road between Chesapeake Drive
and Topaz Way, Overland Avenue between Famham Street and Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Famham
Street between Overland Avenue and Ruffin Road, and Hazard Way west of Ruffin Road. Four intersections
during AM Peak hour were identified as significant impacts, including Kearny Villa Road at SR-163 NB Off-
Ramp. Keamy Villa Road at SR-52 EB Ramps, Ruffin Road at Hazard Way, and Ruffin Road at Famham
Street; and eight intersections during the PM Peak hour, including Keamy Villa Road at Clairemont Mesa
Boulevard, Ruffin Road at Hazard Way. Ruffin Road at Famham Street, Clairemont Mesa Boulevard at
Overland Drive, Clairemont Mesa Boulevard at Murphy Canyon Road, Clairemont Mesa Boulevard at I-15

County Operations Center Development Plan 2.1-5 October 2011
Addendum to the Previously Certified Final EIR
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2.1 - Transportation/Circulation

SB Ramps, Balboa Avenue at Mercury Sireet, and Farnham Street at Overland Avenue. Significant impacts
to four freeway ramps were identified in the previously certified Final EIR, which included Kearny Villa to SR-
163 NB (north of SR-52), Clairemont Mesa Boulevard to I-15 $B, Clairemont Mesa Boulevard WB to SR-163 $8
and Clairemont Mesa Boulevard to I-15 NB. No Freeway Mainline segments or Arterials were identified to
have impacts.

Under the proposed project, significant impacts to three of the five Roadway Segments were identified
and include Overland Avenue between Famham Street and Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Famham Street
between Overland Avenue and Ruffin Road, and Hazard Way west of Ruffin Road. Three previously
identified AM Peak Hour intersections, Kearny Villa Road at SR-163 N8 Off-Ramp, Ruffin Road at Hazard Way
and Ruffin Road at Farnham Street, were identified as significant for the proposed project. The same eight
intersections at PM Peak Hour were identified as significant for the proposed project. No additional
Roadway Segments or Intersections were noted as significant under the updated analysis. With respect to
the freeway ramps, the proposed project would result in a significant impact to the same four ramps. No
Freeway Mainline segments or Arterials were identified to have impacts. Table 2.1-1 has been included to
provide a comparative summary of the proposed project impacts to those identified in the previously
certified Final EIR. Copies of the Phase 2 data tables are included as Tables 5-1 through 5-6 of the updated
project Traffic Impact Study (KOA, 2011), which is included as Appendix D to this Addendum.

Phase 2 Impacts
In addition to Impact T1 through T12 identified above for Phase 1, the following impacts occur upon
construction and operation of Phase 2:

Street Segments:

* Impact T13: Farnham Street between Overland Avenue and Ruffin Road. Without the project this
segment will operate at a LOS B and with the addition of the Phases 1 and 2 trips, this segment will
operate at a LOS F.

* Impact T14: Hazard Way west of Ruffin Road. Without the project this segment will operate at a
LOS A and with the addition of the Phases 1 and 2 trips, this segment will operate at a LOS F.

Intersections:

* Impact T1§: Keamny Villa Road at SR-163 NB Off Ramp. Without the project this intersection will
operate at a LOS D during the AM Peak Hour and at a LOS B during the PM Peak Hour. With the
addition of the Phases 1 and 2 trips, this intersection will operate at a LOS F during the AM Peak
Hour but will continue to operate at a LOS C during the PM Peak Hour. Therefore, this is only a
significant impact at the AM Peak Hour.

* Impact T16: Farnham Street at Overland Avenue. Without the project this intersection will operate
at a LOS B during both the AM and PM Peak hour, With the addition of the Phases 1 and 2 trips, this
intersection will operate at a LOS C during the AM Peak Hour and a LOS F during the PM Peak Hour.
Therefore, this is only a significant impact at the PM Peak Hour.

County Operations Center Development Plan 2.1-6 October 2011
Addendum to the Praviously Certified Final EIR
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2.1 - Transportation/Circulation

Summary of Phase 2

In conclusion, as related to Phase 2, the proposed project will result in fewer impacts as those previously
identified in the cerlified Final EIR for the COC Development Plan. No new or substantially greater impacts
than what was analyzed in the previously certified Final EIR were identified for the proposed project.

Phase 3

Phase 3 is the buildout of the proposed project, and includes the construction of an approximately 120,000
gsf Crime Lab and 60,000 gsf Emergency Operations Center. Phase 3 (buildout) is expected to generate
an additional 2,040 ADT (net), for a total of 23,761 ADT (net) for the entire project (Phase 1. 2, and 3). Traffic
generated from all three phases has been added to the near-term base volumes to create the “with
project" scenario.

The previously certified Final EIR showed significant impacts at five Roadway Segments, including Keamy
Villa Road between SR-52 EB Off-Ramp and Ruffin Road, Keamy Villa Road between Chesapeake Drive
and Topaz Way, Overland Avenue between Farnham Street and Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Famham
Street between Overland Avenue and Ruffin Road, and Hazard Way west of Ruffin Road. Six intersections
during AM Peak hour were identified as significant impacts, including Kearny Villa Road at SR-163 NB Off-
Ramp, Keamy Villa at SB SR-163 SB Ramps, Kearny Villa at SR-52 EB Ramps, Ruffin Road at Hazard way,
Ruffin Road at Famham Street, and Famham Street at Overland Avenue. For buildout of the project, twelve
intersections during the PM Peak hour, including Keamy Villa Road at Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Kearny
Villa at SB SR-163 SB Ramps, Keamy Villa at SR-52 EB Ramps, Ruffin Rocad at Hazard Way, Ruffin Road at
Farnham Street, Ruffin Road at Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Clairemont Mesa Boulevard at Overland Drive,
Clairemont Mesa Boulevard at Murphy Canyon Road, Clairemont Mesa Boulevard at I-15 SB Ramps,
Balboa Avenue at Mercury Street, Farnham Street at Overland Avenue, and Farnham Street at the COC
Driveway, were calculated to result in a significant impact. Significant impacts to four freeway ramps were
identified in the previously certified Final EIR, which included Keamy Villa to SR-163 NB (north of $R-52),
Clairemont Mesa Boulevard to I-15 SB, Clairemont Mesa Boulevard WB to SR-163 SB and Clairemont Mesa
Boulevard to I-15 NB. No Freeway Mainline segments or Arterials were identified to have impacts.

Under the proposed project, significant impacts to three of the five Roadway Segments were identified
and include Overland Avenue between Famham Street and Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Farnham Street
between Overland Avenue and Ruffin Road, and Hazard Way west of Ruffin Road. Four previously
identified AM Peak Hour intersections, Keamy Villa Road at SR-163 NB Off-Ramp, Kearny Villa at SR-52 EB
Ramps, Ruffin Road at Hazard Way and Ruffin Road at Farnham Street, were identified as significant for the
proposed project. Eleven of the twelve intersections at PM Peak Hour were identified as significant for the
proposed project at buildout, with the one exception being Farnham Street at the COC Driveway, which is
calculated to continue to operate at a LOS C. No additional Roadway Segments or Intersections were
noted as significant under the updated analysis. With respect to the freeway ramps, the proposed project
would result in a significant impact to the same four ramps. No Freeway Mainline segments or Arterials were
identified to have impacts. Table 2.1-1 has been included to provide a comparative summary of the
proposed project impacts to those identified in the previously certified Final EIR. Copies of the Phase 3

County Operaticns Center Development Pian 217 October 2011
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2.1 - Transportation/Circulafion

(buildout) data tables are included as Tables é-1 through é-6 of the updated project Traffic Impact Study
(KOA, 2011), which is included as Appendix D to this Addendum.

Phase 3 Impacts
In addition fo Impact T1 through T12 identified above for Phase 1, and T13 through T16 for Phase 2, the
following impacts occur upon construction and operation of Phase 3 (buildout):

Intersections:

* Impact T17: Kearny Villa Road at SB SR-163 SB Ramps. Without the project this intersection will
operate at a LOS C during the AM Peak Hour and LOS E in the PM Peak Hour. With the addition of
the Phases 1, 2, and 3 trips, this intersection will operate at a LOS D during the AM Peak Hour and a
LOS E during the PM Peak Hour. Therefore, this is only a significant impact at the PM Peak Hour.

« Impact T18: Keamy Villa Road at SR-52 EB Ramps. Without the project this intersection will operate
at a LOS C during the AM Peak Hour and LOS E in the PM Peak Hour. With the addition of the
Phases 1, 2, and 3 trips, this intersection will operate at a LOS D during the AM Peak Hour and a LOS
E during the PM Peak Hour. Therefore, this is a significant impact at both the AM and PM Peak
Hours.

» Impact T19: Ruffin Road at Clairemont Mesa Boulevard. Without the project this intersection will
operate at a LOS C during both the AM and PM Peak Hour. With the addition of the Phases 1, 2,
and 3 trips, this intersection will operate at a LOS D during the AM Peak Hour and a LOS E during
the PM Peak Hour. Therefore, this is only a significant impact at the PM Peak Hour.

Summary of Phase 3

In conclusion, as related to Phase 3 (buildout), the proposed project will result in fewer impacts as those
previously identified in the certified Final EIR for the COC Development Plan. No new or substantially greater
impacts than what was analyzed in the previously certified Final EIR were identified for the proposed
project.

Cumulative (Horizon Year)

The following describes the results and impacts to the project's study area circulation network when adding
the proposed project traffic (23.761 ADT net) to the projected cumulative fraffic conditions. Currently,
several roadway segments and intersections located within the study area of the proposed project are not
operating within an acceptable LOS (LOS D or better). This condition is attributable to local and regional
cumulative traffic. The updated Traffic Impact Study (KOA, 2011} included analysis of the cumulative traffic
impacts under the Horizon Year conditions, which is based upon transportation conditions onticipated in
the Year 2030. A growth rate of 10.0 percent based on the SANDAG Series 11 traffic forecast model was
applied to roadway arterials and specific project traffic from cumulative projects was added. Then the
proposed project's traffic was added to the cumulative traffic conditions to determine the cumulative
impacts of the project.
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The previously certified Final EIR showed significant cumulative impacts at five Roadway Segments,
including Keamy Villa Road between SR-52 EB Off-Ramp and Ruffin Road, Keamy Villa Road between
Chesapeake Drive and Topaz Way, Overland Avenue between Farnham Sireet and Clairemont Mesa
Boulevard, Farnham Street between Overland Avenue and Ruffin Road, and Hazard Way west of Ruffin
Road. Eight intersections during AM Peak hour were identified as significant cumulative impacts, including
Kearny Villa Road at SR-163 NB Off-Ramp., Keamy Villa at SB SR-163 SB Ramps, Keamy Villa at SR-52 EB
Ramps, Ruffin Road at Hazard Way, Ruffin Road at Farnham Street, Famham Street at Overland Avenue,
Clairemont Mesa Boulevard at I-15 SB Ramps, and Balboa Avenue at I-15 SB Ramps. Thirteen intersections
during the PM Peak hour were calculated to result in a significant cumulative impact, including Keamy Villa
Road at Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Kearny Villa at SB SR-143 SB Ramps, Kearny Villa at SR-52 EB Ramps,
Ruffin Road at Hazard Way, Ruffin Road at Farnham Street, Ruffin Road at Clairemont Mesa Boulevard,
Ruffin Road at Aero Drive, Clairemont Mesa Boulevard at Overland Drive, Clairemont Mesa Boulevard at
Mumphy Canyon Road, Clairemont Mesa Boulevard at I-15 SB Ramps, Balboa Avenue at Mercury Street,
Farnham Street at Overland Avenue, and Farnham Street at the COC Driveway. Significant cumulative
impacts to four freeway ramps were identified in the previously certified Final EIR, which included Keamny
Villa to SR-163 NB {north of SR-52), Clairemont Mesa Boulevard to I-15 SB, Clairemont Mesa Boulevard WB to
SR-143 $B and Clairemont Mesa Boulevard to I-15 NB. While no Freeway Mainline segments were identified
to have significant cumulative impacits, the Arterial - Balboa Avenue-EB from Ruffin Road to |15 SB Ramps
was calculated to result in a significant cumulative impact.

Under the proposed project, significant cumulative impacts to three of the five Roadway Segments were
identified and include Overland Avenue beiween Famham Sireet and Clairemont Mesa Boulevard,
Farnham Street between Overland Avenue and Ruffin Road, and Hazard Way west of Ruffin Road. Four
previously identified AM Peak Hour intersections, Kearny Villa Road at SR-163 NB Off-Ramp, Kearny Villa at
SR-52 EB Ramps, Ruffin Road at Hazard Way and Ruffin Road at Famham Street, were identified as
significant for the proposed project. Eleven of the thirteen intersections at PM Peak Hour were identified as
significant for the proposed project at buildout, with the two exceptions being Ruffin Road at Aero Drive
and Farmmham Street at the COC Driveway, which are calculated to continue to operate at a LOS D and C,
respectively. No additional Roadway Segments or Intersections were noted as significant under the
updated analysis. With respect to the freeway ramps, the proposed project would result in a significant
cumulative impact to the same four ramps. Consistent with the previously approved project, no Freeway
Mainline segments were identified to have impacts. The significant cumulative impact identified above,
associated with the Arterial - Balboa Avenue-EB from Ruffin Road to I-15 SB Ramps, was not calculated to
occur as a result of the proposed project. Table 2.1-1 has been included to provide a comparative
summary of the proposed project impacts to those identified in the previously certified Final EIR. Copies of
the Cumulative (Horizon Year) data tables are included at Tables 7-1 through 7-6 of the updated project
Traffic Impact Study (KOA, 2011), which is included as Appendix D to this Addendum.

Cumulgative Impacts
In addition to Impacts T1 through T12 identified above for Phase 1, and T13 through T16 for Phase 2, and T17
through T19, the following cumulative impact occurs as a result of the proposed project:
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Arterial:

* Impact T20: Balboa Avenue - EB from Ruffin Road to I-15 SB Ramps, Under the cumulative
condition, a significant cumulative impact to this arterial will occur.

umma Cumulative (Horizon Year

In conclusion, as related to cumulative traffic, the proposed project will result in fewer impacts as those
previously identified in the certified Final EIR for the COC Development Plan. No new or substantially greater
impacts than what was analyzed in the previously certified Final EIR were identified for the proposed
project.

Parking

Consistent with the previously approved project, parking for the proposed project will be provided in two
parking structures and surface lots on the COC site. As detailed in the updated Traffic Impact Study (KOA,
2011), Phase 1 will require 3,419 parking spaces, Phase 2 will require an additional 1,197 parking spaces,
and Phase 3 will required an additional 661 parking spaces, for a total of 5,277. This calculation is a
reduction in parking by 8 spaces, which was estimated at 5,285 parking spaces on site under the previously
approved project. The construction of the proposed project would provide 5,327 parking spaces, which is
adequate to address the parking needs of the project. Therefore, the proposed project will not impact the
existing and off-site parking demands, and no new impacts associated with parking are identified.

Transit

As detailed in the previously certified Final EIR, a transit center that serves the Kearny Mesa community is
located on the southeast comer of Clairemont Mesa Boulevard/Complex Drive, approximately 0.5 mile
from the project site (a ten-minute walk). Sidewalks and confrolled pedestrian crosswalks are available
along the routes from the project site to the transit center. The proposed project will not impact or alter
transit facilities. Therefore, no impact is identified for this issue area as a result of the proposed project.

Bicycle Facilities/Routes

The proposed project will not change or impact any of the existing bicycle facilities in the vicinity of the
proposed project. As detailed in the previously certified Final EIR, all project roadway improvements
{including proposed traffic mitigation) will accommodate the same Class of bike facility that exists
cumrently. Therefore, no new impact as a result in the changes to the proposed project is identified for this
issue area.

2.1.3 Mitigation Measures

The following fransportation/circulation mitigation measures are derived from the previously certified Final
ER for the COC Development Plan and are equally applicable to reduce significant
transportation/circulation impacts associated with the proposed project. As discussed in Section 1.0, the
off-site roadway improvements identified in the previously certified Final EIR for Phases 1 and 2 of the
project have been completed, with the exception of the improvements to Keamy Villa Road and SR-52,
which is currently being constructed. No new mitigation measures are required for the proposed project as
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no new or substantially greater impacts than what was analyzed in the previously certified Final EIR were
identified for the proposed project.

Phase 1 Mitigation

The following describes the mitigation measures that will need to be implemented to reduce significant
transportation/circulation impacts, associated with the Phase 1 development, to below a level of
significance.

Roadway Segments:
Impact T1: Overland Avenue beitween Farnham Sireet and Clairemont Mesa Boulevard :

MMT1 Widen from two-lane collector to four-lane collector with two-way left turn lane.

Intersections:
Impact 12: Kearny Villa Road at Clairemont Mesa Boulevard

MM T2 If approved by the City of San Diego Engineer add a southbound overlap to the existing
lane and re-stripe the northbound lanes to create three left tums; north-south phases to
be split instead of protected. If the City Engineer does not accept this improvement, this
mitigation is otherwise infeasible because the County cannot construct this improvement
without the City's approval.

impact T3: Ruffin Road at Hazard Way

MM T3 Signalize the intersection with north-south approach protected and east-west approach
with split phasing. Interconnect signal with Ruffin Road/Farnham Street. In addition,
within the existing curb to curb, re-stripe the northbound lanes for two left turns.

Impact T4: Ruffin Road at Farnham Streef

MM T4 Signalize the intersection with north-south approach protected and east-west approach
with permitted phasing. Interconnect signal with Ruffin Road/Hazard Way. In addition,
within the existing curb to curb, re-stripe the northbound lanes for two left tums.

impact T5: Clairemont Mesa Boulevard at Overland Avenue

MMT5 Widen the southbound approach to one lefi-turn lane, one through-lane, and one right-
tum lane (with an overlap).

Impact Té: Clairemont Mesa Boulevard at Murphy Canyon Road

MM Té Add a northbound right-tum overap.
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Impact 17; Clalremont Mesa Boulevard at I-15 SB Ramps

MM T7 Within the existing curb-to-curb width, add one eastbound right-tum lane to provide two
eastbound right-turn lanes.  Extend southbound right-tum lane to accommodate
additional queuing.

Impact T8: Balboa Avenue at Mercury Sireet

MM T8 Add a southbound and northbound right-tum overlap.

Ramp Meters:
impact 19: Clairemont Mesa Boulevard EB fo I-15 SB

MM T? Ramp widening on this ramp is infeasible. This ramp currently has three lanes, which per
Caitrans design standards, is the maximum number of lanes that can be constructed for
a freeway enfrance ramp, thus no additional lanes can be added. However, as an
alternative at this location, the project will provide additional storage on Clairemont
Mesa Boulevard by adding an eastbound right-tum lane, which would adequately
improve and mitigate the impact to the ramp meter by reducing the delay and queue
at this location to an amount below the maximum allowed delay increase identified in
the significance thresholds adopted by the City of San Diego.

Impact T10: Kearny Vilila Road to SR-163 N8

Caltrans may increase the ramp meter rate to accommodate the projected additional queuing; however,
this improvement (operational change to the meter) would be determined by Caltrans and could not be
approved nor implemented by the County. Therefore, mitigation of this impact is considered infeasible,
because changing (increasing) the ramp meter rate to mitigate the impact is within the responsibility and
jurisdiction of another public agency and not the County of San Diego. As such, this impact is identified as
a significant and unmitigable impact.

Impact T11: Clairemont Mesa Boulevard EB o I-15 NB

Caltrans may increase the ramp meter rate to accommodate the projected additional queuing; however,
this improvement (operational change to the meter) would be determined by Caltrans and could not be
approved nor implemented by the County. Therefore, mitigation of this impact is considered infeasible,
because changing (increasing) the ramp meter rate to mitigate the impact is within the responsibility and
jurisdiction of another public agency and not the County of San Diego. As such, this impact is identified as
a significant and unmitigable impact.

Impact T12: Clairemont Mesa Boulevard WB to SR-163 SB

MM T12 Provide a fair share (53.6 percent) towards local contribution of Phase 2 of the SR-163
Interchange project to reconfigure the northwest clovereaf. This project has an existing
Capital Improvement Plan. The SR-163 Interchange project is an improvement project to
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the Clairemont Mesa Boulevard and SR-163 Interchange. Phase 1 was for the east side of
the interchange, which has been constructed. Phase 2 will improve the west haif of the
interchange, which is in the design phase of construction.

This mitigation measure shall be implemented in Phase 1of the COC Development Plan

project.
Arerial;
None.
Phase 2 Mitigation

The following describes the mitigation measures that will need to be implemented to reduce significant
transportation/circulation impacts, associated with the Phase 2 development, to below a level of
significance.

Roadway Segment:

Impact T13: Farnham Street between Overland Avenue and Ruffin Road

MMT13 Re-stripe from two-lane collector to two-lane collector with two-way left tum lane.

Impact T14: Hazard Way. west of Ruffin Road:

MM T4 Restripe from two-lane collector to two-lane collector with two-way left tum lane.

Impact T15: Kearny Villa Road at SR-163 NB Off Ramp

No feasible mitigation has been identified for this location. The existing ramp is physically constrained by
existing businesses to the north, south, and west of the ramp. The widening this ramp would require the
acquisition of extensive right-of-way of portions of at least two existing businesses along Keamy Villa Road in
order to redesign the ramp to meet Caltrans Design standards. This will require the taking of privately
owned land, which has the potential to jeopardize the financial vitality of these existing businesses.
Therefore, due to economic, legal, and social considerations related to the acquisition of existing private
property (portions of at least two adjacent businesses), this mitigation measure is infeasible. As such, this
impact is identified as a significant and unmitigable impact.

Intersections:

impact T16: Farnham Street at Overland Avenue

MMT14 Signalize the intersection with protected phasing at all approaches.
Ramp Meters:
None.
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Aderial:
None.

Phase 3 Mitigation

The following describes the mitigation measures that will need to be implemented to reduce significant
transportation/circulation impacts, asscciated with the Phase 3 development, to below a level of
significance.

Roadway Seagments:

None.

Intersections:

impact T17: Kearny Villa Road at SB SR-163 SB Ramps

MMT17 Signalize the intersection with protected phasing at all approaches.

Impact T18: Kearny Viila Road at SR-52 EB Ramps

MMTI8 Add one eastbound right-tum lane to provide two right-tum lanes.

impact T19: Ruffin Road at Clairemont Mesa Boulevard

MM T19 If approved by the City of San Diego Engineer, re-stripe the southbound approach to two
left-tumn lanes, one shared-left, one through-lane, and one right-tum lane and modify
north/south phasing to split. If the City Engineer does not accept this improvement, this
mitigation is otherwise infeasible because the County cannot construct this improvement
without the City's approval.

Ramp Meters:
None.

Arterial:
None.

Cumulative (Horizon Year) Mitigation

The following describes the mitigation measures that will need to be implemented to reduce significant
cumulative transportation/circulation impacts, associated with the proposed project, to below a level of
significance.

Roadway Segments:
None.
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Intersections:
None.

Ramp Meters:
None.
Arterial;

Impact T20: Balboa Avenue - EB from Ruffin Road to I-15 SB Ramps

MM T20 Pay a fair share contribution towards restriping for one left-tum lane, one all-way lane,
and one right-tum lane at the intersection of Balboa Avenue and I-15 SB Ramp.

2.1.4 Conclusion

Implementation of Mitigation Measures T1 through T20 would mitigate many of the project direct impacts
and cumulative impacts. However, it should be noted that significant and unmitigable impacts to one
roadway segment (Impact T15: Kearny Viila Road at SR-163 NB Off Ramp) and two Freeway ramps (Impact
T10: Kearny Viila Road to SR-163 NB and Impact T11: Clairemont Mesa Boulevard EB to I-15 NB) would occur
as a result of the proposed project. However, these significant and unmitigable impacts were identified
during the analysis of the previously approved project and are detailed in the certified Final EIR. No new
significant impacts or a substantial change in the severity of the impacts were identified for the proposed
project. Furthermore, the proposed project would generally result in fewer impacts than the previously
approved project.
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TABLE 2.1-1
Comparative Summary of Proposed Impacts to those Identified in Previously Certified Final EIR

G Phase | Phase 1 & Phase Il Project Bulldout (Phase J, Il, and 1ll) Cumulative {Horizon Years
Cert FEIR Proposed Cert FEIR Proposed Cert FEIR Proposed Cert FEIR Proposed
Project Project Project Project

“With Sig? “With Sig? “With Sig? “With Sig? “With Sig? “With Sig? “With | Sig? “With Sig?
Project” Project” Project” Project” Project” Project” Project” Project”
Roadway Segment
Kearmny Villa F Yes C No F Yes C No F Yes (o) No F Yes D No
Road
between SR-
52 EB Off-
Ramp and
Ruffin Road
Keamy Villa E Yes C No E Yes D No E Yes D No F Yes D No
Road
between
Chesapeake
Drive and
Topaz Way
Overland F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes
Avenue
between
Farmham
Street and
Clairemont
Mesa
Boulevard
Famham D No D No E Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes
Street
between
Overand
Avenue and
Ruffin Road
Hazard Way D No D No F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes
west of Ruffin
Road

Infersection- AM Peak
Keamy Villa E Yes D No E Yes F Yes E Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes
Road at SR-
163 NB Off-
Ramp
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Phase |

Phase | & Phase 1l

Project Bulldout

Phase |, Ii, and liI

Cert FEIR

Proposed
Project

Cerl FER

Proposed
Project

Cert FEIR

Proposed
Project

Cumulative

Horizon Year)

Cert FEIR

Proposed
Project

“With
Project”

“With
Project”

Sig?

Sig?

“With
Project”

Sig?

“With
Project”

Sig?

“With
Project”

Sig?

“With
Project”

Sig?

“With
Project”

Sig?

“With
Project”

Sig?

Intersection- AM Peak (cont.d)

Keamy Villa
Road at SB
SR-163 SB
Ramps

C

No C

No

C

No

D

No

E

Yes

D

No

Yes

D No

Keamy Villa
Road at SR-52
EB Ramps

Yes D

No

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

E Yes

Ruffin Road
at Hazard
Way

Yes F

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

F Yes

Ruffin Road
at Farnham
Street

Yes F

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

F Yes

Famham
Street and
Overland
Avenue

No C

No

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Clairemont
Mesa
Boulevard at
15 SB Ramps

No C

No

No

No

No

No

Yes

Balboa
Avenue at |-
15 SB Ramp

No Cc

No

No

Cc

No

No

No

Yes

Intersection - PM Pea

Keamy Villa
Road at
Clairemont
Mesa
Boulevard

Yes F

Yes

Yes

F

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

F Yes

Keamy Villa
Road at SB
SR-163 SB
Ramps

No E

No

No

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

E Yes

Keamny Villa
Road at SR-52
EB Ramps

No D

No

No

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

E Yes
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. ; Phase | Phase |1 & Phase I Project Bulldout {Phase |, II, and il Cumulative (Horizon Year)
Cert FEIR Proposed Cert FEIR Proposed Cert FEIR Proposed Cert FEIR Proposed
Project Project Project Project
“With Sig? “With Sig? “With Sig? “With Sig? “With Sig? “With Sig? “With Sig? “With Sig?
Project” Project” Project” Project” Project” Project” Project” Project”
Intersection- PM Peak (cont.d)
Ruffin Road F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes
at Hazard
Way
Ruffin Road F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes
at Farnham
Street
Ruffin Road D No D No D No D No E Yes E Yes F Yes E Yes
at Clairemont
Mesa
Boulevard
Ruffin Road D No D No D No D No D No D No E Yes D No
at Aero Drive
Clairemont E Yes E Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes
Mesa
Boulevard at
Overland
Drive
Clairemont F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes
Mesa
Boulevard at
Murphy
Canyon Road
Clairemont E Yes E Yes E Yes E Yes F Yes F Yes E Yes F Yes
Mesa
Boulevard at
I-15 SB Ramps
Balboa F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes
Avenue at
Mercury
Street
Famham Street A No D No F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes F Yes
at Overand
Avenue
Famnham Street D No B No C No C No E Yes C No E Yes C No
at COC
Driveway
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L Phase | Phase | & Phase I Project Bulldout (Phase |, 1l, and 1ii) Cumulative (Horizon Year)
Cert FEIR Proposed Cert FEIR Proposed Cert FEIR Proposed Project Cert FEIR Proposed Project
Project Project
Delay | Sig? Delay | Sig? | Delay | Sig? Delay | Sig? | Delay | Sig? Delay | [ |
Freeway Ramps (Delay & Queue)
Keamy Villa to 38 Yes 4.4 Yes 6.4 Yes 7.7 Yes 7.7 Yes 8.4 Yes 7.7 Yes 8.4 Yes
SR-163 NB
(north of SR-
52)
Clairemont 100 Yes 10.2 Yes 17.2 Yes 17.7 Yes 20.6 Yes 19.5 Yes 20.6 Yes 19.5 Yes
Mesa
Boulevard to |-
15 SB
Clairemont 33 Yes 3.4 Yes 5.7 Yes 5.9 Yes 6.8 Yes 6.6 Yes 6.8 Yes 6.6 Yes
Mesa
Boulevard EB
to 115 NB
Clairemont 78 No 8.2 Yes 134 Yes 14.3 Yes 16.0 Yes 15.6 Yes 16.0 Yes 15.6 Yes
Mesa
Boulevard Wi
to SR-163 SB
Freeway Mainline
NONE IDENTIFIED
Arterial
Sig? Sig? Sig? Sig? Sig? Sig? Sig? Sig?

Balboa No No No No No No Yes No
Avenue - EB
from Ruffin
Road to I-15
SB Ramps
Source: KOA, 2011,
County Operations Center Development Plan 2.1-19 October 2011

Addendum to the Previously Certified Final EIR



2.1 - Transportation/Circulation

This page intentionally left blank.

County Operations Center Development Pian 2.1-20 October 2011
Addendum fo the Previously Cerfifiad Final EIR

3-41



Chapter 2 - Significant Environmental Effects 2.2 - Air Quadlity

2.2 Air Quality

The following compares the findings of the Update to the Air Quadiity Study - San Diego County Operations
Center Development Plan - Chesapeake Property Expansion (Rincon Consultants, Inc., September 201 1)
with the analysis, impacts and mitigation contained within the previously certified Final EIR for the COC
Development Plan and associated technical study, Air Quality Conformity Assessment, County Operations
Center (Investigative Science and Engineering, Inc., August 7, 2007). The updated air quality study is
provided as Appendix A on the attached CD of Technical Appendices found on the back cover of this
Addendum.

2.2.] Summary of Previous Analysis

The previously cerfified Final EIR included analysis of the COC Development Plan with respect to subject
pollutants, which are monitored by the EPA, including Carbon Monoxide (CO), Sulfur Dioxide (SO2),
Nitrogen Dioxide (NQO2), Ozone (Os), respirable 10 and 2.5-micron particulate matter (PMio and PMzs),
sulfates, lead, Hydrogen Sulfide (HzS), Reactive Organic Gases (ROG). Volatile Organic Compounds
(VOC:s), and visibility reducing particles.

The San Diego Air Poliution Control District (SDAPCD) has established screening level thresholds (screening
criteria) for evaluating air quality emissions (Rules 20.1 et seq.). Table 2.2-1 summarizes these thresholds. In
the absence of adopted thresholds of significance, the County of San Diego accepts the use of these
screening criteria as Thresholds of Significance for purposes of CEQA. These standards are compatible with
those utilized elsewhere in the State {such as South Coast Air Quality Management District standards, etc.).

The analysis criteria for air quality impacts are based upon the approach recommended by the South
Coast Air Quality Management District's (SCAQMD) CEQA Handbook. The handbook establishes
aggregate emission calculations for determining the potential significance of a proposed action.

The previously certified Final EIR included analysis of construction impacts related to: demolition/grading
activities; diesel-related toxic emissions; and, volatile organic compound emissions. In addition, the
previously certified Final EIR provided detailed operational impacts related to: vehicular emission levels; CO
“hotspots”; odors; and, fixed source emissions.

2.2.2 Comparison of Proposed Expansion to Previously Analyzed
Project

The purpose of this Addendum and the associated supplemental analysis is to detemmine whether the

proposed project would result in any new significant impacts beyond those previously analyzed in the Final

EIR for the original project that was certified in 2008.

The proposed project would involve three separate phases. The proposed project would result in
approximately 307,000 gsf of additional building space and approximately 72,700 gsf of additional
demolition compared to the original project.

County Operations Center Development Plan 2,241 October 2011
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Methodology

Similar to the original project previously analyzed in the certified Final EIR, the SDAPCD screening thresholds,
as summarized in Table 2.2-1 above, were used to evaluate air quality impacts.

A more updated emissions estimator model has become available for use to quantify air quality emissions
for development projects since the previous analysis was completed. As discussed in the updated Air
Quality Study (Rincon, 2011), the Califomia Emissions Estimator Model {CalEEMod) was used to estimate the
updated project's emissions and compares the results to the impact analysis contained in the previous air
quality study (ISE, 2007) to detemmine if there are any new impacts or whether impacts are greater than
previously analyzed.

The construction activities associated with development would generate diesel emissions and dust. Similar
to the previously approved project, the construction equipment associated with the proposed project that
would generate criteria air pollutants, include excavators, graders, dump trucks, and loaders. Some of this
equipment would be used during demolition and grading activities, as well as when structures are
constructed. Emission sources during construction also include export truck trips off-site to remove debris
and delivery truck trips during all phases of demolition and construction. It is assumed that all of the
construction equipment used would be diesel-powered.

Operational emissions would be comprised of mobile source emissions and energy emissions. Mobile
source emissions are generated by the increase in motor vehicle trips to and from the project site
associated with operation of project. Emissions attributed to energy use include electricity and natural gas
consumption for space and water heating. To determine whether a regional air quality impact would
occur, the increase in emissions (proposed emissions minus the existing emissions associated with those uses
proposed to be removed from the site) would be compared with the SDAPCD’'s recommended regional
thresholds for operational emissions.

Construction Impacts

As stated in the previously certified Final EIR, during the demolition phases (Phases 1 and 3) of the original
project, a total of 314,500 gsf of County buildings would be demolished. Construction grading activities
would be dominated by demolition operations. Based upon the calculated construction pollutant
emissions, no criteria pollutant exceedances were indicated for this project component. As identified in
the previously cerlified Final EIR, emissions generated during project construction phases (demolition,
grading. and construction) would not exceed the SDAPCD construction emissions thresholds. The impact
associated with construction pollutant emissions is considered less than significant.

Similar to the previously certified Final EIR, for the purposes of this analysis, it was assumed that total grading
would be approximately 30,000 cubic yards (approximately 10,000 cubic yards per phase). It was assumed
that approximately 365,200 gsf of building materials would be demolished/removed onsite (this is an
increase of approximately 72.700 gsf compared to the project analyzed in the previously certified Final EIR).
As discussed in the update to the Air Quality Study, it was assumed that dll three phases would be
developed by the year 2015 (i.e., over a span of approximately five years). Construction equipment would
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include tractors, loaders, backhoes, dozers, and saws. Table 2.2-2 identifies the estimated daily emissions
during construction (e.g.. demolition, site preparation, grading., building construction, paving, and
architectural coating).

Similar to the previous analysis related to demolition and grading, emissions during the demoilition, site
preparation and grading phases would not exceed SDAPCD thresholds. Also, because the same amount
of construction equipment would be utilized onsite, emissions related to criteria pollutants would be less
than significant, as was found in the previously certified Final EIR.

As identified in Table 2.2-2, emissions associated with VOCs, primarily related to architectural coatings.
would be approximately 122.71 pounds per day. This level is above the SDAPCD threshold of 55 pounds per
day and is considered a significant impact. The previously certified Final EIR also determined that impacts
from VOCs associated with architectural coating would exceed thresholds and therefore would be
significant. Consistent with the previously certified Final EIR, Mitigation Measure AQ1, requiring the use of
zero emission VOC paint would be applied to the proposed project to reduce impacts related to VOCs
from the application of architectural coatings during construction. As found in the previously certified Final
EIR, with implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ1, the emission of VOCs would be eliminated during the
application of architectural coatings, and therefore, impacts would be reduced to less than significant.

Impact Emissions associated with VOCs, primarly related to architectural coatings, would be
AQl1  approximately 122.71 pounds per day. This level would exceed the SDAPCD threshold of 55
pounds per day and is considered a significant impact.

Operational Impacts (Long-Term)

A. Vehicular Emissions

In addition to quantifying emissions associated with new development onsite, vehicle frips and energy use
associated with existing conditions (the existing buildings onsite that would be removed as part of the
proposed project] were also calculated, and the associated emissions were quantified in order to
demonstrate the net change of emissions that would occur as a result of the proposed project.

Based on the previously certified Final EIR, the combined pollutant emission levels from Phases 1, 2, and 3 of
the originally approved project exceeded the thresholds established by the SDAPCD by 451.9 pounds/day
for CO, and 59.6 pounds/day for NOx. Therefore, impacts related to vehicle emissions were determined to
be significant and unavoidable in the previously certified Final EIR.

However, using the updated traffic study (KOA, 2011) and CalEEMod to estimate emissions, under the
proposed project, emissions related to NOx and CO would be below SDAPCD thresholds. Table 2.2-3
provides the estimated daily emissions associated with vehicle trips and energy use for the proposed
project and for those existing uses that would be removed as part of the proposed project. The reduction in
emissions compared to the previously certified Final EIR is likely due to different modeling techniques, which
are standard professional methods for analysis of air emission and potential air quality impacts. Because
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emissions associated with the proposed project would not exceed SDAPCD thresholds, operational
impacts, including emissions related to vehicles, would be less than significant.

In finding that impacts related to vehicle emissions for NOx and CO would be significant, the previously
certified Final EIR includes mitigation to assist in reducing emissions to the extent feasible. Based on the
above analysis, mitigation is not necessary since significant impacts have not been identified. However,
Mitigation Measures AQ2 through AQ14 as detailed in the previously certified Final EIR have been included
as design considerations to be implemented as part of the proposed project, which would further reduce
air pollutant emissions (See Chapter 6 of this Addendum). These measures are intended to reduce vehicle
trips and conserve energy. and include the installation of bike storage faciliies, provision of onsite eating,
refrigeration and food vending facilities to reduce lunchtime trips; shade tree planting in parking lots to
reduce evaporative emissions from parked vehicles: and energy efficient interior lighting.

B. CO “Hotspots”

The overall CO emissions related to vehicles traveling to and from the site would be less than previously
analyzed in the cerlified Final EIR, which is 233 pounds per day predicted by CalEEMod compared to
1,001.9 pounds per day in the Final EIR. Similar to the finding in previously certified Final EIR, impacts related
to CO “Hotspots” would continue to be less than significant.

C. Odor

The proposed project would not result in an new uses that are associated with the creation or emission of
objectionable odors. Therefore, similar to the previously certified Final EIR, there would be no significant
impacts from odors.

D. Fixed Source Emissions

As determined in the previously certified Final EIR, emissions related to fixed sources would not exceed
SDAPCD thresholds. Energy use from both electricity and natural gas associated with the proposed project
would result in a net increase in emissions compared to existing conditions. However, as shown in Table 2.2-
3. energy use would not result in an increase in emissions that would exceed SDAPCD thresholds (even
when analyzed in combination with vehicle emissions). Therefore, similar to the finding in the previously
certified Final EIR, impacts related to fixed source emissions would be less than significant.

Air Quality Management Plan

The major difference between the project analyzed in the certified Final EIR and the proposed project is
additional space for a parking structure and a new 120,000 gsf Registrar of Voters building. However, these
uses are similar to existing conditions and to the types of uses analyzed in the previously certified Final EIR,
Therefore, the proposed project would not substantially alter the overall land uses at the site. Similar to the
finding in the previously certified Final EIR, the proposed uses of the project are consistent with the current
land use designation for the site and. thus, the project is considered consistent (i.e., conforming to the same
principles or course of action) with the proposed SANDAG growth projections for this area. Therefore, the
proposed project satisfies the Consistency Criterion of the San Diego Regional Air Qudlity Strategy (RAQS)
and would be consistent with State Implementation Plan (SIP) for the criteria pollutants under examination
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within this repert. Therefore, consistent with the previously certified Final EIR, the proposed project would
result in a less than significant impact.

223 Mitigation Measures

A. Construction Impacts
MM AQ1  Zero emission VOC paints shall be utilized for all architectural coatings within the proposed
COC Development Plan project development.

B. Operatlonal Impacts (Long-Term)
None ldentified.

2.2.4 Conclusion

Implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ1 would reduce the short-term construction related air quality
impact (impact AQ1) to a level less than significant because it would require the use of zero emission VOC
paint for all architectural coatings, which results avoid the release of VOC emissions.

Operational emissions, including emissions related to vehicles, would not exceed SDAPCD thresholds; thus,
no mitigation is necessary because significant impacts have not been identified. However, measures have
been included as part of the project design, which are consistent with Mitigation Measures AQ2 through
AQI14 included in the previously certified Final EIR, which would further reduce operational air pollutant
emissions.
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TABLE 2.2-1
Thresholds of Significance for Air Quality Impacts
Pollutant : .| Thresholds Significance Clean Alr Act
' (Pounds Per Day)®! Less than Significant Levels

' _(Tons Per Year)
Carbon Monoxide (CO) 550 100
Oxides of Sulfur {SOy) 250 100
Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) 5507752 50
Reactive Organic Gasses (ROGs)
Oxides of Nitrogen (NOx) 250 50
Particulate Matter (PMio) 100 100
Notes 1. Threshold for VOCs based on the threshold of significance for reactive organic gases from Chapter 6 of the CEQA Air Quality

Handbock of the South Coast Air Quality Management District,
2. Threshold for VOC's in the eastemn portion of the County based on the threshold of significance for reactive organic gases
from Chapter 6 of the CEQA Air Quality Handbook of the Southeast Desert Air Basin.
3. Thresholds are applicable for either construction or operational phases of a project action.
Source: SDAPCD Rule 1501, 20.2(d)(2). 1995: EPA 40CFR93, 1993.

TABLE 2.2-2
Estimated Unmitigated Construction Maximum Daily Air Pollutant
Emissions (lbs/day)

Construction Activity Emissions (ibs/day)

ROG/VOC NOx co PM1o PMas
Demolition 11.87 102.86 58.33 45.03 5.05
Site Preparation 11.13 89.89 51.83 7.67 6.18
Grading 16.22 145.36 76.14 95.36 7.38
Building Construction 16.42 107.26 11236 16.38 5.65
Paving 6.1 32.19 21,59 294 275
Architectural Coating 122.71 3.59 9.62 2 36
Maximum Ibs/day 1227 145.34 112.36 95.36 7.38
SDAPCD Thresholds 55 250 550 100 55
Threshold Exceeded? Yes No No No No

Source: Rincon Consuitants. Inc., 2011.
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TABLE 2.2-3
Proposed Project Operational Emission
Estimated Emissions (Ibs/day)
Emissions Source
ROG/VOCs NO, Cco SO, PM1o PM2s
Proposed Vehicles 50.38 36.08 353.89 0.93 116,22 4.41
Project
Energy Use 0.66 6.04 508 0.04 0.46 0.46
Proposed Project
51.04 42.12 358.97 0.97 114.48 4.87
Maximum [bs/day
Existing Bullding | Vehicles (16.67) (13.74) (1.84) (0.41) {53.12) {1.9)
to be Removed
Energy Use (0.24) {2.19) (125} (0.01) (0.17) (0.17)
Existing Buildings
(16.91) (15.93) (124.84) (0.42) (53.29) (2.07)
Maximum Ibs/day
Net New Emissions 34.13 28.19 232.13 0.55 43.39 28
SDCACPD Thresholds 75 250 550 250 100 55
Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No
Source: Rincon Consultants, Inc., 2011,
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2.3 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

As noted in Chapter 2.1, since the previous EIR was certified, the State CEQA Guidelines were amended
{March, 2010) to require that the potential environmental effects of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions be
addressed in CEQA documents. While no new environmental effects associated with greenhouse gas
emissions or compliance with applicable plans, policies or regulations have been identified, a detailed
analysis and summary of the lack of environmental effects associated with GHG emissions related to the
proposed project has been included below.

The GHG emissions analysis provided in this section is summarized from the County of San Diego County
Operations Center Development Greenhouse Gas Study prepared by Rincon Consultants, Inc. {Rincon,
2011b). This document is provided as Appendix B on the attached CD of Technical Appendices found on
the back cover of this Addendum.

2.3.1 Existing Conditions

A. Overview of Global Climate Change

Climate change is the observed increase in the average temperature of the Earth's atmosphere and oceans
along with other substantial changes in climate (such as wind pattems, precipitation, and storms) over an
extended period of time. The term “climate change” is often used interchangeably with the term “global
warming,” but “climate change” is more appropriate because it helps convey that there are other changes in
addition to rising temperatures.

The baseline against which these changes are measured originates in historical records identifying temperature
changes that have cccumred in the past, such as during previous ice ages. The global climate is continuously
changing, as evidenced by repeated episodes of substantial warming and cooling documented in the
geologic record. The rate of change has typically been incremental, with warming or cooling trends occurring
over the course of thousands of years. The past 10,000 years have been marked by a period of incremental
waming, as glaciers have steadily retreated throughout the word. However, scientists have observed
acceleration in the rate of warming during the past 150 years. Per the United Nations Intergovemmental Panel
on Climate Change (IPCC., 2007). the understanding of anthropogenic warming and cooling influences on
climate has led to a high confidence (90% or greater chance) that the global average net effect of
human activities since 1750 has been one of warming. The prevailing scientific opinion on climate change is
that most of the observed increase in global average temperatures, since the mid-20th century, is likely due
to the observed increase in anthropogenic Greenhouse Gas (GHG) concentrations (Rincon, 2011b).

B. Greenhouse Gases

Gases that absorb and re-emit infrared radiation in the atmosphere are called greenhouse gases (GHGs).
GHGs are present in the atmosphere naturally, and are released by natural sources or are formed from
secondary reactions taking place in the atmosphere. The gases that are widely seen as the principal
contributors to human-induced climate change include carbon dioxide {CO2), methane (CHa), nitrous oxides
(N20), fluorinated gases such as hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs) and perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and suliur
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hexafluoride (SFs). Water vapor is excluded from the list of GHGs because it is shortHived in the atmosphere
and its atmospheric concentrations are largely determined by natural processes, such as oceanic
evaporation.

GHGs are emitted by both natural processes and human activities. Of these gases, COz2 and CHa are emitted
in the greatest quantities from human activities. Emissions of COz are largely by-products of fossil fuel
combustion, whereas CHs results from off-gassing associated with agricultural practices and landfils. Man-
made GHGs, many of which have greater heat-absorption potential than COz, include fluorinated gases and
SFs (Rincon, 2011b). Different types of GHGs have varying global warming potential (GWP). The GWP of a
GHG is the potential of a gas or aerosol to trap heat in the atmosphere over a specified timescale {(generally,
100 years). Because GHGs absorb different amounts of heat, a common reference gas (CO») is used to relate
the amount of heat absorbed o the amount of the gas emissions, referred to as “carbon dioxide equivalent”
{CO2E), and is the amount of a GHG emitted muttiplied by its GWP. COz has a GWP of one. By confrast, CHa
has a GWP of 21, meaning its global wamming effect is 21 times greater than COz on a molecule per molecule
basis (Rincon, 201 1b).

The accumulation of GHGs in the atmosphere regulates the earth's temperature. Without the natural heat
trapping effect of GHGs, Earth’s surface would be about 34° C cooler (Rincon, 201 1b). However, it is believed
that emissions from human activities, parficularly the consumption of fossil fuels for electicity production and
fransportation, have elevated the concenfration of these gases in the atmosphere beyond the level of
naturally cccuning concentrations. The following discusses the primary GHGs of concem.

Carbon Dloxide. The global carbon cycle is made up of large carbon flows and reservoirs, Billions of tons of
carbon in the form of CO:z are absorbed by oceans and living biomass {i.e., sinks} and are emitted to the
atmosphere annudally through natural processes (i.e.. sources). When in equilibrium, carbon fluxes among these
various reservoirs are roughly balanced (Rincon, 2011b). CO2 was the first GHG demonsirated to be increasing
in atmospheric concentration, with the first conclusive measurements being made in the last haif of the 200
Century. Concentrafions of COz in the aimosphere have risen approximately 40% since the industrial
revolution. The global atmospheric concentration of CO2 has increased from a pre-industrial value of about
280 parts per milion (ppm) to 391 ppm in 2011 (Rincon, 2011b). The average annual CO2 concentration
growth rate was larger during the last 10 years (1995-2005 average: 1.9 ppm per year) than it has been since
the beginning of continuous direct atmospheric measurements (1960-2005 average: 1.4 ppm per year),
although there is year-to-year variability in growth rates (Rincon, 2011b). Cumently, CO2 represents an
estimated 82.7% of total GHG emissions (Rincon, 2011b). The largest source of CO2 and of overall GHG
emissions, is fossil fuel combustion.

Methane. CHais an effective abscrber of radiation, though its atmospheric conceniration is less than that of
CO2 and its lifetime in the atmosphere is limited to 10 to 12 years. it has a GWP approximately 21 times that of
CO2. Over the last 250 years, the concentration of CHs in the atmosphere has increased by 148% (Rincon,
2011b), although emissions have declined from 1990 levels. Anthropogenic sources of CHs include enteric
fermentation associated with domestic livestock, landfills, natural gas and petroleum systems, agricultural
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activiies, coal mining, wastewater treatment, stationary and mobile combustion, and certain industrial
processes {Rincon, 2011b).

Nitrous Oxilde. Concentrations of N20O began to rise at the beginning of the industrial revolution and continue
to increase at a relatively uniform growth rate (Rincon, 2011b). N2O is produced by microbial processes in soil
and water, including those reactions that occur in fertilizers that contain nitrogen, fossil fuel combustion, and
other chemical processes. Use of these fertilizers has increased over the last century. Agricultural soil
management and mobile source fossil fuel combustion are the major sources of N2O emissions. N20's GWP is
approximately 310 times that of COa.

Fluorinated Gases (HFCs, PFCs, and $F;). Rucrinated gases, such as HFCs, PFCs, and SFs, are powerful GHGs
that are emitted from a variety of industriial processes. Fluorinated gases are used as substitutes for ozone-
depleting substances such as chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs), hydrochlorofluorocarbons (HCFCs), and halons,
which have been regulated since the mid-1980s because of their ozone-destroying potential and are phased
out under the Monireal Protocol (1987) and Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990. Electrical transmission and
distribution systems account for most SFs emissions, while PFC emissions result from semiconductor
manufacturing and as a by-product of primary aluminum production. Ruorinated gases are typically emitted
in smaller quantities than CO2, CH4, and N2O, but these compounds have much higher GWPs. SFs is the most
potent GHG that the IPCC has evaluated (Rincon, 2011b).

State Greenhouse Gas Inventory

Worldwide anthropogenic emissions of GHGs were approximately 40,000 million metric tons (MMT) COzE in
2004, including ongoing emissions from industrial and agricultural sources, but excluding emissions from land use
changes (i.e.. deforestation, biomass decay) (Rincon. 2011b). CO2 emissions from fossil fuel use accounts for
56.6% of the total emissions of 49,000 million metric tons COE (includes land use changes} and all CO:
emissions are 76.7% of the total. Methane emissions account for 14.3% of GHG and N:O emissions account for
7.9% (Rincon, 2011b).

Total U.S. GHG emissions were 6,633.2 million metric tons COzE in 2009 {Rincen, 201 1b). While total U.S. emissions
have increased by 7.3% from 1990 to 2009, emissions decreased from 2008 to 2009 by 427.9 milion metric tons
CO:E, or 6.1% (Rincon, 2011b). This decrease was primarily due to (1) a decrease in economic output resulting
in a decrease in energy consumption across all sectors; and (2} a decrease in the carbon intensity of fuels used
to generate electricity due to fuel switching as the price of coal increased, and the price of natural gas
decreased substantially, Since 1990, U.S. emissions have increased at an average annual rate of 0.4%. The
fransportation and industrial end-use sectors accounted for 33% and 26%, respectively, of CO2 emissions from
fossil fuel combustion in 2009. Meanwhile, the residential and commercial end-use sectors accounted for 22%
and 19%, respectively, of CO2 emissions from fossil fuel combustion in 2009 (Rincon, 2011b).

Based upon the California Air Resources Board (ARB) California Greenhouse Gas Inventory for 2000-2008,
Califomia produced 478 MMT CO:E in 2008. The maijor source of GHGs in Califomia is transportation,
contibuting 36% of the state's total GHG emissions. Electricity generation is the second largest source,
contributing 24% of the state’'s GHG emissions (Rincon, 2011b). Cadlifomia emissions are due in part to its large
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size and large population compared fo other states. Another factor that reduces Califomia’s per capita fuel
use and GHG emissicns, as compared to other states, is its relatively mild climate. ARB has projected statewide
unregulated GHG emissions for the year 2020, which represent the emissions that would be expected 1o occur
in the absence of any GHG reduction actions, will be 596 MMT CO:E (Rincon, 2011b).

C. Effects of Climate Change

Globally, climate change has the potential to affect numerous environmental resources through potential
impacts related to future air temperatures and precipitation pattemns. Scientific modeling predicts that
confinued GHG emissions at or above current rates would induce more extreme climate changes during
the 21t century than were observed during the 20" century. Scientists have projected that the average
global surface temperature could rise byl.0-4.5°F (0.6-2.5°C) in the next 50 years, and the increase may be
as high as 2.2-10°F {1.4-5.8°C) in the next century. In addition to these projections, there are identifiable
signs that global waming is cumently taking place, including substantial ice loss in the Arctic (Rincon,
2011b).

According to CalEPA's 2009 Climate Action Team Biennial Report, potential impacts of climate change in
Califomia may include loss in snow pack, sea level rise, more extreme heat days per year, more high ozone
days, more large forest fires, and more drought years. The Greenhouse Gas Study prepared by Rincon
Consultants, Inc., (Rincon, 2011b) for the proposed project (Appendix B of this Addendum), provides a
detailed summary of some of the potential effects that could be experienced in California as a result of
climate change (e.g.. sea level rise, air quality, water supply, hydrology, agriculture, ecosystems and
wildiife).

D equlatory Settin

International and Federal Requlations. The United States is, and has been, a participant in the United
Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) since it was produced by the United
Nations in 1992. The objective of the ireaty is “stabilization of GHG concentrations in the atmosphere at a
level that would prevent dangerous anthropogenic interference with the climate system.” This is generally
understood to be achieved by stabilizing global GHG concentrations between 350 and 400 ppm, in order
to limit the global average temperature increases between 2 and 2.4°C above pre-industrial levels (Rincon,
2011b). The UNFCC itself does not set limits on GHG emissions for individual countries or enforcement
mechanisms. Instead, the treaty provides for updates, called “protocols,” that would identify mandatory
emissions limits.

Five years later, the UNFCC brought nations together again to draft the Kyoto Protocol (1997). The Kyoto
Protocol established commitments for industrialized nations to reduce their collective emissions of six GHGs
{COz2, CHa, N2O, SFs, HFCs, and PFCs) to 5.2% below 1990 levels, by 2012. The United States is a signatory of
the Kyofto Protocol, but Congress has not ratified it and the United States has not bound itself to the
Protocol’'s commitments.
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The United States is currently using a voluntary and incentive-based approach toward emissions reductions
in lieu of the Kyoto Protocol's mandatory framework. The Climate Change Technology Program (CCTP) is a
multi-agency research and development coordination effort (led by the Secretaries of Energy and
Commerce) that is charged with carrying out the President's National Climate Change Technology
Initiative.

However, the voluntary approach to address climate change and GHG emissions may be changing. The
U.S. Supreme Court in Massachusetts et al. v. Environmental Protection Agency et al. ([2007] 549 U.S. 05-
1120) held that the U.S. EPA has the authority to regulate motor-vehicle GHG emissions under the federal
Clean Air Act.

California Requlations. California State Assembly Bill {AB) 1493 (2002), referred to as “Paviey,” requires ARB
to develop and adopt regulations to achieve “the maximum feasible and cost-effective reduction of GHG
emissions from motor vehicles.” On June 30, 2009, EPA granted the waiver of Clean Air Act preemption to
California for its GHG emission standards for motor vehicles beginning with the 2009 model year, Paviey |
took effect for model years starting in 2009 to 2014, and Pavley ll, which is now refemed to as “LEV (Low
Emission Vehicle) il GHG," will cover 2017 to 2025. Fleet average emission standards would reach 22 per
cent reduction by 2012, and 30 per cent by 2016.

In 2005, Govemnor Schwarzenegger issued Executive Order $-3-05, establishing statewide GHG emissions
reduction targets. Executive Order (EO) $-3-05 provides that by 2010, emissions shall be reduced to 2000 levels;
by 2020, emissions shall be reduced to 1990 levels; and by 2050, emissions shall be reduced to 80% of 1990
levels (Rincon, 2011b). In response to EO $-3-05, CalEPA created the Climate Action Team (CAT), which in
March 2006 published the Climate Action Team Report (the “2006 CAT Report”) (Rincon, 2011b). The 2006
CAT Report identified a recommended list of sirategies that the state could pursue to reduce GHG
emissions. These are strategies that could be implemented by various state agencies to ensure that the
emission reduction targets in EO $-3-05 are met and can be met with existing authority of the state
agencies. The strategies include the reduction of passenger and light duty truck emissions, the reduction of
idling fimes for diesel trucks, an overhaul of shipping technology/infrastructure, increased use of alternative
fuels, increased recycling, and landfill methane capture, etc.

Califomia’s major initiative for reducing GHG emissions is outlined in Assembly Bill 32 {AB 32). the “Califoria
Global Waming Solutions Act of 2006," signed into law in 2006. AB 32 codifies the Statewide goal of reducing
GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020 (essentially a 15% reduction below 2005 emission levels; the same
requirement as under $-3-05), and requires ARB to prepare a Scoping Plan that outlines the main State
strategies for reducing GHGs to meet the 2020 deadline. In addition, AB 32 requires ARB to adopt
regulations to require reporting and verification of statewide GHG emissions.

After completing a comprehensive review and update process, the ARB approved a 1990 statewide GHG
level and 2020 limit of 427 MMT COzE. The Scoping Plan was approved by ARB on December 11, 2008, and
includes measures to address GHG emission reduction strategies related to energy efficiency, water use,
and recycling and solid waste, among other measures. The Scoping Plan includes a range of GHG
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reduction actions that may include direct regulations, alternative compliance mechanisms, monetary and
non-monetary incentives, voluntary actions, and market-based mechanisms.

Executive Order S-01-07 was enacted on January 18, 2007, and mandated the establishment of a Low Carbon
Fuel Standard (“LCFS") for transportation fuels for Califomia to reduce the carbon intensity of Califomia's
transportation fuels by at least 10% by 2020.

Senate Bill (SB) 97, signed in August 2007, acknowledged that climate change is an environmental issue that
requires analysis in CEQA documents; and in March 2010, the Califomia Resources Agency (Resources
Agency) adopted amendments to the State CEQA Guidelines for the feasible mitigation of GHG emissions
or the effects of GHG emissions. The adopted guidelines give lead agencies the discretion to set
quantitative or qualitative thresholds for the assessment and mitigation of GHGs and climate change
impacts.

Senate Bill (SB) 375, signed in August 2008, enhances the State's ability to reach AB 32 goals by directing ARB
to develop regional GHG emission reduction targets to be achieved from vehicles for 2020 and 2035. SB
375 directs each of the state’s 18 major Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO)} to prepare a
“sustainable communities strategy” (SCS) that contains a growth strategy to meet these emission targets for
inclusion in the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). On September 23, 2010, ARB adopted final regional
targets for reducing GHG emissions from 2005 levels by 2020 and 2035. San Diego Association of
Govemments’' (SANDAG) targets include a 7% reduction from 2005 levels by 2020, and a 13% reduction
from 2005 levels by 2035.

Most recently, in April 2011, Govemor Brown signed SB 2X, requiring Califomia to generate 33% of its
electricity from renewable energy by 2020.

Local Requlations and CEQA Requirements. Pursuant to the requirements of SB 97, the Resources Agency
has adopted amendments to the State CEQA Guidelines for the feasible mitigation of GHG emissions or the
effects of GHG emissions. They give lead agencies the discretion to set quantitative or qualitative thresholds
for the assessment and mitigation of GHGs and climate change impacts. To date, the Bay Area Air Quality
Management District (BAAQMD), the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD), and the San
Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SIVAPCD) have adopted quantitative significance thresholds
for GHGs. In August 2010, the City of San Diego released the Memorandum Addressing Greenhouse Gas
Emissions from Projects Subject to CEQA, which provides guidance for selecting GHG emissions thresholds
based on the CAPCOA CEQA and Climate Change white paper (January 2008) and AB 32.

The County of San Diego has adopted the Strategic Energy Plan and implementing Board of Supervisor's
policies. to provide regulations and guidance for energy usage and green building standards within the
County, and for County facilities. Cumently, the County is in the process of preparing a Climate Action Plan
(CAP) to address the generation of GHG emissions as it pertains to land use planning and development, as
part of the Implementation Plan for the recently updated General Plan.
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2.3.2 Analysis of Project Effects and Determination of
Significance

County of San Diego Guidelines for Determingtion of Significance
In accordance with CEQA Appendix G, significant Greenhouse Gas Emissions impacts would result from the
proposed project if any of the following would occur:

* Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment: or,

» Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases.

The vast maijority of individual projects do not generate sufficient GHG emissions to create a project-
specific impact through a direct influence to climate change; therefore, the issue of climate change
typically involves an analysis of whether a project’s contribution towards an impact is cumulatively
considerable. " Cumulatively considerable™ means that the incremental effects of an individual project are
significant when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, other cument projects, and
probable future projects {State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064({h)(1}).

Estimate of GHG Emissions

A, Construction Emissions

Total grading is assumed to be approximately 30,000 cubic yards (approximately 10,000 cubic yards per
phase). Construction activity is conservatively assumed to occur over a period of 5 years. As identified in
Table 2.3-1, construction activity for the project would generate an estimated 7,455 metric tons of CDE
during the entire construction period, and amortized over a 30-year period, construction of the proposed
project would generate an estimated 249 metric tons of CDE per year.

B. Operational Indirect and Stationary Direct Emissions

Energy Use

For the business-as-usual scenario, operation of on site development would consume both electricity and
natural gas. The generation of electricity through combustion of fossil fuels typically yields CO2, and to a
smaller extent, N2O and CHs. As discussed in the Greenhouse Gas Study (Appendix B of this Addendum).
annual electricity and natural gas emissions can be calculated using default values from the CEC
sponsored CEUS and RASS studies, which are built into a CalEEMod model. As shown in Table 2.3-2,
electricity consumption associated with the project would generate approximately 5,189 metric tons CDE
per year, and natural gas use would generate approximately 1,208 metric tons CDE per year, for a total of
6,397 metric tons CDE per year of GHG emissions. However, with the removal of the existing buildings as
part of the proposed project, which cumrently generates approximately 1,876 meiric tons CDE per year from
electricity consumpfion and 439 metric tons CDE per year associated with natural gas usage, the project
would generate a net total of 4,750 metric tons CDE per year.
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Solid Waste

It is anticipated that the proposed project would generate approximately 619 tons of solid waste per year
at project buildout (Rincon, 2011b). Existing buildings to be removed as part of the proposed project
currently generate approximately 312 tons of solid waste per year, Therefore, the net increase in solid waste
generation would be approximately 140 net new metric tons of CDE per year.

Water-Use

The anticipated water use for the project is approximately 232.4 million gallons of water per year. Cument
buildings that would be removed as part of the proposed project use an estimated 217.1 million gatlons of
water per year. Based on the amount of electricity generated in order to supply this amount of water, as
shown in Table 2.3-3, this aspect of the project would generate approximately 476 net new metric tons of
CDE per year.

Transporiation

Mobile source GHG emissions were estimated using total daily trips based on the project's traffic study
prepared by KOA (October 2011) and by the total vehicle miles traveled (VMT) estimated in CalEEMod. The
potential development of the proposed project would generate approximately 24 million annual VMT. With the
removal of the existing buildings on site, which generate approximately 11.2 million annual VMT, the net annual
mobile emissions associated with the proposed project would be 4,446 metric tons CDE. Table 2.3-4 identifies
the estimated mobile emissions of GHGs for the proposed project. as well as the GHG emissions from
mobile sources associated with the existing buildings onsite, and the net metric tons of CDE for the project
at buildout.

C. Combined Constructlon, Stationary and Moblle Source Emissions

Table 2.3-5 combines the net new construction, operational (energy use, solid waste, and water use
emissions), and mobile GHG emissions associated with the development of the proposed project (all
phases). Emissions associated with construction activity (approximately 7,455 metric tons CDE) are
amortized over 30 years (the anticipated life of the project). For the proposed project, the combined net
new annual emissions would total approximately 10,061 metric tons CDE per year. This emissions estimate
indicates that the majority of the project's GHG emissions are associated with energy use (47%).

Neither the SDAPCD nor the County of San Biego have adopted formal GHG emissions thresholds that apply to
land use projects, and no GHG emissions reduction plans have been adopted within the San Diego region.
Therefore, the proposed project is evaluated based on the SCAQMD's recommended project-based threshold
of 4.6 metric tons CDE per service population per year. The estimated number of new employees from the
proposed project is 4,598. The proposed project would generate approximately 2,01 CDE per person per year.
Although development facilitated by the proposed project would generate additional GHG emissions beyond
existing conditions, because the per person estimate of GHG emissions is well below the threshold of 4.6 metric
tons CDE per person per year, impacts from GHG emissions would be less than significant,
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D. Project Conformance with Existing Plans and Policles

The proposed project would also be generally consistent with applicable regulations or plans addressing GHG
reductions. The Climate Action Team (CAT) report prepared for the former Govemor of Califomia and the State
Legislature in March 2006 identified a recommended [ist of strategies that the State could pursue to reduce
climate change and GHG emissions. The GHG Study included as Appendix B to this Addendum, provides a
detailed analysis of the project's consistency with the GHG reduction strategies set forth by the 2006 CAT
Report, as well as the 2008 Attomey General's GHG Reduction Measures. Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with applicable GHG reduction plans, policies, and regulations.

2.3.3 Cumulative Impact Analysis

As stated above, GHG emissions thresholds are rarely exceeded by a single project, resulting in a direct
project impact. While the proposed project would result in a net increase of approximately 10,061 metric
tons CDE per year, based on the analysis provided above and the project's conformance with the
SCAQMD's threshold of 4.6 metric tons CDE per person (service population) per year, the proposed project
will ensure that the GHG emission contribution at buildout is not cumulatively considerable, and therefore,
less than significant.

234 Conclusions

The proposed project would result in a net increase of approximately 10,061 metric tons CDE per year, or
approximately 2.01 metric tons CDE per person per year. However, an increase of 2.01 metric tons CDE per
person per year would not exceed the SCAQMD's recommended project-level threshold of 4.6 metric tons
CDE per person per year. In addition, the project would be consistent with the CAT strategies and measures
suggested in the Attorney General's GHG Reduction Report as discussed above, and therefore, would be
consistent with applicable GHG reduction plans, policies, and reguiations.
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TABLE 2.3-1
Estimated Construction Emissions of Greenhouse Gases
Annual Emissions
Emissions Souwrce Emisslons Carbon Dioxide
{Metric Tons) Equivalent (CDE)

Carbon Dioxide (CO2) 7.444.61 7.444.61 metric tons
Methane (CHd) 0.49 10.29 metric tons
Nitrous Oxide (N2O) 00 0.0 metric tons
Total construction emissions 7,455 melric tons
Amorlized over 30 Years (entire project) 249 metric tons per year

Source: Rincon Consultants, Inc., 2011,

TABLE 2.3-2

Estimated Annual Energy-Related Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Emisslons Source

Annval Emissions

(CDE)

Electricity Use

5,189 metric tons

Proposed Project Natural Gas 1,208 metric tons
Total 6,397 metric tons
Electricity Use (1.876) metric tons
Existing Buildings to .
Be Removed Natural Gas (439) metric tons
Total (1,647) metrlc tons
Net New Emissions 4,750 metric tons

Source: Rincon Consulting, inc.. 2011.
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TABLE 2.3-3
Estimated Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Water Usage

Emission Source Annual Emissions
(CDE)

Proposed Project Water Usage 1,833 metric tons

Existing Water Usage from

1,357 tric t
Buildings to be Removed (1.357) metric fons

Net New Emissions 476 metric tons

Source: Rincon Consultants, Inc., 2011.

TABLE 2.3-4
Estimated Annual Mobile Emissions of Greenhouse Gases
Emission Source Annual Emissions
(COaE)

Proposed Project

7.561. tric t
Mobile Emissions {CO2 & CHa) 561.08 metric fons

Proposed Project

. iR 439 metric tons
Mobile Emissions (N20)

Proposed Project Total 8,000 metric tons

Proposed Project

3.352.7) metric tons
Mobile Emissions {CO2 & CHa) ( )

Proposed Project

201} metric tons
Mobile Emissions (N20) (201)

Proposed Project Total (3,554) metric tons

Total 4,446 metric tons

Source: Rincon Consultants, Inc., 2011.
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3.0 Environmental Effects that Remain Not
Significant

Similar to the previously cerfified Final EIR, the following environmental issues are not expected to have a
significant impact as a result of the proposed project: Aesthefics, Agricultural Resources, Biological
Resources, Cultural Resources, Geology/Soils, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and Water
Quality, Land Use and Planning, Mineral Resources, Noise, Population and Housing, Public Services,
Recreation, and Utilities and Service Systems. A brief comparative summary of the proposed project
consistency with the previous andlysis is included below to demonstrate that there continue to be no
significant impacts related to these issue areas.

3.1 Aesthetics

As stated in the COC Development Plan EIR, the proposed project site is not located near, or visible from, a
scenic vista and/cr scenic highway. The proposed expansion would not alter the visual character or quality
of site or surrounding area, as it is cumently developed with various urban uses, including industrial, office,
commercial, and public facilities. Similar to the previously approved project, the proposed project wouid
remove existing, older buildings, and replace them with similar, but mere modern buildings, generally
improving the visual character or quality of the site.

Similar to the original COC Development Plan, the proposed lighting for the proposed project would be
controlled and parking lot lighting would utilize shielding to reduce ambient glare, and no highly reflective
materials are proposed for construction of the buildings. The proposed project will be required to conform
to the Light Pollution Code of the County of San Diego. and as such, consistent with the previously certified
EIR, no significant new source of substantial light or glare in the area will occur as a result of the COC
Expansion Project.

3.2 Agricultural and Forestry Resources

The project site is located in an urban and developed area and is currently developed with existing office
and light-industrial buildings. The site does not contain any designated agricultural or forestry resources.
Therefore, similar to the previously approved COC Development Plan Project, the proposed project would
not result in any impacts to agricultural or forestry resources.

3.3 Biological Resources

The project site is located in an urban and developed area and is currently developed with existing office
and light-industrial buildings. The site does not contain any biological resources, including, but not limited
to. natural or native habitats, sensitive floral or faunal species, wildlife corridors, or wetlands. Therefore,
similar to the previously approved COC Development Plan Project, the proposed project would not result in
any impacts to biological resources.
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3.4 Cultural and Paleontological Resources
3.4.1 Cultural Resources

As stated in the previously cerfified Final EIR, a records search was conducted using the California Historic
Resources Inventory System (CHRIS) that is provided to the County by the South Coastal Information Center
{SCIC]}. A total of 41 studies have been conducted within a one-mile radius of the project. Ten previously
recorded cultural resources were identified within a one-mile radius of the project site although none were
near the area of potential effect (APE).

The project site as defined in the criginal project was developed in the late 1940's to house the County's
Operation Center and is completely disturbed. The added area adjacent to Chesapeake Drive was
developed more recently and is completely disturbed. The development of the entire site precluded a
cultural resources survey and Sacred Lands check and likely resulted in the disturbance and/or grading of
five feet of soils for the building footprints and one to two feet of soil for the sumounding parking lot.
Therefore, consistent with the previously cerlified Final EIR, the potential for undisturbed buried
archaeological features or artifacts, human remains, or funerary objects within the proposed expansion
area is extremely low. Furthermore, the existing buildings that would be demolished as part of the proposed
expansion are not considered historically significant. As such, the proposed expansion would not result in
significant impacts to historical resources.

Similar to the previously approved COC Development Plan Project, the proposed expansion will comply
with Section 87.429 of the County's Grading. Clearing and Watercourses Ordinance that requires the
suspension of grading operations when human remains or Native American arlifacts are encountered. The
proposed project will also comply with Section 7050.5 of the Health & Safety Code that requires excavation
to be stopped in an area where human remains are found until a coroner can determine if they are Native
American, and requires the coroner to notify the Native American Heritage Commitiee (NAHC) if the
remains are Native American.

Therefore, similar to the previously approved COC Development Plan Project, the proposed project would
not result in a significant impact to cultural resources.

3.4.2 Paleontological Resources

A review of the La Jolla Quadrangle of the State Division of Mines and Geology's {currently known as the
California Geological Survey) Bulletin 200, Geology of the San Diego Metropolitan Area, Califomia (1975)
indicates that the project is underlain by the Linda Vista Formation. This formation potentially contains
unique paleontological resources, as documented by T.A. Deméré, and S.L. Walsh (1994). in the
unpublished report, Paleontological Resources of San Diego County.

Similar to the previously approved project, the proposed project will comply with the San Diego County
Grading, Clearing and Watercourses Ordinance, Section 87.430, Paleontological Resources. Since an
impact to paleontological resources typically does not occur until the resources are uncovered during
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project construction, specifically excavation of native soils, this phase of construction will be monitored by
a quaiified paleontological monitor, per the ordinance. Therefore, similar to the previously approved CCC
Development Plan Project, the proposed project would not result in any impacts to paleontological
resources.

3.5 Geology/Soils

As stated in the previously certified Final EIR, the project site is not located in a fault rupture hazard zone
identified by the Alquist-Priclo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act, Special Publicafion 42, Revised 1997, Fault-
Rupture Hazards Zones in Cdlifornia. However, the site is located within eight kilometers of the centertine of
a known active-fault zone (Rose Canyon Fault Zone) as defined within the Uniform Buildings Code's Maps
of Known Active Fault Near-Source Zones in Califomia. Proximity to an active-fault zone is not unique to the
project site, as it is common for much of the San Diego region. In addition, the project site is not located
within a geologic hazards area (i.e., an area subject to landslides, liquefaction, expansive soils, etc.). To
ensure the structural integrity of all buildings and structures, and consistent with the previously approved
project, the proposed project must conform to the Seismic Requirements — Chapter 16 Section 162 -
Earthquake Design as outlined within the California Building Code. Section 162 requires a soils compaction
report with proposed foundation recommendations to be approved by a County Structural Engineer
before the issuance of a building or grading permit. In addition, standard engineering measures such as
over-excavation, compaction, preparation of Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), and
implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs) are expected to adequately address any potential
issues associated with geology/soils. Therefore, similar to the previously approved COC Development Plan
Project, the proposed project would not result in a significant impact to geclogy/soils.

3.6 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

As stated in the previously certified Final EIR, the project is not located on a site listed in the State Hazardous
Waste and Substance sites list compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. In addition, based
on a database search on September 27, 2011, conducted by BRG Consulting. Inc, the proposed expansion
area is not located on a site listed in the State Hazardous Waste and Substance sites list compiled pursuant
to Government Code Section 65962.5. However, as with the cument uses within the project site, the
proposed project will continue to use and store small amounts of hazardous materials associated with
common office cleaners and solutions used for landscaping and maintenance. In addition, the handling
and storage of hazardous materials and vector controls, and light industrial and medical laboratories are
present on and around the COC site, which will continue with the implementation of the proposed project.
However, the use of hazardous substances will be in full compliance with federal, state, and local
regulations. In addition, the proposed project will be required to comply with the regulations of the County
of San Diego Department of Environmental Health {DEH) Hazardous Materials Division (HMD).

It is possible that the existing facilities on the proposed expansion area contain hazardous materials such as
asbestos and/or other hazardous substances (i.e., lead-based paint). If such materials are found, the
democilition process could potentially result in the release of these materials to the nearby environment. To
preclude such an effect, prior to demolition or disturbance, all buildings proposed to be demolished would
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be surveyed to test for asbestos-containing building materials and lead-based paint. Al activities
associated with asbestos would be conducted under the direct supervision of a cerlified asbestos
consultant, subject to the approval of the jurisdictional agency (i.e.. APCD, DEH). If such materials are
found, analysis, removal and disposal shall be performed in conformance with federal, state, and local
regulations. In addition, the proposed project will be required to obtain an Asbestos Notification of
Demolition and Renovation Pemit from the San Diego APCD,

Demolition of the existing COC will involve the removal of an existing County fleet gas station, a
garage/repair shop, and underground storage tanks (UST), along with the relocation of these facilities
within the ground floor of the proposed parking garage under Phase 2. These uses involve handling of
petroleum and other chemicals that, if released into the environment, could result in a potentially
significant impact. Removal of USTs will be completed under the oversight of the DEH to ensure that tanks
are safely removed, underlying soils are tested, and any required remediation takes place. To prevent the
potential for unknown hazards or contamination during site development activities, as part of the proposed
project design considerations {See Chapter é), a soil management plan will be prepared by a Registered
Engineer or Professional Geologist. The soil management plan would include guidance and procedures for
identifying contaminated soils, or segregating and sampling soil generated during demolition and
construction activities, public access, and soil disposal requirements for soil transported offsite. The plan wil
specify that if contamination is encountered during grading, work would stop and remediation would be
carried out under the oversight of DEH. The implementation of the soil management plan during grading
and construction will ensure that unknown contamination is not released into the environment and that
DEH oversight of UST removals will ensure any contaminated soils are removed.

Based on a review of the Montgomery Field Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP), the proposed
expansion areq is located within Review Area 2 of the aiport influence area (AlA). The AlA is the area in
which requires land use and development be designed and reviewed for consistency with existing and
projected airport operations, including limitations on building height, construction materials, and use
designations. Limits on the height of structures are the only restrictions delineated in the ALUCP for Review
Area 2. In addition, the Marine Corps Air Station {(MCAS) Miramar is located less than three miles northwest
of the project site and the project is also located within the AIA for MCAS Miramar. The ALUCP for MCAS
Miramar, adopted October 2, 2008, identifies Accident Potential Zones (APZ) and associated land use
compatibility guidelines based on a project's location within an APZ. The proposed project is not located
within an APZ as identified in the MCAS Miramar ALUCP and therefore does not conflict with the plan.
Furthermore, the project will comply with the Califomia Land Use Planning Handbook's Safety Compatibility
Criteria for Safety Compatibility Zones and all Airport Land Use Compatibility Policies for Montgomery Field
Alrport and MCAS Miramar. The project does not include the proposal of any distracting visual hazards
and the project does not involve the construction of any structure equal to, or greater than, 150 feet in
height, which could constitute a safety hazard to aircraft and/or operations from an airport or heliport.

In addition, the proposed project would not confiict with any Operational Area Emergency Plan; San Diego
County Nuclear Power Station Emergency Response Plan; Cil Spill Contingency Element; Emergency Water
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Contingencies Annex and Energy Shortage Response Plan; or Dam Evacuation Plan. Nor would the project
expose people or structures to a significant risk or loss, injury or death involving hazardous wildland fires.

Therefore, similar to the previously approved COC Development Plan Project, compliance with the federal,
state, local, and DEH regulations; issuance of an Asbestos Notification of Demolition and Renovation Permit
from the San Diego APCD:; preparation and implementation of a soil management plan; and consistency
with all land use compatibility policies of the MCAS Miramar and Montgomery Field, the proposed project
would not result in a significant impact from Hazards and Hazardous Materials.

3.7 Hydrology and Water Quality

Water Quality

The project site lies within the Mission San Diego hydrologic subarea, within the San Diego hydrologic unit.
According to the Clean Water Act Section 303(d) list, July 2003, a portion of this watershed at the Pacific
Ocean and mouth of the San Diego River is impaired for coliform bacteria. Constituents of concern in the
San Diego watershed include coliform bacteria, total dissolved solids, nutrdents, petroleum chemicals,
toxics, and trash. The project proposes the following activities that are associated with these pollutants:
building demolition and construction, landscaping, and building/site maintenance. However, similar to the
originally approved project, the proposed project would include the preparation and implementation of a
SWPPP for the project site and associated BMPs (site design measures and/or source control BMPs and/or
treatment control BMPs) to be implemented during demolition, construction, and operation in order to
reduce potential surface water pollutants. The proposed BMPs will be consistent with the regional surface
water and stormwater planning and pemitting process that has been established to improve the overall
water quality in County watersheds. As a result the project would not contribute to a cumulative impact to
an already impaired water body, as listed on the Clean Water Act Section 303(d) list.

Similar to the previously approved project, the proposed project is required to be consistent with the
regulations of the regional surface water and stoormwater permitting regulation for County of San Diego,
Incorporated Cities of San Diego County, and San Diego Unified Port District, which includes the following:
Order 2001-01 (NPDES No. CAS 0108758), adopted by the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board
{(RWQCB) on February 21, 2001; County Watershed Protection, Stormwater Management, and Discharge
Control Ordinance (WPQ); and, County Stormwater Standards Manual. In addition, the proposed project
would adhere to the new Municipal Pemit, Order No. R9-2007-0001, issued by the San Diego RWCQB on
January 24, 2007, and effective January 25, 2008, which renews the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) Permit No. CAS0108758 that was first issued on July 16, 1990 (Order No. 90-42),
and renewed on February 21, 2001 (Order No. 2001-01). The proposed project will be required to be
consistent with the requirements of the new Municipal Permit, such as low impact development (LID)
measures provided in the County of San Diego Low Impact Development Handbook, Stormwater
Management Strategies (December, 2007). LID stormwater management and design strategies are
integrated into the design of the development project and may include methods such as infiltration,
retention and detention basins, biofilters, and pemeable pavement design. Similar to the original project
analyzed under the previously certified Final EIR, runoff for the project site is cumrently collected with curb
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inlets, catch basins, and storm drains. Under the new Municipal Permit Requirements, the water quality and
hydrology of the project site would be altered so as to drain into onsite pervious areas for collection and
absorption, rather than completely draining into the City’s storm water system.

Furthermore, because the construction of the proposed project will disturb more than one acre of land, the
County of San Diego will be required to enroll in the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Order
No. 2010-0014-DWQ, of the NPDES General Permmit No. CASC00002, Waste Discharge Requirements for
Discharges of Storm Water Pemmit.

Therefore, similar to the previously approved COC Development Plan Project, the proposed project will not
alter or impact the existing drainage of the site; as such, a less than significant impact to hydrology and
water quality is identified.

Groundwater

Similar to the original project analyzed under the previously certified Final EIR, the proposed project would
obtain its water supply from the City of San Diego, which obtains water from surface reservoirs or other
imported water sources. The proposed project would not use groundwater for any purpose, including
imigation, domestic, or commercial demands. In addition, the proposed project does not involve
operations that would interfere substantially with groundwater recharge. No impact is identified for this
issue areaq.

Flooding, Seiche, Tsunami, and Mudfiow

No FEMA mapped floodplains, County-mapped floodplains or drainages with a watershed greater than 25
acres, were identified on the project site; therefore, no impact would occur. Additionally, the project site is
located within an urban and developed area that is not subject to a seiche, tsunami, or mudifow.
Therefore, simitar to the previously approved COC Development Plan Project, the proposed project would
not result in any impacts related to flooding. seiche, tsunami, and mudflow.

3.8 Land Use and Planning

The project is a County of San Diego project located within the City of San Diego. As a regional
govermnmental agency, the County of San Diego can make independent land use entitlement decisions.
Therefore, the project is not required to be consistent with the City of San Diego General Plan and Keamy
Mesa Community Plan. However, it should be noted that the proposed land uses are generally consistent
with those that cumrently exist on the project site. As such, consistent with the previously cerified Final EIR,
the implementation of the proposed project will not result in a significant impact to land use and planning.

3.9 Mineral Resources

Similar to the original project analyzed under the previously certified Final EIR, the proposed project area is
classified by the Cdiifornia Department of Conservation -~ Division of Mines and Geology as an area of
undetermined mineral resources (MRZ-3). The project site is located in an urban and developed area and is
currently developed with existing office and light-industrial buildings, and no known mineral resources are
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present. Therefore, similar to the previously approved COC Development Plan Project, the proposed
project would not result in any impacts to mineral resources.

3.10 Noise

The following compares the findings of the Noise Study Update - San Diego County Operations Center
Development Plan - Chesapeake Property Expansion (Rincon Consultants, Inc., September 2011) with the
analysis contained within the previously certified Final EIR for the COC Development Plan and associated
technical study, Acouslical Site Assessment, County Operations Center, San Diego, CA (Investigative
Science and Engineering, Inc., August 8, 2007). The updated noise study is provided as Appendix C on the
attached CD of Technical Appendices found on the back cover of this Addendum.

Methodology

For traffic-related noise, impacts are considered significant if project-generated traffic results in exposure of
sensitive receptors to unacceptable noise levels. The May 2006 Transit Noise and Vibration Impact
Assessment created by the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) recommendations were used o determine
whether or not increases in roadway noise would be considered significant.

Table 3-1 shows the significance thresholds for increases in traffic related noise levels caused either by the
project or by cumulative development. If residential development or other sensitive receptors would be
exposed to traffic noise increases exceeding the above criteria, impacts would be considered significant.

Noise levels associated with existing and future traffic along project study area roadways were calculated
using the Federal Highway Administration’s Traffic Noise Model (TNM).

Construction Noise Levels

Based on the previously certified Final EIR, the average point-source propagation loss between the nearest
receptor {430 feet) and the closest possible construction equipment would be approximately 18 decibels
which would yield a worst-case aggregate construction noise levels at the closest receptors is 4.0 A-
weighted decibel (dBA) or less. This level is below the City's construction noise abatement standard of 75
dBA. Therefore, under the original project. no significant noise impact due to construction activities was
expected to occur.

The proposed project overall construction schedule is slightly altered compared to the schedule analyzed
in the previously certified Final EIR. However, the construction hours per day and the overall amount of
construction equipment onsite under the revised project would not be significantly altered compared to
the previously approved project analyzed in the certified Final EIR. Based on the Transit Noise and Vibration
Impact Assessment (Harris Miller Miller & Hanson Inc., May 2006), noise levels associated with heavy
equipment typically range from about 76 to 89 dBA at 50 feet from the source. The grading and
excavation associated with project construction tends to create the highest noise levels because of the
operation of heavy equipment. Continuous operation of this equipment during a nine-hour workday can
cause noise levels onsite and at adjacent receptor locations that are above ambient levels and could
exceed applicable noise standards. However, as the closest receptor is approximately 430 feet from the
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project site, noise levels would not exceed standards and impacts would be less than significant. In
summary, the revised project would not result in new or greater noise impacts related to construction of the
project.

Operational Noise Levels

Based on the previously cerfified Final EIR, the largest project related noise increase as a result of traffic
would be 5.3 dBA CNEL, which would occur during Phase 3, west of Ruffin Road, along Hazard Way.
However, no significant noise impacts are expected along this segment since the overall noise level is
calculated to continue to be below the City's 65 dBA CNEL standard for the affected uses {i.e.,
commercial). A 4.9 dBA CNEL noise increase along Overland Avenue between Famham Street and
Clairemont Mesa Boulevard would be expected upon completion of Phase 3. However, no project-related
impacts are expected because no sensitive receptors are located at this location and the land uses
adjacent to this segment are of commercial/office/industrial nature. Therefore, under the original project,
no significant noise impact would occur related to vehicular traffic.

Updated anficipated noise levels were generated using the TNM for the proposed project. Noise levels
under existing conditions and existing plus project conditions are provided in Table 4 of the Updated Noise
Study provided as Appendix C of this Addendum. Based on the Updated Noise Study, noise levels would
exceed thresholds identified in Table 3-1 below. However, the closest sensitive receptor is approximately
430 feet from the project site and noise attenuates at varying rates from the point sources and roadways.
Assuming an attenuation rate of 3 dB, based on the roadway that was found to generate the highest noise
levels (71.4 dBA Leq on Clairemont Mesa Boulevard between Keamny Mesa Road and Keamy Villa Road
under the cumulative plus project scenario), noise levels would be reduced to a maximum of 62.4 dBA Leq
400 feet from the site, which is below the City's 65 dBA CNEL standard for the affected uses (i.e.,
commercial). In addition, the project site is located in a highly urban area and noise levels would be
blocked, or attenuated. by multiple buildings in the project vicinity by approximately 3 dB to 5 dB.
Therefore, operational noise impacts would be less than significant under the proposed project.

Marine Corps Air Station Miramar/Montgomery Field Airport

MCAS Miramar is located less than three miles northwest of the project site and Montgomery Field Airport is
located approximately one mile south of the project site. The project site is located within the AlA of the
MCAS Miramar and within its CNEL 65 dBA contour. The project site is not located within the Montgomery
Field CNEL contours. Office uses area considered compatible with the 65 dBA noise level associated with
the MCAS Miramar AlA. Therefore, the project will be compatible with noise levels associated with the
MCAS Miramar and Montgomery Field Airport. In summary, no significant noise impact has been identified
with the implementation of the proposed project and no mitigation measures are required.

3.11 Population and Housing

The project site is located in an urban and developed area and is curently developed with existing office
and light-industrial buildings. The site does not contain any residences. or necessitate construction of
replacement housing. Therefore, similar to the previously approved COC Development Plan Project, the
proposed project would not result in any impacts to population and housing.
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3.12 Public Services

By its nature. the proposed project includes the construction of government facilities, the construction of
which may result in significant environmental impacts to transportation/circulation and air quality, which
were identified in the previously certified Final EIR, and are present under the proposed project as detailed
in Chapter 2 of this Addendum. However, the proposed project does not create a demand for any other
type of public services (e.g.. fire, police, schools, parks, govermment facilities, etc.) that would resuit in
physical adverse impacts to the environment. Therefore, similar to the previously approved COC
Development Plan Project, the implementation of the proposed project will not result in a significant impact
to public services.

3.13 Recreation

The project site is located in an urban and developed area and is cumently developed with existing office
and light-industrial buildings. The project would not include any residential uses for which recreation would
be resultant, nor are any recreational facilities or parkland included as part of the proposed project.
Therefore, similar to the previously approved COC Development Plan Project, the proposed project would
not result in any impacts to recreation.

3.14 Utilities and Service Systems

Wastewater

The proposed project requires wastewater service from the City of San Diego Metropolitan Wastewater
Department. Based on a Preliminary Sanitary Sewer Study prepared by Latitude 33 Planning and
Engineering for the original project, the wastewater from the new COC will flow into three existing offsite
municipal gravity sanitary sewer mains located adjacent to the project site that are documented to have
adequate capacity to receive sewer flow from the project. All wastewater entering the City of San Diego's
wastewater system is treated by the City of San Diego's Wastewater Treatment Plant, which is required to
be consistent with the requirements of the San Diego RWQCB. Therefore, similar to the original project
analyzed under the previously certified Final EIR, the proposed project will not require additional
wastewater treatment services, nor would the project result in the construction of new wastewater
treatment facilities or the expansion of existing facilities.

Water

Similar to the original project analyzed under the previously certified Final EIR, the proposed project is the
reconstruction and expansion of existing government offices and related uses within and adjacent to the
COC site. The proposed project requires water service from the City of San Diego Water Department. The
proposed project would result in a slight increase in staff, with the relocation and consolidation of County
facilities. Considering the current water demands of the COC, the proposed project would not result in a
substantial increase in water demand. As such, there would be sufficient water supplies available to serve
the project.
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Stormwater

The City of San Diego maintains the stormwater drainage facilities on and adjacent to the project site. As
stated above under Hydrology and Water Quality, there will be a mixture of existing and new storm drain
conduits used for the proposed project and water quality basins and media filtration will be used for water
quality treatment. Similar to the original project analyzed under the previously certified Final EIR, the
proposed project will require minimal improvements to the stormwater facilities on and adjacent to the
project site.

Landfill

Similar to the original project analyzed under the previously certified Final EIR, the proposed project would
generate additional solid waste beyond that which is generated under the curently developed conditions.
However, the amount of operational solid waste generated is expected to be incremental and related to
the anticipated number of County employees at the site. All sofid waste facilities, including landfills require
solid waste facility permits to operate. In San Diego County, the County DEH, Local Enforcement Agency
issues solid waste facility permits with concurence from the California Integrated Waste Management
Board {CIWMB) under the authority of the Public resources Code (Sections 44001-44018) and California
Code of Regulations Title 27, Division 2, Subdivision 1, Chapter 4 (Section 21440 et seq.). There are five
permitted active landfills in San Diego County with remaining capacity. Therefore, there is sufficient existing
pemitted solid waste capacity to accommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs. In addition, the
proposed project will be required to comply with the County of San Diego Construction Recycling
Ordinance dated March 21, 2007, which requires that all development projects greater than or equal to
40,000 square feet will be required to recycle 90 percent of inert materials and 50 percent of all other debris
from construction and demoliticn projects. Currently, it is proposed that construction and demolition (C&D)
materials from the project site would be taken to a C&D recycling facility in the County of San Diego. Some
concrete/asphalt recycling may be conducted on the project site during demolition depending on the
type of materials present onsite and if such materials are reusable.

3.15 Growth-Inducing Effects

Similar to the original project analyzed under the previously certified EIR, the proposed project is the
reconstruction and expansion of existing government offices and related uses within and adjacent to the
COC site. The project site is located within a fully developed and urban area, and does not include the
development of housing nor would the project foster population growth in the area. In addition, the
proposed project is not expected to directly induce growth in the surounding areas, as no major extension
of infrastructure is required to serve the expanded project site. Therefore, no growth inducing effects are
anticipated as a result of the proposed project.
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TABLE 3-1
Significance of Changes in Operational Roadway Noise Exposure
Ldn or Leq in dBA
Existing Noise Exposure Allowable Nolise Exposure Increase
45-50 7
50-55 )
55-60 3
60-65 2
65-75 1
75+ 0
Notes: Ldn = Day-Night Average Level; Leq = Equivalent Noise Level; dBA = A-weighted decibel
Source: Federal Transit Administration (FTA), May 2006.
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CHAPTER 6.0 - LIST OF MITIGATION MEASURES AND ENVIRONMENTAL DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS

6.0 LIST OF MITIGATION MEASURES AND
ENVIRONMENTAL DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS

6.1 Proposed Project

6.1.1 Transportation/Circulation

The following transportation/circulation mitigation measures are derived from the previously certified Final
ER for the COC Develooment Plan and are equaly applicable to reduce significant
transportation/circulation impacts associated with the proposed project. As discussed in Chapter 2, no
new mitigation measures are required for the proposed project as no new or substantially greater impacts
than what was analyzed in the previously certified Final EIR were identified for the proposed project.

Phase 1 Mitigation

MMT1 Widen from two-lane collector to four-lane collector with two-way left turn lane.

MM T2 If approved by the City of San Diego Engineer add a southbound overlap to the existing
lane and re-stripe the northbound lanes to create three left tumns; north-south phases to
be split instead of protected. If the City Engineer does not accept this improvement, this
mitigation is otherwise infeasible because the County cannot construct this improvement
without the City’s approval.

MMT3 Signalize the intersection with north-south approach protected and east-west approach
with split phasing. Interconnect signal with Ruffin Road/Farnham Street. In addition,
within the existing curb to curb, re-stripe the nerthbound lanes for two left tums.

MM T4 Signalize the intersection with north-south approach protected and east-west approach
with pemitted phasing. Interconnect signal with Ruffin Road/Hazard Way. In addition,
within the existing curb to curb, re-stripe the northbound lanes for two left tums.

MMT5 Widen the southbound approach to one left-tum lane, one through-lane, and one right-
tum lane {with an overlap).

MM Té Add a northbound right-tum overlap.
MM T7 Within the existing curb-to-curb width, add one eastbound right-tum fane to provide two
eastbound right-tum lanes.  Extend southbound right-tum lane to accommodate

additional queuing.

MM T8 Add a southbound and northbound right-tum overap.
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MMT?

MM T12

Ramp widening on this ramp is infeasible. This ramp currently has three lanes, which per
Caltrans design standards, is the maximum number of lanes that can be constructed for
a freeway entrance ramp, thus no additional lanes can be added. However, as an
altemative at this location, the project will provide additional storage on Clairemont
Mesa Boulevard by adding an eastbound right-tum lane, which would adequately
improve and mitigate the impact to the ramp meter by reducing the delay and queue
at this location to an amount below the maximum allowed delay increase identified in
the significance thresholds adopted by the City of San Diego.

Provide a fair share {53.6 percent) towards local contribution of Phase 2 of the SR-163
Interchange project to reconfigure the northwest cloverleaf. This project has an existing
Capital Improvement Plan. The SR-163 Interchange project is an improvement project to
the Clairemont Mesa Boulevard and SR-163 Interchange. Phase 1was for the east side of
the interchange. which has been constructed. Phase 2 will improve the west half of the
interchange, which is in the design phase of construction.

This mitigation measure shall be implemented in Phase 1of the COC Development Plan
project.

Phase 2 Mitigation

MMT13

MM T14

MM TS

Re-stripe from two-lane collector to two-lane collector with two-way left turn lane.

Restripe from two-lane collector to two-lane collector with two-way left turn lane.

Signdlize the intersection with protected phasing at all approaches.

Phase 3 Mitigation

MmNz

MMT18

MM T19

Signalize the intersection with protected phasing at all approaches.

Add one eastbound right-tum lane to provide two right-tum lanes.

If approved by the City of San Diego Engineer, re-stripe the southbound approach to two
left-tum lanes, one shared-left, one through-lane, and one right-tum lane and modify
north/south phasing to split. If the City Engineer does not accept this improvement, this
mitigation is otherwise infeasible because the County cannot construct this improvement
without the City's approval.

Cumulative (Horizon Year) Mitigation

MM T20 Pay a fair share contribution towards restriping for one left-turn lane, one all-way lane,
and one right-turn lane at the intersection of Balboa Avenue and I-15 SB Ramp.
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6.1.2 Air Quality

MM AQ1  Zero emission VOC paints shall be uliized for all architectural coatings within the proposed
COC Development Plan project development,

6.2 Environmental Design Considerations

Air Quality

In finding that impacts related to vehicle emissions for NOx and CO would be significant, the previously
certified Final EIR includes mitigation to assist in reducing emissions to the extent feasible. Based on the
updated analysis, mitigation is not necessary since significant impacts have not been identified. However,
Mitigation Measures AQ2 through AQ14 as detailed in the previously certified Final EIR have been included
as design considerations to be implemented as part of the proposed project, which would further reduce
air pollutant emissions.

* Installation of bike storage facilities.

* Provide on-site bicycle parking.

* Provide on-site eating, refrigeration and food vending facilities to reduce lunchtime trips.
* Increase street planting.

+ Shade tree planting in parking lots to reduce evaporative emissions from parked vehicles.

* Implementation of on-site circulation design elements in parking lots to reduce vehicle queuing
and improve pedestrian environment.

* Use of roofing material with a solar reflectance value meeting the EPA/BDOE Energy Star rating to
reduce summer cooling needs.

* Installation of built-in energy efficient appliances, where applicable.
« Installation of double-paned windows.

* Installation of low energy parking lot and street lights (i.e. sodium).

* Installation of energy efficient interior lighting.

* Installation of door sweeps and weather stripping when more efficient doors and windows are not
available.

* Installation of high efficiency gas/electric space heating.
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Attachment B
RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF
THE SAN DIEGO REGIONAL BUILDING AUTHORITY
AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF THE FIRST
AMENDMENT TO DISPOSITION AND DEVELOPMENT
AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the San Diego Regional Building Authority (the “Authority”) was
established for the purpose, among others, of providing for the financing of public capital
improvements for its members, which include the County of San Diego (the “County”); and

WHEREAS, the County has administrative and other facilities in scattered
locations and buildings that are obsolete, and the County wishes to consolidate and modernize its
facilities in a central locations, and to provide facilities that will accommodate future needs; and

WHEREAS, the County is the fee owner of: (i) certain real property consisting of
approximately 37.2 acres which is presently used for the County Operations Center (“COC
Site”), more particularly described in Exhibit A to the Disposition and Development Agreement
(the “DDA”), among the County, the Authority and Lowe Enterprises Real Estate Group, a
California corporation (the “Developer”) and (ii) certain real property consisting of
approximately 19.5 acres which is currently used for the County Operations Center Annex (the
“Annex Site”), more particularly described in Exhibit B of the DDA; and

WHERAS, the County sought proposals that would: (i) generate income for the
Count through redevelopment of the COC Site and the contemporaneous development of the
Annex Site with residential and/or commercial uses to offset or defray the County’s costs of
developing new County facilities; (ii) provide new office space to meet the County’s current and
projected space demands; and (iii) plan and phase the development of new County facilities to
achieve or retain department/administrative clusters, allow departments to remain operational
throughout the development process, and move affected departments into new quarters with a
single move for each department, these objectives being collectively referred to as the “County
Operations Center and Annex Redevelopment Project”; and

WHEREAS, the Authority has determined that contracting with the Developer on
a negotiated basis is in the best interest of the Authority and the County and is the most likely
method for the County Operations Center and Annex Redevelopment Project to be successfully
completed; and

WHEREAS, the Developer was selected to plan, implement and develop the
County Operations Center and Annex Redevelopment Project; and
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WHEREAS, the County and the Authority determined that it was necessary and
desirable to finance in part the County Operations Center and Annex Redevelopment Project
through the issuance, sale and delivery of San Diego Regional Building Authority Lease
Revenue Bonds (County Operations Center and Annex Redevelopment Project), Series 2008 (the
“Bonds™); and

WHEREAS, the County, in consideration of the Authority’s determination to
assist with the financing of the County Operations Center and Annex Redevelopment Project as
described above, agreed to indemnify and hold harmless both the Authority and the San Diego
Metropolitan Transit System, as a member of the Authority, for any and all actions, claims,
lawsuits, indentures or liabilities arising out of or in connection with the issuance of the Bonds
and/or entering into the Facility Lease and the County Operations Center and Annex
Redevelopment Project, as more particularly set for the in the Facility Lease; and

WHEREAS, in order to provide for the issuance of the Bonds and the financing of
the County Operations Center and Annex Redevelopment Project, the County and the Authority
entered into various agreements, including the following:

(1) the Indenture, dated September 1, 2008 (the “Indenture’’) among the Authority,
the County and a bank or trust company named in the Indenture as trustee (the “Trustee”);

2) the DDA, dated September 24, 2008;

(3) the Site Lease (the “Site Lease™), dated September 1, 2008, between the County
and the Authority;

“) the Facility Lease (the “Facility Lease”), dated September 1, 2008 between the
County and the Authority; and

(5) the Assignment Agreement (the “Assignment Agreement”), dated September 1,
2008, between the Authority and the Trustee.

WHEREAS, the County and Authority now desire to execute a First Amendment to the
DDA to add approximately 7.166 acres to the site area and amend the scope of work for
improvements on the COC site; and

WHEREAS, the County and the Authority acknowledge that the approval of the First
Amendment to the DDA does not impact project financing for COC Phase 1 Redevelopment
improvements.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, DETERMINED AND ORDERED BY THE
SAN DIEGO REGIONAL BUILDING AUTHORITY AS FOLLOWS:

First Amendment to Disposition and Development Agreement. The form of the First
Amendment to Disposition and Development Agreement presented at this meeting is hereby
approved and the Authorized Officers are hereby authorized and directed , for and in the name
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and on behalf of the Authority, to execute, acknowledge and deliver the First Amendment to
Disposition and Development Agreement in substantially the form presented at this meeting with
such changes therein as the officers executing the same may approve, such approval to be
conclusively evidenced by the delivery and execution thereof.

PASSED and ADOPTED this November 3, 2011.

Chairman

ATTESTED:

Secretary
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Attachment C

FIRST AMENDMENT
TO
DISPOSITION AND DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

THIS FIRST AMENDMENT TO DISPOSITION AND DEVELOPMENT
AGREEMENT (this “First Amendment”) is entered into as of , 2011 (“Effective
Date”), by and among the SAN DIEGO REGIONAL BUILDING AUTHORITY (the
“Authority”), the COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, a political subdivision of the State of California
(the “County”) and LOWE ENTERPRISES REAL ESTATE GROUP (formerly known as Lowe
Enterprises Real Estate Group — West, Inc.), a California corporation (the “Developer™), to
amend that certain Disposition and Development Agreement dated September 24, 2008, between
the Authority, the County and the Developer (the “Agreement”) for the development of the
County Operations Center as defined in the Agreement (“COC Site”), with reference to the
following facts:

RECITALS

A. The Authority, the County and the Developer (each, a “Party,” and collectively,
the “Parties”) entered into the Agreement for, among other things, the development of the COC
Site;

B: The County owns approximately 7.166 acres of real property located at 9225-
9295 Chesapeake Drive, San Diego, California, (the “Chesapeake Site™) which consists of
Assessor’s Parcel No. 369-210-12, and (ii) Assessor’s Parcel No. 369-210-13; and

G The Parties desire to include the Chesapeake Site as part of the site area
contemplated for development under the Agreement and to amend the Agreement to reflect the
. additional agreements, scope of work, costs, schedules and other matters related to the
development of the COC Site.

In consideration of the above recitals and the mutual promises contained in this First
' Amendment, the Parties agree to amend and supplement the Agreement as follows:

A. AMENDMENT OF AGREEMENT
1. Recital J is added to the Recitals as follows:

“I. The County owns approximately 7.166 acres of real property located at
9225-9295 Chesapeake Drive, San Diego, California, (the “COC Expansion
Area”). The Partics wish to include the COC Expansion Area in the site area of
the Agreement and to reflect the additional agreements, scope of work, costs,
schedules and other matters related to the COC Expansion Area, and include a
revised Conceptual Site Plan, Phasing and Cost Estimates for the development of
the COC Site.
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2. Section 4.01(B)(3) of the Agreement is deleted in its entirety and replaced with the
following:

“(3) COC Phase 2A will consist of construction in accordance with the COC
Phase 2A Project Documents of the following new works of improvement: one
(1) office/warehouse building for the Registrar of Voters. COC Phase 2B will
consist of construction in accordance with the COC Phase 2B Project Documents
of the following new works of improvement: one (1) office building and one-half
(1/2) of the parking structure. COC Phase 2C will consist of construction in
accordance with the COC Phase 2C Project Documents of the following new
works of improvement: one (1) office building and the remaining one-half (1/2)
of the parking structure.”

3. The first sentence of Section 4.05(M) of the Agreement is deleted in its entirety and
replaced with the following:

“(M) Owner and developer anticipate that Developer will prepare and submit up
to fifteen (15) separate GMP proposals, one for each of the following parts of the
Project:”

4, Subsection 4.05(M)(8) is added to the Agreement as follows:

“8)  Registrar of Voters building, shell, core, tenant improvements and
associated site work.”

5. Exhibit A DESCRIPTION OF COC SITE is deleted in its entirety from the Agreement
and replaced with Exhibit A DESCRIPTION OF COC SITE attached to this First Amendment.

6. Exhibit C-1 SUPPLEMENTAL BASIS OF DESIGN FOR PHASE 2 IMPROVEMENTS
attached to this First Amendment is added to Exhibit C of the Agreement.

7. Exhibit D PROJECT SCHEDULE of the Agreement is deleted in its entirety from the
Agreement and replaced with Exhibit D PROJECT SCHEDULE attached to this First
Amendment.

8. Exhibit E DDA BUDGET of the Agreement is deleted in its entirety and replaced with
Exhibit E DDA BUDGET attached to this First Amendment.

B. EFFECT OF AMENDMENT

This First Amendment shall be effective and binding on the Parties commencing upon its
execution. Except as amended above, the Agreement shall remain in full force and effect. If
there are any conflicts between the provisions of the Agreement and those of this First
Amendment, the First Amendment shall control.
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C. SIGNATURES

The Authority, County and Developer have executed this First Amendment on the date first

written above.

AUTHORITY:

SAN DIEGO REGIONAL BUILDING

AUTHORITY

By

April F. Heinze, P.E.
Executive Director

COUNTY:

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

By

April F. Heinze, P.E., Director
Department of General Services

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Lori A. Winfree,
Senior Deputy County Counsel

DEVELOPER:

LOWE ENT: ERPRISES REAL ESTATE

7 Semor Vlce PreSJdent

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Manatt, Phelps & Phillips, LLP,
Attorneys for Lowe Enterprises Real Estate

Timi Any/ﬂal]@x, Counsel
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EXHIBIT A
DESCRIPTION OF COC SITE

COC - PARCEL A

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
2011-0167-A COC DDA SITE 8-24-2011

THOSE PORTIONS OF LOTS 72 AND 78 OF THE RANCHO MISSION OF SAN DIEGO, IN
THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO, COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
ACCORDING TO THE PARTITION MAP OF SAID RANCHO MADE IN THE ACTION
ENTITLED JUAN M. LUCO, ET AL, VS. COMMERCIAL BANK OF SAN DIEGO, ET AL,
CASE NO. 348 ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY CLERK OF SAID SAN DIEGO
COUNTY, TOGETHER WITH A PORTION OF MANUEL G. ROSA SUBDIVISION
ACCORDING TO MAP THEREOF NO. 2857

FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF SAID COUNTY DESCRIBED
AS A WHOLE AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE MOST EASTERLY CORNER OF KEARNY INDUSTRIAL TRACT,
ACCORDING TO MAP THEREOF NO. 3414 FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY
RECORDER OF SAID COUNTY; THENCE ALONG THE SOUTHEASTERLY LINE
THEREOF AND THE SOUTHWESTERLY PROLONGATION OF SAID SOUTHEASTERLY
LINE SOUTH 43°14'32" WEST 350 FEET AS SHOWN ON RECORD OF SURVEY MAP
6066, TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE SOUTH 89° 06" EAST, 970.94
FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE EAST LINE OF THE WEST 1600 FEET OF SAID LOT 72;
THENCE ALONG SAID LINE SOUTH 0° 54' WEST, 1351.92 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO
THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT; THENCE ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE SOUTH 8° 05'
WEST TO THE EASTERLY BOUNDARY OF LAND CONVEYED TO THE CITY OF SAN
DIEGO BY DEED DATED February 3,1953 AND RECORDED IN BOOK 4790 PAGE 119 OF
OFFICIAL RECORDS; THENCE ALONG THE BOUNDARY OF SAID LAND, NORTH 28°
59'55" WEST, 33.82 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A TANGENT 200 FOOT RADIUS
CURVE CONCAVE EASTERLY; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID CURVE
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 57° 57'35" A DISTANCE OF 202.32 FEET;

THENCE TANGENT TO SAID CURVE NORTH 27° 59'32" EAST 235.51 FEET;

THENCE NORTH 62° '00'28" WEST 119.49 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A TANGENT
230 FOOT RADIUS CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHERLY; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG
SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 28°04'00" A DISTANCE OF 112.67
FEET; THENCE TANGENT TO SAID CURVE, SOUTH 89° 55'32" WEST 34.33 FEET TO
THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF LAND CONVEYED TO THE SAN DIEGO UNIFIED
SCHOOL DISTRICT BY DEED DATED October 10, 1952 AND RECORDED IN BOOK
4711, PAGE 57 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS; THENCE CONTINUING SOUTH 89° 55°32"
WEST ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LAND 810.36 FEET TO THE
NORTHWESTERLY CORNER OF SAID LAND, BEING ALSO AN ANGLE POINT IN THE
EASTERLY BOUNDARY OF LAND DESCRIBED IN PARCEL I OF A DEED TO MANUEL
G. ROSA AND WIFE, RECORDED September 14,1956 IN BOOK 6256, PAGE 454 OF
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OFFICIAL RECORDS; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE EASTERLY BOUNDARY OF
SAID PARCEL 1, A DISTANCE OF 58.58 FEET MORE OR LESS TO A POINT ON THE
SOUTHWESTERLY PROLONGATION OF THE SOUTHEASTERLY LINE OF LAND
DESCRIBED IN PARCEL 2 OF SAID DEED; THENCE ALONG SAID PROLONGATION
TO AND ALONG SAID SOUTHEASTERLY LINE OF PARCEL 2 AND ALONG THE
NORTHEASTERLY PROLONGATION THEREOF NORTH 43°14'32" EAST, 1113.73 FEET,
MORE OR LESS, TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING,

TOGETHER WITH ALL THAT PORTION OF LOT 70 OF SAID RANCHO MISSION IN
THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO, COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
ACCORDING TO PARTITION MAP THEREOF NO, 330, ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF
THE COUNTY CLERK OF SAN DIEGO COUNTY, MADE IN THE ACTION ENTITLED
JUAN M. LUCO, ET AL VS. THE COMMERCIAL BANK OF SAN DIEGO DESCRIBED IN
QUITCLAIM DEED TO SAID COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO RECORDED APRIL 18, 1963 AS
FILE/PAGE 67102, MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE INTERSECTION OF THE EAST LINE OF THE WEST 1600.00 FEET
WITH THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT 72; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE SOUTH
LINE OF SAID LOT; A DISTANCE OF 487.09 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 88°42'40" EAST,
486.85 FEET TO A POINT IN THE SOUTHERLY PROLONGATION OF THE EAST LINE
OF THE WEST 1600.00 FEET TO SAID LOT; THENCE NORTH 00°54'00" EAST, 18.89
FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM THAT PORTION CONVEYED TO THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO
BY DEED RECORDED APRIL 22, 1963 AS FILE/ PAGE 68960 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS.

ALSO EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion of said land lying Southerly and Westerly of
the following described line:

COMMENCING at the most Westerly corer of that portion of said land as depicted on Record
of Survey Map No. 6066, on file in the Office of the County Recorder of said County; thence
North 89°53°32” East, along a Southerly boundary of said land 844.69 feet to the beginning of a
tangent 230 foot radius curve, concave Southerly; thence Easterly along the arc of said curve,
through a central angle of 7°35°10”, a distance of 30.45 feet to the TRUE POINT OF
BEGINNING; thence leaving said Southerly boundary North 0°55°33” East, 502.06 feet; thence
North 89°07°27” West, 439.46 feet to a point on the Northwesterly boundary of said land and the
POINT OF TERMINUS.
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COC - PARCEL B

Parcel No. 2011-0140-A1 (8-4-2011) (TGH:RWN:tgh)

That Real Property in the City of San Diego, County of San Diego, State of California, more
particularly described as follows:

Parcel 3 of Parcel Map No. 6479, in the City of San Diego, County of San Diego, State of

California filed in the Office of the San Diego County Recorder, October 25, 1977, as File No.

77-440159 of Official Records.
Containing more or less = 3.16 Ac.

APN —369-210-12

‘COC -PARCEL C
Parcel No. 2011-0140-A2 (8-4-2011) (TGH:RWN:tgh)

That Real Property in the City of San Diego, County of San Diego, State of California, more
particularly described as follows:

Parcel 2 of Parcel Map No. 6479, in the City of San Diego, County of San Diego, State of

California filed in the Office of the San Diego County Recorder, October 25, 1977, as File No.

77-440159 of Official Records.
Containing more or less = 4.00 Ac.

APN - 369-210-13
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EXHIBIT C-1

SUPPLEMENTAL BASIS OF DESIGN
FOR PHASE 2 IMPROVEMENTS

[See Attached]
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Chesapeaké Expansion — Registrar of Voters

Core & Shell Outline Specification

1.0 GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

Ll

Intent: The intent of this specification and the accompanying drawings is to outline
the scope of work for the design and construction of the Chesapeake Expansion —
Registrar of Voters (“the Project”), an office and warehouse development with surface
parking to be located south of Chesapeake Drive and north of the County Operations
Center in the Kearny Mesa area of San Diego. The Project will include the following
components (all areas are approximate):

Site
The site is comprised of 7.16 acres (311,890 square feet). Refer to Exhibit A attached
for the ALTA survey, dated June 5, 2002.

Office_and Warehouse: The type of construction shall be Type V, Non-rated,
Sprinklered.

Three (3) structures including office and warehouse uses, providing the following
gross areas:

Occupant Office Area | Warehouse Total Area
(gsD Area (gsf) (gsf)
Registrar of Voters 33,000 87,000 120,000
Various occupants to be located in | TBD TBD 29,299
existing structures 9225 and 9255
Chesapeake Drive

The total gross building area is therefore 149,299 gsf.

Contractor will work in a design-assist role with Developer, Architect, and other
members of the design team. Contractor and Developer acknowledge that a complete
design is not available as of the date of this Outline Specification. Therefore
Contractor shall utilize these Outline Specifications to prepare an estimate of the
complete cost of the project based on the design criteria established herein.

Workers employed on this project shall be paid at least the general prevailing rate of
per diem wages, and the general prevailing rate of per diem wages of holiday and
overtime work, as determined by the Director of the California Department of
Industrial Relations. Copies of the Director’s determination are available to any
interested party on request.

The work includes, but is not limited to that listed below. The work is to be performed

concurrently with the Phase 2 work identified in Exhibit C, the Basis of Design, of the
Disposition and Development Agreement. The site condition at the completion of
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Phase 2 is depicted in Exhibit C to this Outline Specification. Note that Parking
Structure B is intended to be constructed as a single structure, rather than two, phased
structures as represented therein. Also note that all work identified as Phase 2A, Phase
2B and Phase 2C is intended to be constructed concurrently as a single phase of the
work.

1. Abatement, as needed, and demolition of four existing warehouse/office
building totaling approximately 72,700 sf while maintaining occupancy of
the remaining two buildings;

2. Renovation of the two remaining buildings located at 9225 and 9255
Chesapeake Drive. Renovations include all recommendations listed in the
Opinions of Probable Costs excerpted from the Draft Property Evaluation
report prepared by Building Analytics, dated September 28, 2011, and
included here as Exhibit B. Also included is an allowance of $25/gsf for
tenant improvements, and $30/gsf for FF&E.

3. Grading, on-site and off-site work required to create the new building pad and
surface parking areas, including the removal of the existing, approximately
eight foot grade change at the southeasterly comer of the expansion site,
resulting in a level pad with surface grades generally descending from north
to south, and the necessary utility extensions, connections, and
improvements.

4. The construction of the Registrar of Voters (ROV) building, including
warehouse areas; office core, shell, tenant improvements, and sitework and
off:site utility extensions for sewer, water and storm drain in order to connect
to adjacent public facilities in the surrounding streets.

All work will be performed in a good and workmanlike manner consistent with the
standards of the industry.

Guarantees: All materials and equipment incorporated into this project will be new.
Contractor will guarantee all work to be free from defects of workmanship and
materials for one (1) year, unless otherwise noted, from the date of substantial
completion.

Permits, Licensing, Fees: Contractor will give the proper authorities all notices as
required by law relative to the work of this Project, obtain building permits, licenses,
and apply for other permits required for construction. Developer shall pay all plan
check fees, permit fees, and development fees.

Codes: Subject to Section 1.3 above, Contractor will be responsible for complying
with all building codes and zoning ordinances applicable to this project, including the
local Building Codes and the Occupational Safety and Health Act provisions
applicable to construction sites. All design and construction will be in conformance
with the current version California Building Code and any City of San Diego Code
Amendments. All materials and workmanship used to connect to public utilities will
conform the City of San Diego’s standards and applicable codes and regulations.

LEED: the ROV building shall be designed and constructed to obtain a LEED Silver

certification by the USGBC. Developer shall pay all costs associated with LEED
required filing fees, and consulting services. Contractor shall be responsible for
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required construction documentation, submittals, commissioning, etc. to achieve the
LEED Silver certification.

The renovations to 9225 and 9255 Chesapeake Drive do not include LEED
certification.

Safety: Contractor will develop and implement a comprehensive safety program to
ensure a safe successful project. This program will include many components such as
injury and illness prevention plan, an emergency management plan, subcontractor’s
safety compliance program, accident investigation/reporting procedures and
continuing education.

Project Management: Contractor will designate a full time employee who will be
responsible for the work of this Project. Contractor’s project manager will be
responsible for issuing all notices and communications affecting the Project on a
timely basis, interfacing the Project with the local and state building and regulatory
authorities, managing the work of Contractor’s own forces and selected
subcontractors, and coordinating and implementing any changes in the work into the
design and construction of the Project. Contractor’s project manager will have full
authority to make decisions for and represent Contractor’s interests in matters related
to cost, scheduling, and execution of the work.

Field- Supervision: Contractor will furnish a full time employee who will act as field
superintendent until substantial project completion. The field superintendent will be
experienced and will be familiar with the specific materials and systems. The field
superintendent will be responsible for adequately planning and directing
subcontractors on the jobsite, maintaining on site records required by governmental
authorities, layout and dimensional control of the Project’s structures and monitoring
the completed work for compliance with the contract drawings and specifications.

Temporary Construction: Contractor will furnish all temporary construction as
needed for this project. Temporary construction will include weather-tight enclosures,
temporary roadways and parking areas, erosion control structures, material staging
and laydown areas, material storage structures and enclosures, enclosures for tools and
other equipment, and heated and air conditioned field offices with appropriate
facilities for storing plans, records, and other supplies necessary to the field
management of the project. Contractor will furnish and install field offices for the
private use of Developer, including furnishings, copier and copier service, electrical,
sewer, water, telephone and data service, and office incidentals. Perimeter
construction site fencing will be installed to protect public pedestrian traffic during the
construction process and will be coordinated with the appropriate City officials and
subject to their approval.

Temporary Utilities: Owner will furnish temporary water and electric utility service
necessary to the Project. Contractor shall provide temporary telephone service, data,
toilets and other sanitary facilities.

Protection: Contractor shall be responsible for the protection of materials and work in
place or stored at the jobsite, whether from dampness, vandalism, theft, collapse, and
abuse. This effort will include the provision of temporary erosion control facilities,
implementation and maintenance of SWPPP measures, and installation of permanent
water quality BMPs.
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Where the requirements of these specifications conflict with the requirements of the
referenced documents, Contractor shall request clarification regarding which is to
prevail.

Clean-up: Contractor will be responsible at all times to keep the premises free from
excessive accumulations of waste materials and/or rubbish. Periodically, Contractor
shall remove all rubbish and waste materials from the building and the construction
site, and at the completion of the Project, all debris, tools, scaffolding, and surplus
materials will be removed and the Project will be left in a “broom clean” condition.

Insurance: Developer and Contractor assume participation in an OCIP program

consistent with that provided for the construction of Phase 1 of the County Operations
Center project. ,

1-4
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2.0 SITE DEVELOPMENT

2.1.

2.2.

23

Clearing, Grading and Earthwork: Contractor will demolish, clear, strip, excavate,
backfill, rough and fine grade as shown on the plans or required for the project all
within the limits of construction indicated on the plans. All grading work within and
outside of the areas of the proposed structures will be performed in accordance with
the properly engineered and prepared construction documents, the requirements of the
governmental authority having jurisdiction and recommendations contained in the
Geotechnical Investigation Report. All demolition and abatement measures shall
comply with County of San Diego and city of San Diego requirements for recycling
and handling and treatment of hazardous materials if present.

All earthwork within the area of the building structures or in areas to receive
bituminous or concrete paving outside the areas of the building structures will be cut
and filled to the grades shown on the plans with undercut allowances for structural
pavement and hardscape sections and landscape installation considerations. Work in
these areas will utilize approved material; and will be observed, tested and approved
by an independent soils engineer.

All excess materials will be removed from the site and disposed of by Contractor or
temporarily stockpiled with temporary erosion control and stabilization measures, on-
site in a location acceptable to Developer.

Contractor’s estimate is based on soils at the site being suitable for the proposed
development and capable of supporting the anticipated foundation systems based ona
design bearing capacity ranging from 2,000 to 4,000 psf at approximately two feet or
more below existing grade.

Exterior Concrete: Contractor will furnish and install all of the exterior concrete work
shown on the accompanying drawings. Where not clearly indicated on the
accompanying drawings, Contractor shall assume that necessary concrete walkways,
parking islands, truck docks, v-gutter, and other similar site work improvements are
included as is typical of projects of similar character. Concrete sidewalks are to be a
combination of broom finish and water-washed grey concrete finishes to match those
at the new COC campus. Cast in place concrete curb sections and integral curb and
gutter sections are to be furnished where required for proper drainage.

All exterior concrete work will be constructed utilizing the appropriately designed
concrete mixture(s). All work will be properly jointed for thermal movement,
reinforced as required, and placed on properly compacted material.

Unless otherwise indicated, all site work and improvements shall utilize San Diego
Regional Standard Drawings, Regional Standard Plans for Public Works Construction,
and the “Greenbook”, Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction 2009, or
later versions.

Telephone, Data, Gas, Electric and Cable T.V. Utilities: Developer will coordinate
the service entrances with the serving utility companies. Services shall be designed
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such that the ROV building utilizes a dedicated service, independent from those
services provided to the existing buildings remaining on the site.

The telephone service for the ROV building shall be copper cable or fiber optic cable
fed via two (2) four-inch (4”) conduits from a new AT&T service location located on
Chesapeake Drive, routed to the Main Telephone Rcom located in the warehouse.

The CATYV service for the ROV building shall be fed via two (2) two-inch (2”) empty
conduits from a new Time Warner service location located in Chesapeake Drive
routed to the Main Telephone Room located in the warehouse.

For future secondary service, two (2) four-inch (4”) and two (2) two-inch (2”) empty
conduits shall be routed from the property line at Chesapeake Drive to the Main
Telephone Room located in the warehouse.

For future interconnectivity, four (4) four-inch (4”) conduits shall be routed from the
south edge of the construction area to the Main Telephone Room. The conduits shall
be capped and located for future extension.

Developer will extend the existing Gas service in Chesapeake Drive to serve the ROV
building rooftop boilers.

Contractor will interface its work with the appropriate utility companies, and will
provide connection to such utilities for complete and operable systems. The labor,
materials, equipment, and workmanship for utility work will conform to the standards
of the various utilities. Work performed by the serving utility will be paid for by the
Developer.

Water Service: Contractor will provide private domestic water service with metered
backflow, properly isolated from the nearest public mains, separate site irrigation
services with meter backflow, and public fire water service.

Public fire services with fire hydrants and fire department connections will be
provided -at locations per City of San Diego Fire Department requirements. The
domestic and fire service water mains will be PVC with appurtenances per City of San
Diego Sewer and Water Design Guide, approved materials list, with installation per
San Diego Regional Standard Drawings and Greenbook 2009 Standard Specifications.

Reclaimed water service is not available in the area. All landscape irrigation systems
shall be installed in accordance with City San Diego landscape technical manual
requirements.

Storm Drainage: Storm water collected from surface parking and building rooftops
will be routed through landscaping or filtration boxes prior to connecting to existing
City of San Diego storm drain improvements. Rip-wrap or other diffusing devices will
be installed to prevent erosion in areas adjacent to roof drain outlets.

Drainage structures including clean outs, curb inlets, grated inlets shall be in
accordance with regional standard drawings, and green book 2009 standard
specifications. High density polyethylene pipes may be substituted for RCP provided
they meet all ADS N — 12 ST IB or equivalent specifications. Roof downspout
connections, area drains and landscape drains shall be PVC. Surface runoff and sheet
flows from parking and drive aisles shall be controlled by installation of concrete
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curbs or curbs and gutters and directed to points of collection such that cross lot, sheet
flows from the site are eliminated.

Storm water quality measures shall be designed in accordance with the California
regional water quality control Board waste discharge requirements for discharges of
urban runoff from the municipal separate storm sewer systems draining watersheds of
the County of San Diego. Water quality control measures shall include bio swales, rip-
rap drop structures, detention basins, and water quality filtration measures such as
media filters or Filterra Inlet devices.

Contractor includes installation of temporary erosion control measures and site
stabilization,.

Sanitary Sewer: Contractor will provide a private sanitary sewer main onsite for
service to the ROV building. Public and private sewer lines serving the buildings are
to be designed in accordance with city of San Diego sewer design guidelines utilizing
materials and installation techniques for public sewer mains according to regional
standard drawings and green book specifications.

Work within the public right-of-way will require permits and traffic control measures,
as well as work by City forces for inspection and connections to City mains.

Landscaping, Irrigation, and Site Work: Contractor shall provide an independently
controlled irrigation system, separate from that controlling the existing buildings
remaining on site. Contractor shall provide safe-off, selected demolition, and repair to
the irrigation systems serving the existing buildings remaining on site to allow them to
function independently of the ROV irrigation system. The ROV irrigation controller
shall be sized adequately to allow the future connection of the Parking Structure B
irrigation system to the ROV controller. Irrigation master control valves are to be ina
normally closed condition.

Existing drive entrances, two (2) from Chesapeake Drive, are to remain, and one(1) is
to be relocated to align with Chesapeake Court. Contractor shall install one (1)
additional drive entrance from Chesapeake Drive and complete all associated
encroachment permit work required within the public street.

Contractor includes new monument signage at all drive entrances.

Contractor shall remove the chain link fence at the property line between the COC
campus and the Chesapeake expansion, and shall install new, non-scalable chain link
fencing along the east and west property lines north of the COC. Contractor shall
install new decorative fencing, matching that at the COC, along Chesapeake drive
between the existing buildings remaining on site. Contractor includes motorized gates,
matching those at the COC at each drive entrance.

Paving and Surface Improvements: all concrete pavement work, concrete flat work
and curbs within the vehicular circulation areas shall be constructed to city of San
Diego regional standard drawings, and green book standard specifications for public
works criteria. Estimated site the vehicle improvement sections should be consistent
with those pavement sections specified for the COC site improvements. Final payment
cross sections shall be based upon soils engineer’s R-value tests, and final
determination of required traffic indexes (TI's). All parking spaces shall be either
labeled “Visitor” or “Reserved”. All “Reserved” spaces shall be sequentially
numbered.
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Exterior Lighting:

2.8.1

2.8.2

283

284

2.8.5

Building Entrances: Building entrances and soffits shall be illuminated with
recessed fluorescent downlights.

Exterior lighting serving the ROV building shall be circuited to, and
controlled from, the main electrical room located in the warehouse.

Sidewalks: Pedestrian lighting shall be provided adjacent to walkways in
accordance with the landscaping solution developed as part of Paragraph 2.7.
These fixtures shall be consistent with those provided at the new main COC
Overland campus.

Exterior lighting shall include pole-mounted luminaires, consistent with those
specified for the COC site, to illuminate all parking, driveways, walkways,
points of ingress/egress, and landscaped areas per IES recommendations.
Building-mounted directional luminaires shall be used to illuminate the truck
docks.

Contractor includes site furnishings including tables, umbrellas, trash cans,
and ash urns, as specified for the COC site.

Off-Site Improvements: The necessary off-site improvement work will include the
new driveway entrance and the necessary sidewalk, curb, gutter. ADA curb ramps,
road base and bituminous asphalt replacements at Chesapeake Drive as required to
allow construction of the Project. This work will be completed in accordance with the
City of San Diego requirements. An allowance for all off-site improvements is
included in Section 10.0 of this specification.
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FOUNDATION / SUPERSTRUCTURE

3.1.  General: Vertical and lateral load resisting capacity will be provided as required by
the applicable building codes.

32. Foundation: Foundation and slab on grade will be designed in accordance with the
recommendations noted below. Grading

3.2.1.

3.2.2

3.23.

3.24.

3.2.5.

3.2.6.

Earthwork should be observed, and compacted fill tested by representatives of
the geotechnical engineer. Developer will be responsible for the cost of
geotechnical testing and inspection.

Grading of the site should commence with the removal of existing
improvements, vegetation, and deleterious debris. Deleterious debris, if
encountered, should be exported from the site and should not be mixed with
the fill. Existing underground improvements within the proposed building
areas should be removed and the resulting depressions properly backfilled in
accordance with the procedures described herein. Existing surface
improvements including asphalt pavement and concrete curbs and walks to be
removed in this phase should be recycled or reused in accordance with
applicable city and County of San Diego guidelines.

Portions of the undocumented fill should be removed and replaced with
properly compacted fill within the area of the planned structure. In addition,
the existing materials should be undercut a depth of at least 3 feet below
planned foundations and below the concrete slab-on-grade and replaced with
properly compacted fill. The removals should be measured from existing
grade or from planned foundation elevation, whichever results in a deeper
excavation.

The removals for the foundations should extend a lateral distance of at least
the depth of removal outside the foundation. The minimum lateral removal
distance should be 5 feet outside the planned building area. The actual extent
of removals should be evaluated in the field by the project geotechnical
engineer.

In the planned parking areas, the upper 3 feet of the existing grade or finish
grade elevation, whichever results in a deeper excavation, should be removed
and replaced with compacted fill. The removal depths can be limited where
formational materials are encountered.

Excavated soil that is generally free of deleterious debris and contamination
can be placed as fill and compacted in layers to the design finish-grade
elevations. Fill and backfill materials should be compacted to a dry density of
at least 90 percent of the laboratory maximum dry density near to slightly
above optimum moisture content as determined by ASTM Test Method
D 1557. The upper 12 inches of fill beneath pavement areas outside the
building structure should be compacted to a dry density of at least 95 percent
of the laboratory maximum dry density near to slightly above optimum
moisture content.
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Import fill (if necessary) should consist of granular materials with a “very
low” to “low” expansion potential (EI of 50 or less) free of deleterious
material or stones larger than 3inches and should be compacted as

recommended above. The geotechnical engineer must be notified of the -

import soil source and will perform laboratory testing of import soil prior to
its arrival at the site to determine its suitability as fill material.

Foundations

33.1

33.2.

3.3.3.

3.3.4.

3.3.5.

3.3.6.

A portion of the ROV building can be supported on shallow foundations
bearing in properly compacted fill. Foundations for the planned structures
should consist of continuous strip footings and/or isolated spread footings.
The remainder of the ROV building will be supported on cassions embedded
a minimum of ten feet into native material.

Continuous footings should be at least 12 inches wide and extend at least 24
inches below lowest adjacent pad grade. Isolated spread footings should have
a minimum width and depth of 2 feet.

Steel reinforcement for continuous footings should consist of at least four No.
5 steel reinforcing bars placed horizontally in the footings; two near the top
and two near the bottom. Steel reinforcement for the spread footings should
be designed by the project structural engineer.

The minimum reinforcement recommended herein is based on soil
characteristics only (Elof 50 or less) and is not intended to replace
reinforcement required for structural considerations.

The recommended allowable bearing capacity for foundations with minimum
dimensions described herein is 2,000 psf for footings bearing in properly
compacted fill. The allowable soil bearing pressure may be increased by an
additional 500 psf for each additional foot of depth and 300 psf for each
additional foot of width, to a maximum allowable bearing capacity of 4,000
psf for footings. The values presented herein are for dead plus live loads and
may be increased by one-third when considering transient loads due to wind
or seismic forces.

Foundation excavations should be observed by the geotechnical engineer prior
to the placement of reinforcing steel to check that the exposed soil conditions
are similar to those expected and that they have been extended to the
appropriate bearing strata. If unexpected soil conditions are encountered,
foundation modifications may be required.

Concrete Slabs-on-Grade

34.1.

3.4.2.

Interior concrete slabs-on-grade for the buildings should be at least 5 inches
thick. As a minimum, reinforcement for slabs-on-grade should consist of No.
4 reinforcing bars placed at 18 inches on center in both horizontal directions.

Due to the planned fill left in place and the existing differential fill depths,
some. cosmetic distress should be expected within the concrete. The
Contractor includes an increased amount of steel reinforcement and the
spacing of the crack control joints.

3-2

3-107



3.5.

3.6.

3.7.

Chesapeake Expansion — Registrar of Voters
Core & Shell Outline Specification

San Diego, CA.

October 10, 2011

3.43. The concrete slab-on-grade recommendations are based on soil support
characteristics only. The project structural engineer should evaluate the
structural requirements of the concrete slabs for supporting equipment and
storage loads.

34.4. Concrete slabs on grade should be underlain by 3 inches of clean sand to
reduce the potential for differential curing, slab curl, and cracking, Slabs that
may receive moisture-sensitive floor coverings or may be used to store
moisture-sensitive materials should be underlain by a vapor retarder placed
near the middle of the sand bedding. Contractor assumes that the entire ROV
office and warehouse areas will receive vapor retarder. The vapor retarder
used should be specified by the project architect or developer based on the
type of floor covering and storage anticipated. The vapor retarder design
should be consistent with the guidelines presented in the American Concrete
Institute’s (ACI) Guide for Concrete Slabs that Receive Moisture-Sensitive
Flooring Materials (ACI 302.2R-06).

3.4.5. To control the location and spread of concrete shrinkage cracks, crack control
joints should be provided. The crack control joints should be created while the
concrete is still fresh using a grooving tool, or shortly thereafter using saw
cuts. The structural engineer should take into consideration criteria of the
American Concrete Institute when establishing crack control spacing patterns.

The ROV structure consists of exterior precast shear resistant concrete tilt-up panels
and structural steel interior floor with a composite concrete filled metal deck, and
structural steel roof framing. A floor live loading of 80 Ibs. per square foot (reducible
per the applicable building codes) plus 20 Ibs. per square foot partition allowance, will
be used in designing typical office floor slabs.

Roof Structure will consist of a panelized wood roof consisting of steel girders and
steel truss joist with wood purlins decked with structural grade plywood decking.
Design of the roof structure will be 12Ibs/sf dead load, 20/1bs/sf live load (reducible),
except for areas supporting the roof mounted packaged air handler units serving the
office areas. These areas will require increased structural framing, metal decking, and
concrete fill.

Smoke hatch/skylights: 4’ x 8 smoke hatch/skylight units will be installed in
sufficient quantity so that the area of the units installed is equal to two percent (2%)
of the total roof area. These units will be mounted on 2” x 10” wood curbs complete
with appropriate cant strips and flashing.
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VERTICAL TRANSPORTATION

4.1.

4.2.

Elevators: One (1) hydraulic passenger/freight elevator will serve the second floor of
the office portion of the building.

Capacity: 3,500 pounds
Speed: 125 fps '
Travel: 14°-0”

Stops: Two

Finishes: Terrazzo floor, stainless steel wainscot and front panel, wood panel walls
above wainscoting, six-panel reflective ceiling with recessed down lights.

There will be one (1) flush-mounted control panels in each car. A speaker/telephone
will be installed in each car for emergency communication. Doors shall be bi-parting.
A door opening mechanism will be designed for manual operation in the event of
power failure. Hoistway entrance frames and doors are to be stainless steel. One
elevator cab will be supplied with wall padding hooks and pads for protection during
use as a service/freight elevator.

Stairs:

All exit stairs will be metal stringers with concrete filled metal pan treads and
landings and metal risers. All exposed stair elements will be painted. Treads will be
sealed, exposed concrete. .

Roof access will be provided in one exit stair landing via ship’s ladder with required
fall protection, transfer landing, and hand rail extension at the roof level.

Metal pipe guardrails will be provided at all walls, landings and the outside edge of
the stairs other than at the central stair. All exposed guardrail elements will be painted.

A central, architecturally enhanced stair will extend from the main lobby to the second
floor of the ROV office area. Contractor shall include an allowance for the main lobby
stair enhancements.
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5.0 ENVELOPE & EXTERIOR MATERIALS

5.1

52

53

54

ROV Building: The envelope and exterior materials shall be tilt-up concrete and glass
storefront. The entire east elevation, and the office area facades at the north and south
elevations shall be integrally colored, medium texture sand blasted tilt up panels
resembling the pre-cast concrete panels employed at the County Operations Center.
The remaining portions of the north and south elevations and the entire west elevation
of the building exterior will be standard grey concrete tilt-up panels, painted with two
(2) coats of paint. The paint scheme will include four colors. Interior and exterior
panel to panel joists will be sealed with caulk.

The major building entrance directly to the office will be at one location on the south
elevation of the building. The building fagade at the ROV office areas will consist of
concrete tilt-up panels, and glass and aluminum storefront and door system, including
false windows in the warehouse tilt-panel walls. Material ratios are as depicted in the
building elevations included in the document list. Aluminum thresholds will be
provided at exterior doors. Major building entrances will be protected from rainby a
decorative canopy above the doors.

Perimeter concrete tilt-up panels will be used to conceal mechanical equipment at the
roof. The parapet height of the concrete tilt-up panels is as depicted in the building
elevations included in the document list.

Building soffits will be cement plaster over metal lathe and metal stud framing.

Contractor includes 145 linear feet of decorative trellis at the south and east elevations
of the ROV building, The trellis design will include tube steel supports and overhead
tube steel frame. Tube steel posts will be encased in concrete to ten feet above grade,
and finished to accent the warehouse exterior walls. Trellis will be lighted. The trellis
is to be open. A roof is not required. The trellis will be similar to that provide at the
COC campus.

Warehouse area: Three (3) dock-high loading bays with automatic dock levelers are
required. Two (2) grade level roll-up doors 10°w x 12’h are also required.

Exterior man-doors will be 3’-0” x 7°-0” hollow metal doors set in hollow metal
frames with appropriate hardware and weather-stripping, spaced around building
perimeter to meet local exiting Code requirements. All exterior man-doors will be
protected from rain by a drip guard installed above the door.

Insulation and Moisture Control: All exterior walls and spandrel glass areas adjacent
to conditioned spaces, will be insulated between metal studs or aluminum mullions to
meet R-11. Roof systems shall meet R-15 or better. Waterproofing will be installed at
all below-grade exterior walls and at elevator pits.

Roofing: Contractor will install a single-ply PVC roofing membrane system at the
office buildings and warehouse.

Roof system will include a ten (10) year manufacturer’s No Dollar Limit warranty.
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Roof areas will slope at a minimum of %4 per 12” to exterior downspouts emptying
onto concrete splash blocks. All downspouts, flashings and roof edge fascias will be
galvanized sheet metal. The roof will slope a ridgeline oriented in the north —south
direction and centered in the structure, to perimeter roof drains at the east and west
elevations.

All roofs and flashings will be warranted by the manufacturer with a 10 (ten) year, no
dollar limit, guarantee. Guarantee shall be transferrable at no cost.

The roof system will be complete including required flashing reglets and copings. All
roof areas will be drained with interior downspouts and overflow drains daylighting at
building soffits or on grade at the building exterior. Roof slope will be as required by
the manufacturer’s warranty.
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6.0 INTERIOR FINISHES
6.1 Scope of Base Building Finishes:

6.1.1

Office interiors:

a.

Core area walls facing the building exterior are to be covered with
gypsum board, taped and sanded and ready for paint. All other tenant
area metal stud framing, gypsum board, taping and sanding, including
the inside face of exterior walls, is to be installed as a part of tenant
finishes.

Thermal insulation installed at exterior walls and spandrel glazing is
included in the core and shell finishes.

Interior walls: Demising walls between warehouse and office areas
are acoustically insulated, non-rated walls.

Wood doors: interior doors shall be 3°W x 7°H solid core stain grade
wood. Provide silencers and door stops at all doors.

Finish Hardware: Provide commercial quality hardware, Schlage,
Corbin, Yale heavy duty, or equal.

Drinking fountains: provide electric, chilled water drinking fountains
outside of each restroom.

Spaces are finished as fdllows:
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Area Floors Walls/Base Ceilings __Light Fixtures Others/Remarks
Main Entry Lobby Temazzo Temrazzo base, glass and aluminum Painted articulated gypsum | Recessed down lighting | Decorative rail at
store front, wood panels and fabric board open to the second and omamental pendent | second floor balcony
wallcovering, floor . fixture uplighting
Central Stair Temazzo Precast Terrazzo treads and risers, Drywall hardlid Combination of sconces | Stainless steel and cable
- paint and recessed down railing,
lights
1* Floor Elevator Temazzo Terrazzo base, wood panels and Painted articulated gypsum | Recessed down lights;
Lobby fabric wallcovering, board to maximum height | wall sconces; and/or
of 10>-0” A.F.F. fluorescent light coves
Exterior Tenant Decorative Paint, aluminum storefront Plastered soffits and Exterior downlights in
Entries concrete decorative steel entry soffits, wall mounted
Canopics. sconces at door ways.
Elevator Equip Room | Sealed Fire taped gypsum board; rubber Exposed structure Ceiling hung fluorescent
Concrete base with wire guards
Main Telephone and | Sealed Drywall hardlid Ceiling hung fluorescent | In warchouse
Electric MPOE concrete with wire guards
Room
Telephone and Resilient Drywall hardlid Ceiling hung flucrescent | In warehouse
Electrical Rooms flooring with wire guards
Janitor Room Resilient Fire taped gypsum board, water Exposed structure Ceiling hung flucrescent | Mop hooks and utility
flooring resistant panels adjacent to service with wire guards shelf
sink/rubber base
Exit Stairs Sealed Painted/Rubber Base at floor Exposed structure and Surface mounted Painted metal stairs
concrete metal | landings painted underside of stairs | fluorescent with acrylic | handrails and guardrails;
pan filled covers ship ladder roof access
treads & mid-
landings;
sealed
concrete floor
landin,
Upper Floor Carpet Paint; wood paneling Painted articulated gypsum | Recessed down lights;
Elevator Lobby board to maximum height | wall sconces, and/or
of 10’-0” AF.F. fluorescent light coves
Toilet Rooms Ceramic tile Full-height ceramic tile to match 2x2 acoustic tile and Recessed down lights Factory enameled
over thin set floor at all walls; fuil height walls. prefabricated light coves and fluorescent cove ceiling hung toilet
over vapor partitions; accessories,
barrier sloped stone vanities; mimors
to drain. over vanities; Use low
profile metal deck and
recessed slab without
recessing the structural
steel.
Shower/Locker Ceramic tile Full-height ceramic tile to match 2x2 acoustic tile and Recessed down lights Include at the 1* floor of
Rooms over thin set floor at all walls; full height walls. prefabricated light coves and fluorescent cove the ROV office only.
over vapor
barrier sloped
to drain.
6.1.2 Warehouse Area:
a. Include one (1) men’s restroom with one (1) urinal and two (2) wall

mounted toilets, and two (2) lavatories;

and one (1) women’s

restroom with three (3) wall mounted toilets, and two (2) lavatories,
centrally located within the ROV warehouse area.

b. Office area walls facing the interior of the warehouse building will
include 4x4 windows in each office, and painted drywall. All other
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tenant area metal stud framing, gypsum board, taping and sanding,
including the inside face of exterior walls, is to be installed as a part

of tenant improvements.
c. Thermal insulation installed at exterior walls including behind opaque
spandrel glazing is included in the Base Building Finishes.
d. Spaces are finished as follows:
Area Floors Walls/Base Ceilings Light Fixtures Others/Remarks

Major Building None, Entry through office area. None. Entry through

entries office area.

Open Warchouse Sealed Painted concrete tilt panels White, light reflective Ceiling hung high-bay Columns painted to six

Area Concrete scrim fluorescent feet above floor.

Main Electric Room | Sealed Fire taped gypsum board; concrete Drwall, paint Ceiling hung fluorescent | Serves Officearea also

Concrete masonry/rubber base; with wire guards

Main Telephone Sealed Fire taped gypsum board; concrete Drwall, paint Ceiling hung fluorescent | Two (2) 4 x 4 sheets of

Room concrete masonry/rubber base; with wire guards plywood backboard per
floor for telephones;
Serves Office area also

Janitor Room Sealed Fire taped gypsum board, water Drwall, paint Ceiling hung fluorescent | Mop hooks and utility

concrete resistant panels adjacent to service with wire guards shelf
sink/rubber base
Toilet Rooms Sheet vinyl FRP panels at wet walls only; paint; | 2x4 acoustic tile 2x4 lay-in fixtures and Stainless steel floor
full keight walls surface mounted mounted toilet
fluorescents partitions; accessories;
composite vanities tops;
mirrors over vanities
6-3
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SPECIALTIES

7.1.  Automatic Emergency Defibulator (AED) System: An AED will be installed in the
corridor leading to the restrooms at each floor, and within the ROV warehouse area.

7.2.  Fire Extinguishers and Cabinets: Recessed fire extinguisher cabinets and
extinguishers will be provided in the office areas, as required by code and the
authority having jurisdiction. Surface mounted extinguishers are to be installed in the
warehouse areas. Quantity of extinguishers and cabinets provided is for the shell
building condition only.

73.  Mail Equipment: One mail kiosk with overhead weather protection, lighting, and
fifteen (15) 5” H x 6 3/8” W x 15” D letter boxes will service the ROV area.

74.  Trash compactor: No compactor is provided. This development is intended to use
trash bins. One masonry trash enclosure with metal gates and weather protection will
be located to the east of the ROV building.

7.5.  Signage: The shell ROV signage system includes the interior and exterior code
required signage. Contractor includes all code required signage required for approval
of the core and shell condition by the Authorities Having Jurisdiction. Contractor
includes an allowance in Section 10.0 for building identification, monument signage,
and exterior vehicular and pedestrian directional signage.

7.6 Security System: A combination of surveillance cameras and card access controls at
primary building entrances, elevators, and interior doorways will be provided to
control primary points of office building and warehouse access.
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8.0 MECHANICAL

8.1.  Plumbing:

8.1.1

System Description: The plumbing system will be engineered by others.
Contractor will furnish and install a complete and operational plumbing
system for the Project including:

Connections: Contractor will connect domestic water, sanitary sewer, storm
drain, and gas to the services that have been extended to the building under
the “SITE DEVELOPMENT” scope of work. All vaults, meters, valves, etc.,
as required by code and local agencies will be provided.

A complete sanitary soil, waste and vent system will serve core plumbing
fixtures, equipment drains, mechanical room drains and future tenant
plumbing.

Floor drains will be provided in each toilet room and equipped with an
approved trap primer.

Storm Drainage: Storm drain system will serve drainage from roofs, decks,
canopies, planters, surface parking, and exterior areas. All drainage discharge
shall comply with current stormwater pollution prevention control
requirements.

Domestic Water: A complete cold and tempered water system will be
provided to serve core plumbing fixtures, mechanical equipment make-ups,
and future tenant plumbing. Tempered water will be provided complete with
water heaters located as necessary to provide tempered water for janitor’s
sinks and lavatories at 105°F.

All hot water piping will be insulated. All piping systems will be flushed and
tested. Stop valves will be provided at each fixture, and unions and isolating
valves will be provided as required for an easily serviceable system.

Reclaimed Water: Reclaimed water piping will not be provided.

Natural Gas: Contractor shall provide all natural gas system piping from the
point of connection at a street level meter and service extension (to be
provided by others) to the roof mounted boiler. Contractor shall provide
trenching and backfill as required for the utility service extension to be
performed by the franchise utility.

Wet Columns: In addition to the rest room riser system, two (2) wet columns
will be extended to the upper most floor of the ROV office area for future
tenant improvement service connections. Each wet column will consist of a
four-inch (4”) waste, a four-inch (4) vent, 1 %” cold water stub-outs and 1”
valves for future tenant plumbing connections at each floor.
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h. Fixtures: Fixtures will be good quality commercial fixtures. Water closets

and urinals will be wall hung. Urinals will be waterless type. Lavatories will
be under counter hung, with low flow automatic fixtures.

Hose bibs: One (1) hose bib will be provided with quick-coupler connections
at two hundred foot intervals at the ground level at each elevation of each
building; two (2) hose bibs will be provided at the roof level of the office
area; and four (4) hose bibs will be provided at the roof level of the
warehouse. ‘

Electric water coolers: Will be provided on each floor at the toilet room area
and will be good quality commercial fixture with one (1) high and one (1) low
water cooler at each location.

Fuel Oil System (add alternate bid item): Contractor to provide Fuel Oil
storage and piping system to support the emergency generator. System shall
include the following:

Above Grade Piping: Double-contained, ASTM AS53, Schedule 40, black
steel, welded with all supports and fittings.

Below Grade Piping: Double-contained, NUPI Smartflex with all supports
and fittings. .

FUEL OIL STORAGE TANK: Double-wall, fiberglass Reinforced Plastic
(FRP), Underground Storage Tank to accommodate 12,000 usable gallons
availability to the generator (tanks will be approximately 15,000 gallons).

Provide system complete with all pumps, valves, alarms, leak detection,
seismic restraint, test, and adjustments, record drawings, guarantee, and
controls to ensure a complete operating system.

Fire Protection Sprinkler System: A complete fire protection sprinkler system shall be
designed, furnished, and installed by Contractor in accordance with the requirements
of NFPA 13, the City of San Diego, applicable codes and referenced standards.
Design and installation is based on “ordinary hazard” occupancy at the office
buildings with maximum head coverage as required by code. The systems will be a
wet pipe type system. The warehouse coverage density shall be assumed to be 0.6
GPM/FT? for preliminary pricing evaluation purposes. The actual density shall be
determined at a later date through a commodities classification report performed by a
qualified fire protection consultant.

8.2.1
8.2.2

823

8.24

Fire department connections at the building exterior as required;

Semi-recessed heads centered in tiles in finished areas receiving lay-in
acoustic tile ceilings and fully recessed flush heads with pop-off covers in
hard lid ceilings; and

Brass heads in tenant areas or shell building areas with unfinished ceilings. In
tenant areas heads will be installed with the core and shell work at the
elevation of the sprinkler system main, ready for drops to finish ceiling height
as part of the tenant improvement work.

Warehouse Building Automatic Fire Prevention Sprinkler: A complete
Automatic Fire Prevention Sprinkler System designed to provide protection in
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accordance with N.F.P.A. requirements and local jurisdiction regulations will
be provided. For Proposal purposes, Contractor has assumed that adequate
water flow and pressure is available at site.

83 Heating, Ventilation, and Air Conditioning:

83.1

83.2

General: The HVAC system will be designed by others. Contractor will
furnish and install the core and shell building heating, ventilation, and air
conditioning system servicing the intended use of the building with capacity
and provisions for future tenant areas. The HVAC system shall be designed,
installed, and maintained to function in accordance with the latest standards
and recommendations of: ASHREA, NFPA, UMC, Energy Conservation
Standards Title 24, and the UBC.

Design Criteria (office areas):

Temperatures: The HVAC system will be capable of maintaining a summer
inside temperature of 78° F, at an outside temperature of 91° F db and 68° F
wb and an winter inside temperature of 70° F db at an outside condition of 32°
F db based on Title 24 0.5% climatic conditions for Zone 7. The assembly for
exterior glazing is to be equal to or better than U=0.77 with balance of
exterior wall assembly insulated to R-11, all as required to obtain LEED
Silver certification. Roof assembly shall be R30 or better.

Design and installation will comply with current ASHRAE and SMACNA
guidelines and standards and the 2007 CBC, 2007 CPC, and 2007 CMC
(including City of San Diego adopted amendments to same).

Electrical Loads: Watts per usable square feet as follows

Area Lighting Receptacles

Offices 12 1.5
Lobbies 1.5 0.5
Corridors 0.6 0.2
Warehouse 0.6 0.2

In computer, telephone, and other temperature sensitive areas, the mean room
temperature shall be maintained at 68 degrees, and never greater than 73
degrees Farhenheit. Supplemental 24-hour cooling will be supported by
dedicated “Liebert” style units and will be provided under tenant
improvement work.

Occupancy Loads: 100 useable square feet per person in office areas, and 500
useable square feet per person in warehouse areas (per .Title 24 for office
spaces)

Ventilation: Minimum outside air ventilation rate will be 20 cfm per person,
maintaining a minimum air circulation of 1 CFM per square foot. All office
areas shall receive a minimum of six air changes per hour.

Duct Design: Medium pressure duct system from each air conditioning unit
will be routed the full length of the building located in a position to ease
future connections. Sound mitigation measures will be incorporated into the
design to ensure that noise levels are maintained within the more restrictive of
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ASHRAE office design standard requirements, or not greater than 55db on the
“A” sound scale, 50 db on the NC curve, or 58 db on the third band frequency
(250 cycles).

Zone/VAV parameters: Future tenant area design is to be provided under the
tenant improvement work and to be based on: Perimeter zones will on the
average be 900 square feet per terminal (including comer zones) and interior
zones will on the average be 1500 square feet per terminal. The VAV
terminal units, reheat coils, and secondary distribution in the tenant spaces
will be provided under Tenant Improvement work.

Office Spaces: Two roof mounted variable air volume air handler units will
serve the office building, providing redundant service to each floor. The
equipment serving the office areas will be located on the warehouse area roof,
which will require additional structural support, metal decking, and concrete
fill per section 3. Conditioned air from each air handling unit will be
transferred to floors, through shafts, and to the future tenant improvement
spaces via ceiling-mounted duct loops, which will add flexibility to
accommodate future tenant improvement modifications.

Separate future Tenant Improvement (TI) contracts will provide branch ducts
run from the main distribution ducts (duct loop) to the future VAV boxes,
duct runs from the VAV boxes to the diffusers and grilles, thermostat wiring
for VAV box control, etc. on each level.

Shell Building Core Areas: Under the shell building scope of work, ceiling
mounted VAVs with reheat coils will provide recirculated and ventilation air
to each occupied core space. Ventilation air will be provided through the
main air handling units.

Ceiling mounted VAVs with reheat coils will also provide cooling and
heating through the common area and core utility spaces.

Heating System: A dedicated roof-mounted hydronic heating hot water boiler
and pumps shall be provided to support the ROV building’s heating
requirements. The system will include boiler, pumps, chemical treatment,
controls, floor isolation valves, and pipe supply and return lines located to
ease future connections. A vertical loop connecting the two floors shall be
utilized. Variable frequency drives (VFD) will modulate the speed of the
heating hot water pumps as required to satisfy the real time heating demand of
the building.

Toilet Exhaust System: Toilet room exhaust and janitor closet exhaust will be
handled by a single roof-mounted exhaust fan for each restroom stack to serve
these rooms on each floor, manifolded together to. evacuate all of the toilet
and janitor rooms throughout the building during the occupied periods only.

Temperature Control System: Provide complete system in conjunction with
the Energy Management and Control System specified herein.

Energy Management and Control System (EMS): - Building will include a
complete microprocessor based, open protocol, native back-net, direct digital
control energy management and control system will be provided for
programmed start-stop, night set-back or set-up, demand control, duty cycling

8-4
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and optimized start-stop. The control system will include a Tridum Jace
control interface to allow open protocol communication. The system will
monitor and control (start/stop/status/alarm) all mechanical units, major toilet
exhaust systems, fresh air ventilating systems, water pumps and space
temperatures, outside air temperature and building power. The system will
include a central processor unit, operator’s terminal, printer, CRT and all
necessary data gathering panels, remote sensors, cable, software, and other
appurtenances required for a complete system. The EMS will allow secured
internet initiated tenant override of night set-back or set-up for afterhour’s
usage by the tenant. Tonnage usage will be monitored and tabulated by the
central processor allowing billing of after-hours usage to the tenant. The
EMS will be fully compatible with the EMS that is currently installed in the
rest of the County’s buildings. Such that remote access to the control systems
of the buildings can be accomplished from any County facility’s control
center(s).

. Other Cooling Requirements: Elevator machine room and electrical rooms
with heat producing devices, based on 24 hour operation. Maintain
manufacturer required minimum and maximum operating temperatures.

. Other Ventilation Systems: Will be provided for storage rooms, telephone
equipment rooms, mechanical rooms, etc. requiring ventilation.

. Training: The building manager(s) will be properly instructed in the

operation and maintenance of all systems and equipment and will be provided
with complete operation and maintenance manuals.

. Ductwork and piping insulation: External wrap insulation will be provided.

Fire/Smoke Dampers: Fire/Smoke dampers and access panels will be
provided at all penetrations through fire separations as required by the
regulatory agency.

Test and Balance Instructions: The piping and duct systems shall be tested
and balanced to provide proper distribution and the piping systems shall be
cleaned, flushed, and initially treated. A water treatment system will be
provided for the closed core water system.

Enhanced Commissioning: Contractor will provide enhanced commissioning
as a part of its LEED certification.

System shall meet all LEED requirements for measurement and verification,
indoor air quality, refrigerant management, energy efficiency, and water
efficiency. Provide LEED documentation as required.

. Warehouse Building Heating, Ventilating, and Air Conditioning: The building
will be conditioned to maintain a maximum temperature of 85°F by utilizing
high efficiency packaged rooftop heatpump units. The system shall also
include mechanical ventilation at a rate of one (1) air change per hour of
filtered supply air, utilizing rooftop mounted supply fan units. The air will be
discharged via wall mounted louvers with gravity dampers. (Equipment
rooms will be ventilated with exhaust fans interlocked with the fire protection
pump equipment.)
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9.0 ELECTRICAL

9.1

9.2

General

9.1.1

9.1.2

The electrical system will be designed by others. The Contractor will furnish
and install a core and shell building electrical system as required for the
intended use of the building and by all governing codes.

The core and shell electrical systems will serve the site, and core and shell
building areas, and will be expandable to accommodate the future tenant
areas.

Office Service and Distribution:

9.2.1

9.2.2

9.23

9.2.4

Intent: it is intended that the existing buildings remaining on site will be
served by existing electrical services. The ROV building will be served
independently from the existing buildings, and will not be served by the 12kV
electric service present on the COC site. Electrical service will be provided by
the serving utility located within Chesapeake Drive. A new electrical service
and utility transformer, fed from Chesapeake Drive will be installed by the
utility provider. Contractor shall perform trenching and conduit installation
required for the transformer, primary and secondary electrical service
extension.

Shell Main Switchgear: Furnish and install a complete building power
distribution system from a utility company provided electrical service
(480Y/277V, 3 phase, 4 wire) and pad-mounted transformer located adjacent
to the site. The electrical installation shall be complete from the utility
transformer to the main electrical switchgear and shall power all equipment,
switches, circuit breakers, etc. throughout the shell/core areas to supply power
to heating, ventilation, air conditioning (shell/core areas only), lighting,
convenience outlets, elevator equipment, parking equipment, fire pumps, and
other items identified by this outline specification as being part of the
shell/core electrical system. Contractor includes trenching and conduits for
the primary electrical service from the point of connection at the street to the
transformer. Primary conductors will be installed by the franchise utility.

Shell Distribution: Core and shell distribution for lighting and convenience
power shall be provided in all areas being finished as part of the shell
construction, i.e., mechanical equipment, elevator equipment, restrooms,
lobbies, telephone rooms, service corridors, etc. Shell Panelboards: The
Contractor shall provide all 480Y/277V  panelboards, 208Y/120V
panelboards, lighting control panels, and 480 to 208 volt transformers as
required to serve shell/core areas. Panelboards, and panelboard feeders shall
include twenty percent (20%) spare capacity for future loads above and
beyond the standard leasehold requirements.
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Shell Transformers: Transformers shall be copper wound, low noise, and
Energy Star rated. All distribution overcurrent protective devices shall be
fully-rated circuit breaker type. Transformers shall include twenty percent
(20%) spare capacity for future loads above and beyond the standard
leasehold requirements.

Shell Capacity: All electrical service and distribution equipment shall be sized
to provide a minimum of 20 percent (20%) spare usable physical space within
gear and electrical rooms, and 20 percent (20%) spare electrical capacity.

All conductors, bussing, transformer windings shall be copper.

Shell Load Densities: The main electrical service design shall accommodate loads for
the shell/core and future tenant improvement as follows: two (2) watts per rentable
square foot for lighting, six (6) watts per rentable square foot for convenience power,
and twelve (12) watts per rentable square foot for HVAC and miscellaneous loads.

Office Lighting

9.4.1

94.2

943

9.4.4

9.4.5

9.4.6

94.7

94.8
9.4.9
94.10

9.4.11

Emergency lighting consisting of selected fixtures and exit lights with integral
90-minute battery units shall be provided in the stairwells, corridors, egress
paths, and all other public areas and equipment rooms as required to provide
1FC of average illumination.

For fixture types by area, see interior fixture schedule in section 6.
Stairwell lighting shall provide 10FC of average illumination with one (1)
fluorescent wall mounted fixture with acrylic lens at each floor and mid-

landing, as a minimum.

Utility lighting in equipment rooms, storage rooms, etc. shall provide 10FC of
average illumination with ceiling hung fluorescent fixtures with wire guards.

Main lobby lighting and elevator lobby lighting shall provide 40FC of average
illumination with a combination of decorative pendants, recessed compact
fluorescent or HID downlights, and fluorescent strips in coves.

Service area lighting shall provide 20FC of average illumination with surface
mounted fluorescent fixtures featuring acrylic lenses, except where ceilings
are acoustic tile; fluorescent fixtures in acoustical tile ceilings shall be
recessed 2’x4’ direct/indirect type.

Restroom lighting shall provide 10FC of average illumination with a
combination of fluorescent strips in coves and recessed compact fluorescent
downlights.

Exterior site lighting is described in Section 2.

All fluorescent fixtures shall feature high-efficiency energy saving ballasts.
Elevator pit and shaft lighting as required by code.

Lighting controls: The Energy Management and Control System shall
interface with the Lighting Control Panel (LCP) to operate the exterior, main

9-2
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lobby, elevator lobby, parking, and tenant area lighting. All controlled
lighting circuits shall be routed through the LCP. Interior lighting shall be
controlled by occupancy sensors or local LCP override switches during
normal business hours. Site and exterior lighting shall be controlled by the
photocell/timeclock integral to the LCP.

Equipment Connections

9.5.1

9.5.2

All electrically powered louvers, grilles, smoke-fire dampers, magnetic door
holders, elevator equipment, plumbing, fire protection, mechanical, security,
equipment, etc., shall be powered and connected as required.

The Contractor shall provide all connections for elevators in the various
equipment rooms.

Miscellaneous Power

9.6.1

9.6.2

9.6.3

9.6.4

Miscellaneous use duplex 120V receptacles shall be provided in equipment
rooms and storage areas.

Receptacles shall be provided for maintenance, any special equipment, in
corridors, and in lobbies at no more than 50 feet intervals.

Receptacles for telephone equipment, configured as two (2) duplex
receptacles, each on a dedicated circuit, shall be provided in the Main
Telephone Room.

Dedicated 20 amp, 120V branch circuits shall be provided to the following
components: irrigation controllers, fire alarm control panel, elevator pit and
machine room, boiler control panel, security system equipment, etc.

9.6.5 Miscellaneous power in tenant spaces shall be provided under the tenant
improvement scope of work.

Emergency Power

9.7.1 Contractor shall provide permanently installed 1500kW emergency generator

with below-grade fuel tank sized to provide 96 hours of full-load operation
(approximately 12,000 gallons useable volume). The generator shall be
located outside of the office/warehouse building in a masonry enclosure,
complete with controls, alarms, and all other appurtenances necessary for a
complete and operational system.

Voice and Data Raceways and Distribution

9.8.1

9.8.2

Intent: The Office/Warchouse shall have a dedicated telecommunications
service and Main Telephone Room.

Horizontal voice and data cabling distribution, provided as a part of the tenant
improvement scope of work by Others (Tenant), shall feature plenum rated
cable assemblies routed to conduits stubbed from the voice/data junction box
to above the accessible ceiling level. A 4” conduit shall be provided from the
main telephone room to each remote telephone room. A 4” conduit shall be
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provided from the main telephone room, and from each remote telephone
room to the adjacent tenant improvement areas.

Raceways to all voice/data outlets required to satisfy the building core and
shell requirements shall be provided. This includes telephone service to the
property line with two (2) lines for the fire alarm/life-safety system (one (1)
primary and one (1) secondary) and one (1) line for the Energy Management
and Control System.

Voice and data cabling systems for the tenant improvement shall be by Others
(Tenant). .

Fire Alarm System

9.8.5

The Contractor shall provide a complete UL listed, fire alarm system
compliant with the minimum requirements of the Code. Note that future
Tenant Improvement (Office/Warehouse) spaceshall share a common system
with the Core/Shell.
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ALLOWANCES

The following allowance amounts include all labor and materials, insurance, bond, fee and other mark-
ups required to represent a complete and comprehensive price. The following allowances are included
in Contractor’s proposal.

1

Hazardous materials abatement required for the demolition of the existing
structures on site.

Off-site improvements.
The allowance for Off-site Improvements is further defined below:

a. Driveway entrances curb, gutter, handicapped ramps, and associated
improvements requiring an encroachment permit for work within the
existing street are considered on-site work, and are therefore not

included in the Off-site allowance.
b.

Signage: monument, site directional, building identification, LEED

ROV tenant improvements:

Including: interior signage, appliances, manual shades at perimeter
windows, audio visual systems, sound masking systems, demountable
private office walls.

Excluding: workstations and private office furnishings, telephone and data
cabling,

Contractor shall assume that the tenant improvement area (excluding the
building core areas) includes approximately eighty percent open office area,
and twenty percent hardwall areas including private offices, storage rcoms,
break rooms, mail rooms, etc.

The ROV tenant improvement allowance includes a cable tray system at the
first and second floors. The cable tray shall encircle each floor of the
building, mid-way between the tenant hardwall offices and the building
perimeter and shall connect to the telephone/data rooms on each floor.

The ROV tenant improvement allowance includes a walker-duct system at
the ground floor. The walker duct shall encircle the floor mid-way between
the tenant hardwall offices and the building perimeter and shall connect o
the electrical room on the ground floor.

Site Furnishings: tables, chairs, umbrellas, trash cans, ash trays

10-1
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6 Security Systems $
7 Other: $
8 Other: $

$

TOTAL AMOUNT OF ALLOWANCES:

ALTERNATES

The following alternate amounts include all labor and materials, insurance, bond, fee and other mark-
ups required to represent a complete and comprehensive price.

1
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CLARIFICATIONS AND EXCLUSIONS

The following describes the areas of clarification and items not included in the shell building
proposal:

11.1Clarifications

11.2

11.1.1

The emergency generator is included in the ROV core and shell office budget.

Exclusions

11.2.1
11.2.2

11.2.3

11.24

11.2.5

11.2.6
11.2.7
11.2.8

11.29

Trash Compactor.

Development fees or fees charged by the City, or other governing agencies
and utility providers, due to the development and construction of the Project
and/or connection to the utility; for reduction of existing capacity due to the
addition of the project or the costs to increase same; assessments charged in
lieu of taxes; etc. This includes, but is not limited to, sanitary sewer
connection, gas service extension, public water system connection, electric
utility connection, school fees, traffic fees, etc.

Archeological surveys, excavation, preservation or removal of artifacts (if
any), including schedule extensions related to it.

Tenant signage of any type including structural support, lighting and electrical
provisions for same.

VAV boxes in tenant areas are excluded from the Core & Shell, and included
in Contractor’s Tenant Improvements allowance.

Pre-action sprinkler systems (if any) as may be required by tenant(s).
Artwork or sculptures.

Workstations and office furnishings are excluded (provided by Developer).
Demountable partitions (glass wall) is excluded from the Core & Sheli, and
included in Contractor’s Tenant Improvements allowance.

Workstation furniture, office furnishings, demountable partitions.

11.2.10 All tenant area metal stud framing, furring, gypsum board and finishes

including columns in tenant space and inside face of exterior wall.

11.2.11 Relocation service and move management.

11.2.12 Testing and Inspections.

11.2.13 The following “soft cost” allowances are excluded by Contractor, and shall be

included in the projects Furniture, Fixtures, and Equipment (FF &E) budget by
Developer.

Food Service Equipment
Fitness Equipment

11-1
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Furniture and Storage Systems
Relocation and Move Management
Lab Equipment -

Audio Visual and Telecon Equipment
Graphics and Signage

Public Art

Vehicle Maintenance Equipment

12-2
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120 DOCUMENT LIST

1. SD County Operations Center and Chesapeake Expansion drawings, prepared by RIC
Architects, dated September 6, 2011, sheet Phase 2C.

2. Conceptual plans of the Annex site and improvements, prepared by RIC Architects, dated
October 12, 2010, sheets 01 through 11. (Note that these plans were prepared anticipating
the ROV building to be constructed a different location, and including the HHSA office.
These plans are intended to demonstrate the conceptual column bay spacing, office core
area layout, and tilt panel detailing. Though the building size has changed, and the HHSA
office is no longer a part of the proposed improvements, these plans do still express the
design intent of the ROV warehouse and office improvements.)

3. Topographic plan, “888-ALTA1-20verlay-OPTA” and “888-ALTA1-20verlay-OPTB”,
prepared by Latitude 33 Planning and Engineering, undated.

END OF OUTLINE SPECIFICATION
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Date of Report: 8/28/11 Opinions of Probable Costs DRAFT

Kearny Villa Center
9225 and 9255 Chesapeake Drive
San Diego, California
!:: Recommendation mml . I""RI g:sl: vz.:{‘x Yzj:_;; ?::: vze:;: Year s | Year 6 Year 7 Year8 Year9 Year 10 Totals

e e——
v A STTE S eyt s R A R AR RN

1 |Replace damaged asphelt paving. SF
2 |seaimat and stripe the parking areas and drive lanes, 2 110,000 | SF $0.17 $18,700
Provide code required hand ralls at the exterior stalway
3 |adiacent to Suite A at the 9225 Bullding, 2 1 || wao $3,000
Pravide for the removal and replacement of conarete walkways
4 that have seitled around the bulldings. 2 1 LS 35,000 3_5'300
Subtotal 7,200 0 %0 $0

B STRUCTURALIR NI SR A
Selsmic strengthening for purpases of mitigating earthquake

damage loss Is not considered necessary, and may not be

economically justified for the bulldings. However, selsmic

strengthening In the form of an upgreded wall anchorege
system would reduce the potential for future earthquake

5 |obmage, and should be evaluated In context with insurance, | = | 3%V7° S| %S0 $15,087 $15,087
pperationa!, and tenant considerations. Although not currently
required by code or dity ordinance, the addition of continuity
tie straps at all glulam splices would reduce the potential

selsmic damage
]
Subtotal 0 0 0 15,087
iiso Lo BUILDINGIEXTERIOR G S0 OISR RIS 3 £ TR SRR S R
Provida for inspection and wet sealing of the windows an!
6 |om 2 $3,000 $12,000
$0
Subitota 0 000
at DS ROOFING ik siisaabidid e i G I o S/ i it AR ARV A A R RS AR e s RN RN
7 [9225: Remove and replace the roof membrane. SF $79,751
8 [9255: Remove and replace the roof membrane. SF $56,037
9 ::ozﬁs: Remove and replace the existing skylights when the 2 12 EA $1,200 $14,400 . $14,400
10 m Remove and replace the existing skylights when the 2 a en | s1,200 $4,800 $4,800
Subtotal] 94,151 $0 | 360,837 $0 $0 30 $0 0 30 $0] $153,967 |
Raling:
1 - Cade/Safety
2- Repalr and Maintenance Confidentlal Client Material
3 - Capital Expenditure ] Bullding Analytics
4 - Modemizationimprovernent
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DRAFT

Date of Report: 8/28/11 Opinions of Probable Costs
Kearny Villa Center
9225 and 9255 Chesapeake Drive
San Diego, California
Tt Recommendation Vews | Yars | vews | vears | vars [ Yews [vemrio [T,

E:BUILDINGINTERIORS 1128
11 |provide for drywall repalrs In the electrical room.

$500

2017 2018 2019

Subtota

st

500

oin i For LIMITED; DISABLED-ACCESS:REVIEW
Provide an additional disabled accessible parking stall, This

St p e RiaRERnY

30

1 code required dearances. This work will require the relocation

12 |work can be complated as part of the paving repairs listed 41,500
above.
Provide 10 Inch kick plates at tenant entry doors. 10 $500 45,000 $5,000
|Provide for modifications to the existing restrooms to meet
|ADA requirements, The existing restrooms do rict provide the 7 EA $10,000 $70,000 470,000

_‘O_fﬂ'ﬂ‘-

Subtotal

9225¢ Replam roftop packag alrmndlﬁon!ag and heat
pump units thathavem thelr rated serviceable life

kg

$2,000

500

$42,000

arunaHisPLUMBING SYSTEMS sy 98

15 [expectancy. There are seven units dated 1987 to 1998 for a
tota! of 21-tons and five units dated 2000 to 2009 for a tot2! of
16-tons.
9255: Replace packaged airconditioning units dated 1993 and
16 |1996 In Year One for a tota! of 14.5-tons and two 5-ton units in 245 | Ton $2,000 449,000 $20,000 $69,000
Year 7 for 10 tons,
Both Bulldings: Mount the air-conditioning units on treated
17 [1eepers set on mineral pads that are anchored for selsmic. 16 | EA 300 $4,800 44,800
— $0 |
Subtotal| 55,800 $0 $0 $0 0 $0 [ $20,000 | $32,000 ] $0 $0 |_$147,800
ot : St 3R AT : o ; 23]

S ERELLSARARA

Both Bulldings: Provide selsmic shut off valves on the gas
services to eath bullding for 2 || w2 42,500
9225: Provideaswelwvermthemd box at the west drive
19 {oniry. Lid Is missing and poses a trip hazard. 1 |8 & $150 $150
$0
Suhtotal 650 $ $0 0 0 650
I ELECTRICALISYSTEMSY i ; L R R RO R SRS
Both Buildings: Thermosean the ele:tﬂal mum-meter
20 [ erds o o thaoeeyear 2 [ea| 20 $2,400 $2.400 $2,400 $2400 |  $g,600
9225:; Repa!rtheopenmrlngwndklononmmorwheresm
21 | conui has separated and wiring 15 , : |g) mm $200 $200
— $0
Subtotal €00 $0 g0 g24001 30 $0  $2.400 $0 $2,400 00
Rating:
1- Code/Safety
2 - Repalr and Maintenance Confidential Cliant Material
3 - Capital Expenditure Buiiding Analytics
4 - Modemizationfimprovement
20f3



Date of Report: 9/28/11 Opinions of Probable Costs DRAFT
Kearny Villa Center
9225 and 9255 Chesapeake Drive
San Dlego, California
Recommendation | Rating l Qty. |Unit Y;:;: Vear2 Y;:g \;‘:;: V;:;; V;:::

2 vaamefnrpmvldlnuaﬂresprlmbrwsmmm
bulld This Is an upgrade.
Anowaweprmvmnqammpiaeﬂmdaﬂnsysmmwlm

23 [smoke detectors, pu!ls!a!lons,homsandsb'oheslnbom q 30,500 | SF

bullding. This is an upgrade.

KV ER TICALTTRANSPORTATION i B i
Not applicable,

N R — —
o e SPECTALSYSTEMS (Lt bbbt
Not appliceble.

e MiZPUBLIC RECORDSREVIEW K i b st s

Not le.

B A S e
TOTALS BY YEAR
TOTALS

%2R TOTALS BYIRATING 3t

T

CONTINGENCY @ 10%

9€1-€

25 R e
GRAND TOTAL 705,237
Rating:
1 - Code/Safety
2 - Repair and Maintenance Confidential Client Material
3 - Capita! Expenditure Building Analytics
4 - Modamization/improvement 3013
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CHESAPEAXE PROPERTY:
RETA (2) OF (%) EXISTING BUILDIGS

i. PPROBAYION WORK PROJECTS
2, SHERIFF TRANSPORTATION DISPATCH
3. GHERFF FLEET! \TOR
4. SHERIFF WRELESS INSTALL

» SHERZF WIRELESS RADIO SHOP

ROV BULONG \

 ROVPROCESSING § STORAGE
ROV OFFICE

» OGS MAL BERVICES

- FLEET SERVICES V/.
2, DGSOPERN /
Pussia
D - TAX COLLECTOR
- 4 RECORDER
2 - RECORDER
3 & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
204 POLL YN CONTRD, DISTRIET
4.
* (TOBE
DETERWNED)
CENTRAL PLANT
S G
AND. 2
cP
T MEOKCAL .
2. ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 5585
¢ R
. M
« COMMUNITY HEALTH [VECTOR) V i
Q
S
SHERIFFB DATA &
SERVICES \\\\\
S
COMMUNICATIONS S
FACLITY
EMERGENCY ~a
COMMAND CENTER ALEN
| S
I .
| * 5580
——————
(]
— - ~
<
.
o (TOBE DETERWNED)
» AUDITOR (PROCESSING CENTER)
2 PURCHASINO & CONTRACTING
o CAMPUSTNERS®
« PROPERTY MXAGER/SECURTTY
o SHERIFF JMS TRANDIO
3 g
& GENBRAL SERVIES
o (FOBE CETERVHED)
1. MENTAL HEALTH
+ CREDIT
HEALTH
L PURUCWORLS
. £D
4, PARKS & RECREATION
PUSLIC GUARDUAN/ ADMCNISTRATOR
\TOR

re———e

. SITE; SQUARE FOOTAGE: :
COC SITE 37.200 acros
CHESAPEAKE SITE 312,165 5F

7.466 acres

ZPARKING!SUMMARY: :
PARKING STRUCTURE ‘A' 1,820 SPACES
oot | PARKING STRUCTURE B-1 1,500 SPACES
PARKING STRUCTURE ‘82 1,118 SPACES
: T SURFAGE {North of Hazard Way) 420 SPACES
SURFACE (South of Hazard Way) 439 SPACES
wase BUSES 10 SPAGES
we |0 mmme TALEPACES PROVIDED 5321 SPACED,
e ey +TOTAL'SPACES REQUIRED 4,950 SPACES
3 HH3A MEDICAL CARE ADMIN
» {70 8E DETERMGNED}
4 PROBATION ADMSKISTRATION
MEDTAL SEAVICES
[ ———— | A
O WAY I AWMUETER LAS [ha3H] exisTiNG TO REMAN
« LAFCO | A‘ISANDIEGOHENCALEXMNERANDFORENSICCENTER
. BN ;i ﬁm [_]uase 1a- conrreren
PHASE 18 « IN CONSTRUCTION
AW
° PHABE 2A - PENDING ACQUISITION OF ADJACENT PROPERTY

2

1 GIORAGE

RJC ARCHITECTS

Al ENTERPRISES

REAL BSTATE GROUP
101102011 | SUMMARY
OCCUPANT SUMMARY
o o 20 AT PHASE 2 COMPLETION

County Operations Center
& CHESAPEAKE MASTER PLANNING

8EL-E




EXHIBIT D
PROJECT SCHEDULE

[See Attached]
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0

Activity Orig | Rem | Early Start | L Finish

cesrpn o | oo G e e o)
Phase 1A Hazard Way C&S, TI & FF&E Complete 0 0 21JUL11A S o S R 2 A Hazard Way cap. TIA FFEE Compiets - -
Phase 1A Complete 0| 0 21JUL11A 1 — @fasofiA Compiote + S o
Sub Completion Phase 1B Core & Shell 0| o 14JUN12 o o " 4 Sus Conlosin Prsse 18 Chro & snalf
Phase 1B Bldg 203 FF&E Complete 0 0 08JUL12 Lo I | 4pPrase 18 Bl 203 FFAE Gomplets |
Phasa 1B Conference Center & Cafeteria Complete 0} o0 01AUG12 " PRaso!18 Confoiencq Center &:Cazl:w Coriplotadp | Lo :
Phase 1B Bidg 204 FF&E Complete 0|0 20SEP12 |1 lenisoiBep2dtFriECompld | - 1 . | !
Phase 1B Complete o |0 01NOVA2 ' ' @ Phase 10 Compets |

F1000 |Forecasted New Bullding #201 FFE so* | 0 | 02SEP10A | 12NOV10A WFgrocasted ing 2201 ;-'Fs :
F1010 |Forecasted Substantial Completion Building #201 0 0 30SEP10A @Fofecnsiad Complation Bulltnh #2601 . Lo
F1020 |Forecast B201 Ready for Partial Occupancy oo 3DSEP10A 4 © dFojcastazit or Partal Oceupandy ¢ ! s
0 S IR I AR o
F2000 |Forecasted New Building #202 FFE 37* | o | 02SEP10A [ 250CT10A | ;. ERFospcastsd New [uldidp w202 FFE | Lo Lo
F2010 |Forecasted Substantial Completion Building #202 0 0 30SEP10A .o . 4pFotecasted Sub: Conpletion Bulding 202+ . T
F2020 |Forecast B202 Ready for Partial Occupancy 0| o0 30SEP10A : @ Fofocast 6202 Rfaay for Pastial Ocoupandy - H Vo
F2025 |Parking Structure Forecasted Completion 0] o0 14DEC10A C mesm o Horochsted Cod SR
DF3HWA_|County/BKM Salvage Prior to Demo Hazard Way A 9 | 0 | 220CT10A | 0SNOV10A * Icqumey/aKaA Satfage Pror to Demo Hazsfd Way A ¢ L
] DF3HWB_|County/BKM Salvage Prior to Demo Hazard Way B 10 | 0 | 250CT10A | 19NOVI0A ©  HcpuntyBrn SvegaiPriot to Demo Hazerd Way B! v
|| __DF3010_|County/BKM Salvage Prior to Demo Building 15 9 | 0 | 08NOVI0A | 12NOV10A | . T IckuntyieKM vior o Dmo Botding 15 T
DF3020 |County/BKM Salvage Prior to Demo Building 2 9 | 0 | 08NOV10A | 19NOV10A o | Icpumy/Biih SefagelPrict o Demo Budng 2 - Lo
DF3150 |County/BKM Salvage Prior to Demo Buiiding 1 9 | 0 | 0BNOV10A | 19NOV10A : Lchuny/ai SaagelPriot to Demo Buldng ¢ S
D ' . o : '
F3HWB |Forecasted Demo Hazard Way B 0 0 | 22NOV10A @ Foredastait Do Hazerit Wey B | ' :
F3150 _|Forecasted Demo Building 15 0 | o | 20NOV10A ' @ Forscastsd Dfvo Euicing 16+ : Lo
F3070 |Forecasted Demo Building 9 0 0 13DEC10A Foracasted futidng ! ) o
F3010 [Forecasted Demo Bullding 1 0 0 | 14DEC10A Focdcasthd Buldng 1, ! ' v
F3020 |Forecasted Demo Building 2 0 | 0 |-27DEC10A . Fospceslod fomolBuiding2 | ; . Do
F3HWA [Forecasted Demo Hazard Way C 0 | 0 | 22FEBH1A ' @ Forscasti Deino Hazard Way C Lo
G117 |Phase 2 Chesapeske Remodel FF&E & Move Complete 0|0 16JUL1Z | phaso} Cresapouso Rombat Frac alfova Compito® © | 1 L 1 |
(]__G116__(Phase 2 ROV FF&E & Move Complete o [0 24SEP13 Lo ; T { 2ROV FFBE B Wdve Compieto@p | |
] G113 [Phase 2 Core & Shell Complete 0|0 15JAN14 : oo } Prasod Corpa SralCorpisie@p |
4 G100-5 |Phase 2 Bldg #205 FF&E Complete 0 0 20MAR14 Co ' Phasa 2 Bidg #205 FFAE Ce o
'} G1006 |Phase 2 Bldg #208 FF&E Complete 0 0 17APR14 p ! ! Phaso}2 Bidg £206 FFAE Completadp |
| G114 |Phase 2 Parking Structure B Complete o]0 17APR14 : : {Phade 2 Barktig Stiuctufo B Comploto |
1 G115 |Phase 2 Move Complete o] o 15MAY 14 o C Phaso 2 Move Conpiotodp
Department Relocation Schedule Co Co P Lo
el ; : Lo A .
DR1030 |General Services (B2 to 202-4) 2 | 0 | 150CT10A [ 170CT10A : w4 | Lo Do
1 DR1105 |DEH-Occupational/Radiology Health (HWB to 201-1) 3 | 0 | 210CT10A | 220CT10A : fology Hoath (HWR10 2001)  © Do
l DR1040 |OAAS (B2 to 201-4) 3 | 0 | 220CT10A | 240CT10A ! Co s Co
4 DR1110 |AIS (HWA to 202-3) 3 | 0 | 220CT10A [ 240CT10A : : Lo
DR1015 [Sheritf JIMS (B1 to 202-2) 3 | 0 | 290CT10A | 310CT10A : IGnbrit IS (B1fo 2002). . . :
el Sheet 2 of 23



g

Early Start | L. , Finish

Activity Activity Orig
D Description

(v
=
g8

e e e s e e e e e

DR1035 |Security 1D (B2 to 202-2) 290CT10A | 310CT10A

DR1080_|Vet (B4 to ME) 290CT10A | 310CT10A N A B Y 1C 7Y ) SRR R
DR1080_|Sheriffs Data {12 to 202-2) 290CT10A | 310CT10A S emmosofedes o | o |
DR1085 |Library (B15 to 202-1) 290CT10A | 310CT10A o R I T o Co ;

DR1115_|Electronic Security (B6 to 202-2) 290CT10A | 310CT10A R T R
'f DR1000_| AWM Standards (B1 to 202-4) 05NOV10A | 07NOV10A A S R 10
-l DR1020 [Sheniff SID (B1 to 201-3) 05NOV10A | 07NOV10A U B ™

05NOV10A | 07NOV10A o L R
07FEB11A | 0OFEB11A : Lo o

| DR1025 |Public Works (B2 to 201-3)
i DR1100 |DEH - Vector (HWC to ME)

20JULTIA | 22JUL1MA
“20JUL11A | 28JUL11A
29JUL11A | 28JUL11A : ; Do
28JUL1A | 28JULMA S BRI R D afu- e b @sohwe
20JUL11A | 28JUL11A CL o S Co 33 to HWH .

DR1055 |AWM - Meter Lab (B3 to HWA)
DR1065 |Farm & Home Advisor (B4 to HWA)
DR1005 |AWM Standards (2024 to HWB)
DR1010 |AWM - QC Lab (B3 to HWB)
DR1045 |AWM - PD (B3 to HWB)

X 1

28JUL11A | 29JUL11A oL T R
20JUL11A | 20JUL11A Co o Lo
16NOV11_| 18JANT2 S IR B
02JuL12 | 08JUL12 o Co Co

DR1050 |AWM - Admin (B3 to HWB)

DR1085 |AWM-IPC (B17 to HWC)

DR1101 |Edgemoor Records (Bidg 6 lo offsite loc)
DR1070. |DPW Materials Lab (B5 to 9255)
DR1075 |Sherriffs Radio (B5 to 9255/9225)

'
T T
1 1 1 '

0 1 [

E ' ) . ".(Blégel:ooff;ib )

o Lo v : mm(ﬁgﬁ
02JUL12 | D8JUL12 S B N © JsnehitsRedh (85 1o '
DR1094 |DPW Storage & Strest Light Div (B16 to 9255/3225 02JUL12 | 06JUL12 T | - opweemeas T T — ;

I N PN S S Y B 1 CY B B LS I DR O E D S ) ER E R AR
m-o‘a“xsab&hﬁoooooqoooooooooog

DR1098 | Sheriffs Prisoner Trans (Bldg 6 to 9225) 02JUL12_ | o8JUL12 N ! Msm cafugboszn) 1| L [
DR1099 |DGS BME & Electric Shop (Bldg 6 to 9225) 02JUL12_ | 08JULT2 SR "DESBMES s
DR1145_|DGS Shops (BS to 9225) 02JUL12_| 08JUL12 R A bs (86 to 1225)
DR1102 | Sheriffs Fleet Administration (BIdg 12 to 9255) 02JUL12 | 16JuL12 Do | snenms metad Co
DR1146 _|Survey Depariment Move (B5 to B201) 09AUG12 | 15AUG12 B ;swvayf SEEEE

D5NOV10A | 07NOV10A . R C U logH-HRTTTl M

DR1140 |DEH - HIRT (TT to ME) 3 o : : . !
'l DR1120 |DEH Admin (TT to 201-1 & 2) 3 | 0 | 04FEB11A | OGFEB11A b e | oenaamgrTdootian 0 | L :
'] DR1130 |Parks & Rec (Offsite to 201-4) 3 | 0 | 11FEB11A | 13FEB11A s Co DL | ks &Rel OmMm 2014 | Cor :
] DR1125 |AIS Veterans (Ofisita to 202-3) 3 | 0 | 25FEB11A | 27FEB11A R S © | isvetadds (ot 2629y T ;
r 1BF125 | County Relocation of Existing Collins Tenant 67 | 67 | 260CT11_| 02FEBI2 B R oty Reotatod f Exang Colin fenart
%|_CR1120 DPW Sign Shop (Annex to 203 2nd Floor) 2 | 2 | o7JuLiz | o08JUL12 : : : | DPWSgnghop x2S prdFloog] | 1) :
‘| DR1105 | Department Moves to 203 20 | 20 | 02AUG12 | 29AUG12 C . R ! Hdepament Moves 15200
| DR1107_|Department Moves to 204 20 | 20 | 23AUG12 | 20SEP12 s C o L Do ipap:méw&m'mzola
§ DR1085 ROV Processing & Storage (Annex to ROV) 1M | 11 | 10SEP13 | 24SEP13 , : o R © ROV ing & Storege (Anexto ROVIE :
DR1097 |DGS Mail Services (Annex to ROV) 11 | 11 | 10SEP13 | 24SEP13 T T T T [ O%S MeiSéiogs (Ahnaxio ROV ;
DR1103_{Dept Moves to Building 205 20 [ 20 | 21MAR14 [ 17APR14 . Con Co Co {1 Dotiadves th Buldng20H
© o Ofpt Moves to aim;zm}l

DR1104 |Dept Moves to Building 206 20 | 20 | 18APR14 | 15MAY14 v Co B Co :

P O A

1

.
v
'
s
' . . ' . ' ' . [ . ' . ' : 1
'
0
'
.

1AC085 |Prepare CD Plans to 75% 0 | 12DECO7A | 13FEBOSA Pripasd CO; Prans 0 75%, Co : ; ; ;
1AC075 [Submit 75% CD Pians to County/Esgill 0 0 | 11FEBDBA @ Submit 75% CI Pians to County/Edgd . . : .
1AC100 |1st County/Esgill Plan Check 25 | 0 | 14FEBOBA | 17MAROBA 15t Gounty/Esgil Pian Check ! I C R [
1AC105 |Respond to 1st County/Esgill PC Comments 10 | 0 | 18MAROBA | 13JUNOBA WResppnd £ 15t County/ESgil C Chmmpnts | Vo o Lo

Sheet 3 of 23
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Activity Activity Orig | Rem | EarlyStart | & Flnish ; .

D Description Dur | Dur -EIDLﬂﬂ I I 29]Qg | N 20L1Q [ I Zﬁl‘l [ ZD|12_|__|_20|13_|__2C‘.1.4.[
1AC110 {2nd County/Esgill Pian Check 22 | 0 | 16JUNDBA | 15JULOSA - WerdCouyEsgiPanChock : o A —!
1AC115 |Respond to 2nd County/Esgill Plan Check 10 | 0 | 16JULOBA | 25JULDBA ¥ ‘IRespond ta éleE-nB Ptan Check * : o N !
1AC120 |3rd County/Esgill Plan Check 5 | 0 | 26JULOBA | 0BAUGOSA :lsrecmwamam;cm o Co R C :
1AC125 [Respond to 3rd Building PC Comments 22 | 0 | O7TAUGDBA | OBSEPOSA iﬁesmm to 3rd Building AC Comménts . L .
1AC175 |Update Pricing with All Comments 5 0 | 02SEPOBA | 08SEPOBA \ 1Updatp Prichavdﬁull [ o o !
1AC080 |Prepare & Submit GMP #1 Proposal 5 | 0 | 09SEPOSA | 12SEP0BA ; 1prepd 'swmt GMP # Proposal Do ' ™ .
1AC085_|Negotiate/Approve GMP #1 Contract 10 | 0 | 15SEPOBA | 29SEP0SA . " INegghatutapplove BMP(#1 Contict Lo v i
1AC045 | Execute GMP Contract 0 | o 20SEPDBA ' @bacsoMiCommd | | o N
1AC130 |Issue Building Permits 0 |0 29SEPOBA ¢+ @lssho Bulding Pemits : ] o o T
1AC220 |Client Design Services 20 | 0 | G2JUNDBA | 13JUNDBA " ICaont Dusfgn Servics . D S B

| 1AC230 [SDGAE Review & Approval 20 | 0 | 16JUNDBA | 14JANDSA : X : . Co

§ 1AC260 |SDGBE HP Fitting Procurement™*N/A™ 130 | 0 | 03SEP0BA | 03SEPOBA : : o s Co

I 1AC255 |Invoice Processing 70 | 0 | 270CT08A | 03DECOBA t : L : Lo
1AC250 |SDGAE Pipe / Fittings Procurement 80 | 0O | OADECO08A | OSFEB0OSA T — -
1AC240 |SDGRE Bid & Award 20 | 0 | 15JANDSA | 13FEBOSA BsoGee s Aqerd | o s v
1AC280 |[Trench & Install HP Gas-P.Structure Frontage 25 | 0 | 23FEBOSA | 23MAROSA .| Wrrench & instod v GwPShwa Fronizge Co . .

| 1AC270 [Trench & Install HP Gas-Famham Frontage 0 | 24MARD9A | 16APRO9A | Wregen 8 vt op Gas.Farmnar Fronogs Lo N

§ ROEL Construction Co. ! ; : o o v

-l 1AC170X [Construction and Commissioning 248*| 0* | 010CTO8A | 25SEPO9A M B HE
1AC180 |Construction & Commissioning Summary (cd) 360*| 0* | 010CTOBA | 25SEPD9A : g ) o .
1AC170 |Construction & Commissioning Duration (wd) 260 0 | D1OCTO8A | 25SEPQ9A ; £ Comy ! ' : .
JAC200 |Temporary Gas to ME Buiding 0 | 0 | 15APRO9A b ME Buld : : P Co

1ACMOG5 [Power Available to ME Building 0] o 09JUNO9A oble o ME 8 : . ; N
1AC180_|Central Plant Commissioning 81 | 0 | 02JULO9A | 31AUGOZA W Gon Prast Commissionjag Lo N
1AC210 |Chilled Water to ME Building (Pre-Commissioning) 0 | 0 | 23JULDIA @ Chiled Wator to ME Buldifg (ProComnsiorng) .+ | 5{ —

Phase 1A - Office Buildings : ' Lo . .
:“ 5%*1:-":.‘"- it .:m LTI G : : : : 2 : ‘ ' 5

| 1A0005 |Prepare SD Building Plans 50 | 0 | 18FEBOBA | 10APROBA Beropere SOBlaing Plams | | Lo P S

d 1A0015 |Submit SD Plans to County 0 | o | 11APROBA @ Submit 5D Fana Jo Cunty’ : Vol Lo oo Do
1A0020 |County Review SD Pians & Budget 10 | 0 | 12APRO8A | 12MAY0BA WCaunty,RovlwED Pidns & Bumget © | Do o Lo Co
1A0010_|Confirm SD budget 10 | 0 | 19APROSA | 12MAY08A MconimSDbudget | 1 | 1 - : Do : o
1AOMO25 |County Approval of SD Plans & Budget oo 12MAY0BA @ County Aprovel of SD Plans § Budgat | | : N T T
1A0050 |Prepare CD Plans to 75% 34 | 0 | 0BJULOBA | 18AUGOBA lﬁewacdm‘mmL o ' s P :
1A0060 |Confirm CD Budget at 75% 15 | 0 [ 18AUGOBA | 12SEPDBA © WContimCOBudgotat 78k ¢ : R Do '

] 140100 |15t County/Esgill Plan Check 15 | 0 | 19AUGDBA | 20AUGOBA o l%@wmma S Coa Co P

¥ 1AD105_|Respond to 15t PC Comments 20 | 0 | 02SEP0BA | 30SEP0BA ¢ % HResjond}o 1stPCLomments | o ‘ Co

glJAouo 2nd County/Esgill Plan Check 15 | 0 | 010CT08A | 0SOCTOSA . BendCoutvEimn Greck ) . : T

] 1AC075 [Submit 75% CD Budget to County 1 | 0 | 030CTO8A | 030CTO8A o1 lsubinn75% CD Budgettn County { P Dl Lo
1A0115 |Respond to 2nd PC Comments D | 0 | 100CT08A | OSNOVOBA .1 BRespondto2naC Cmments C o Co Co b

(0 1A0120 |3rd County/Esgil Plan Check (GMP Bid Set) 5 | 0 | 0BNOVOBA | 12NOVOBA ' IaniColmyEagiiPlanChetk (GUP BASH | N s Co
1A0140 |Bid GMP Set 15 | 0 | OBNOVOBA | 09DECOBA o WgdGMPSer | Lo v Vo S Vo
1A0125 |Respond to 3rd PC Comments 5 | 0 | 13NOVOSA | 21NOVOBA "+ IRpspand to3ra PC Cpmmenis: o R T T
1A0120-1 |4th County/Esgill Plan Check (GMP Bid Sef) 5 0 | 24NOVOBA | 0SDECO8A v I mcowwmucm«sweu Sel) ¢ Lo Co !
1A0230 |Stee! Sub Bid Period 2 | o | 09SEPOBA | 19SEPOBA © " ol b Farod . o . :
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Activity Activity Orig |[Rem | EarlyStart |t Ainish ,
> Oeserton our | ou S |
1A0240 |Review Steel Packages / Prepare Bid Analysis § | 0 | 22SEP0BA | 030CTO08A -+ IRovbw Stoel Pockages | Prepare8id Analypis . R . -
1A0260 |Award Structural Stee! Sub-Contract 1 | 0 | 0S0CTO8A | 08OCTOBA ¢ lawsnd Stucture! Stoel ub-Centract ! Co - Co :
1A0250 |Review & Approve Structural Steel GMP 5 | 0 | 100CT0BA | 100CT08A . [Reviews ApproveSrufurolSiediGMP | 1 — R
1A0265 |Structural Stee! Shop Drawings 80 | 0 | 170CTOBA | 20FEBOSA Do iructurel Stes! §hop Drawings, P Cod N o
1A0220 |Prepare & Submit GMP Proposal (1-16-09) 25 | 0 | 10DECOSA | 16JANOSA | MPropemn & s..‘mm Proposal (1-18-09) . Co N Lo
1A02156 |VacateBldg10-MovetoRemadelBldgSSee B10-9015N/A 16 | 0 | 01JANDSA | 01JANOSA = vwemqmo;wmwmmaa{u.m;mr Lo I R
1AOM080 |Negotiate/Approve GMP Contract 7 0 19JANDSA | 27JANOSA . |INepotiatesAgprove GMP Cdntract : ' : ~
1A0210 | Building #6 Remodel 14 | 0 | 26JANDSA | 20FEBOSA T | WeldngfoRembas . - T T ; ;
1A0245 |Board Meeting (1-27-09) 1 | 0 [ 27JANOSA | 27JAND9A , Board Meotiog (12708) S Co Lo L
1A0270 |Lowe Prepare GMP #4 Proposal 5 | 0 | 27JAND9A | 29JAND9A ¢+ i | howe Prepero GMP 84 Proposar : S Do Lo
1A0255 |County Issuance of Bonds 14 | 0 | 27JANOSA | 02MAROSA Tt | Mcouny satancd of Bonds b : ; Co
1AOMD45 [Execute GMP #3 Contract (1-27-09) 0| o 27JANDZA 1 MpExocudo P g Contact (12105 . ' Do
1A0280 |County Review & Negotiate GMP #4 10 | 0 | 30JaND2A | 0BMAROSA ' WCounty Roview f Negotae GMP &1+« PR . ; R
1A0130 _|Issue Buiiding Permits 7 | o | 0sFEBGSA | 05FEBOSA : lisin B Py © 1 [ Do o B
1A0200 |lssue Demo Permit 1 | 0 [ O5FEBOSA | OSFEBOSA : lssue Obmo Pemt | | | Do Lo Lo L
1A0205 |Alt Re-Route Feed for Bldg From Under 201 & 202 9 | 0 | 11FEBOSA | 27APROBA © 10| EBARe-Rouq Fost orBdg From Under 201 afaz | 1 L Lo P
1A0235 _|Building #8 Abatement & Demo 10 | 0 | 12FEBD2A | 04MAROSA 1+ | EBuing s Abatoment & Demo - Vo Lo Co
] 1A0275 [Fabricate Structural Steel 0 | o | 17FEBOIA - | @Fabricats Stclurai Steel _ — I B
4 1A0235-1 Building #9 Cooling Tower Relocation 15 | 0 | 24FEB0OYA | O7TMAROZA I8uididg #9 Cooling Towet Retication | Lo : o
A 1A0M050 |Execute GMP #4 Contract [ 08MARO9A : iExecute GMP 14 Contréct ' Do ' -
| 1A0285 |Pave Area @ Build #8 6 | 0 | 03SMARO9A | 16MAROSA Do IPevonea @ Buiass - - g Do : : o
1A0170 |C&S Construction, Bidgs #201 & 202 (excl demo) 395" | 0" | 16MARDSA | 30SEP10A L 72018202 (Gl dome) | Co
1A0225 |Demo Building #10 20 | 0 | 16MAROSA | 10APROZA s . . T
1A0170-1 |Phas 1A Shell & Core Construction Bldg #201 396° | 0" | 16MAROSA | 30SEP10A Do bnsictonBiZgeedt | | s
1A0170-2 |Phas 1A Shell & Core Construction Bldg #202 381" 0" | 0GAPRO9A | 30SEP10A P ueton Bidp ¢ R IR
1A0180 |County Vacate Buildings #N-20 9 | 6 [ 0aJUNDBA | 16JUNOSA Do R Cor <
1AT170 |Ti and FFE Construction, Bldgs #201 & 202 214 | 0* | 04JAN10A | 02NOV10A Lo Bupivatiazoz | . | Lo
180190 |Phase 1A - Demo Exist Blds 1, 2, & 15 35 | 0 | 20NOV10A | 2BJANT1A ! ExistBids 1,281 « . v
180225 |Demo Exist Bldg 9 15 | 0 | 13DEC10A | 28JAN11A Co mo B A Lot Do
1A0025 |Prepare Des. Dev. Plans 50 [ 0 | 13APROSBA | O7JULOBA 'MlProgare Des. Dev. Pians o v . Lo D
1A0035 | Confirm DD budget 20| 0 | 12JUNDBA | 25JULOBA " Mcommpdbuget | c 1 : Lo - o
1A0040 |Subrmit DD Plans & Budget to County 0 | 0 | 07JULOBA . dpSubma po Plans & Butgst o County L IR
1A0045 |County Review DD Pians & Budget 20 | 0 | 08JULOBA | 07AUGDSA © MCounty Roviow DD Piins HBudget * : I - —
] 1AOM035 [County Approva! of DD Pians & Budget o] o 07AUGOBA EOerm}ma?ononméW ; X : — Lo
Office Tenant Improvements GMP S Lo : ' ; o Do D
i &il.:um-t.v o "!*,:H: A ! N [ - ! :
1AT055 |Tenant Improvement Programming 68 | 0 | 12DECO7A | 25MAROBA N Yons)t imp Programm o , N P :
1ATO05 |Prepare SD Tl Pians 30 | 0 | 26MAROBA | 28MAY08A —Pkpaée SQTPlans. | :l . . Lo o Lo
1AT020 |County Review SD Pians & Budgst 22 | 0 | 29MAY0BA | 07AUGO8A . IllCouny{Roviow Sb Pians &lBusget | N RN
1AT010 |Confirm SD budget 10 0 02JUNDSBA | 13JUNOSA - Iconfum S budget | o Lo : R v
JAT015 |Submit SD Plans & Budget to County 0 | o [ 13JunpsA . 4¥Subim2 SD Pténs & Budge! & Codnty | : P Vo Co
1ATOB5 |1st Revisions to SD Plans 15 | 0 | OBAUGOBA | 18AUGODBA -t s to 5 Flans - Lo o Lo .
{ 1ATOBS |County 2nd Review/Approval of SD Plans 20 | 0 | 19AUGO8A | OISEPOBA - Bounty 201 Reviswiipprivel of SD Plans ' : Lo Lo
|4 1AT085-2 |Prepare Budget - Submit to Lowe 7 | 0 | 25SEPOBA | 060CTDBA . Upregare Budget - Submito Lowo; | Do ‘ Co '
1ATOB5-3 |Review Roe! Budget - Submit to County 4 | 0 | 070CT0BA | O5DECO8A " R avio Robi Budget | Subma b Cointy || : ; . .
1AT0B5-4_|Final Review/Approval of SD Budget 10 | 0 | 08DEC08A | 07JANDSA ‘ Finc ReviswAppravel 6t SDBudget | | . : : Lo
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Activity EarlyStast |&  Finish
ool A A A
SRR e ! 3 i o . N . . . . . N |
| 1AT025 _|Prepare DD Ti Plans 39 | 0 | 140CTOBA | 19DECOBA |l MEpepecdTRR I S ;
'l 1AT040 |Submit DD Plans 0 | 0 | 22DEC0BA 0 4ewmiODPens | : : :
1AT035__|Roel Confirm DD Budget 15 | 0 | 22DECOBA | 23JANDYA © 1 WRomConsmDDRuaget © [ 1 o I ‘.
1AT045 |County Review DD Plans - Bldg #202 & 201 21 | 0 | 30DEC08A | 0BMAY09A T Cauniy Rovijw BD Plar - B 2028 21 e I
1ATO70 [County Review of AIS T.l. Space 97 | o [ 30DEC08A | 15MAY09A R County.Revisw ol AISIT.L Spacy . . :
1AT035-1_|Lowe Confirm DD Budget 4 | 0 | 28JANDSA | 28JANOSA Db | owe contem :je-ma S o :
1AT020 |Update AIS T.I. Space 10 | 0 | 18MAYO0SA | 01JUNDSA o , lupdato AISIT.L Space Co ' .
| 1AT095 [County Review of AIS Update - Final Comments 10 | 0 | 02JUNOSA | 19JUNDSA Vo . Bpoury Rqviewlof AJS Uridatel- Final Cdmmgnts ' :
Select Vendor 0 | 010CT08A | 030CTDBA D Iseldctvénod SR P E
Coordinate Furmnishing Standards 13 | 0 | 210CT08A | 0BNOVOSA + 1 i RCqorinate Furish :E;u 5 s :
] 1AT150 [Fabricate & Install Mock-Up & Presentation 19 | o | 06NOVOSA | 0BDEC0BA ; + Wfabricate & Inssll Mpekelp & Preseniaton .
1-I7AT165-1 Director Presentation Review/Approval Fumniture 5 | 0 | 0BDECO8A | 12DECOBA : Pioseritatiod Review/Approval Fumiture |
1AT165-3 |Open House Review & Comment of Furniture 5 | 0 | 15DECO8A | 19DECOSA : Ibpen Housa Rivimy & Commiant of Furiture !
1AT165-8 f(ovsde General Service Comments 0 | 15DECOBA | 13JAND9A - Pravlda Goneral Sgvico Comments T T
! B o Vo R R v '
1AT055-1_|Comments to FFE / Work Stations 106 | 0 | 30DECO8A | 29MAY(9A 1 EEEComments |o FFE Work Blatins : '
1AT050-1 |Prepare CD Tl Plans to 75% - Bldg #201 40 | 0 | 05MAYD9A | 03JULOSA - + MMPropare GD Tt Plans to 75% | Bidg #201 : :
1AT065-1 |Update FFE / Work Station Layout 5 | 0 | 01JUNDSA | OBJUNDZA Lo 19pdste FFE ! Work Stotn Lojout |~ | ;
1AT085-1 |Final Comments FFE Work Stations 8 D | 09JUNDSA |. 18JUNDSA Lo IFinat Comimants FFE Wark Sfations !
1AT060-1 |Confirm CD Budget at 75% 15 0 08JULOBA | 16JULDYA Co ' [Canfim €D Budget at 75% . ,
1ATO75-1 |Submit 75% CD Plans & Budget to County 0 | 0 | 17JULO%A Lo | 4 SubmAYSRCD Pians!s Bidgotto Coun 5
1AT080-1 |County Review 75% CD Pians & Budgst 20 | 0 | 17JULOSA | 21AUGDIA s . {County Reviow 75% CD Plans & WF :
1AT100-1 |1st Building Plan Check Submittal 15 | 0 | 21JULOSA | 31JULO9A Lo ‘Im wimmmsum : !
'l 1AT105-1 |Respond to 1st Building PC Comments 15 | 0 [ 03AUGD9A | 11SEP0SA Co © * MRespgnd to 18t Bulding C Commsnts '
N 1ATM040-1 | County Approval of 75% CD Plans & Budget 0o 21AUGOBA C " @ Counly Approvel of 76% FD Plans & B '
1AT110-1 |2nd Building Plan Check Submittal 10 | 0 | 14SEP0SA | 21SEP0%A S  E2nd Buiding Plan mw :
1AT115-1 |Respond to 2nd Building PC Comments 10 | 0 | 21SEPOSA | 260CTO9A : . ' HIRe}pon to 3nd Buikdid PC Comme . .
1AT120-1 |3rd Building Plan Check Submitial Bidg #201 5 | 0 | 270CT0SA | OGNOVOSA Co | o) Bulking Plan Chogk Submiral g #2p1 :
1AT125-1 [Respond to 3rd Building PC Comments 0 0 05NOVOSA v, .. '4rFespond o 3rd Butding PC Co ‘T ' '
0 I o o . .
1ATOS0 |Confirm CD Budgst at 75% Sub Bids 201 & 202°N/A* 15 | 0 | 05MAY09A | OSMAY09A L - 1confim CO budge! at75% SubjBids 201 & 208N '
1AT050 |Prepare CD Tl Pians to 75% - Bldg #202 40 | 0 | 0SMAYO09A | 20JULOSA o + Wllprepere £O T Plans toi7%- Bidg #202 ;
1AT100 |1st Building Plan Check Submittal 15 | 0 | 21JULO9A [ 31JULD9A L © st Pan Chiack Suprmitad ‘
1AT155 |Sub Bids by Roel 40 | 0 | 21JULOZA | 15SEP09A Lo ESub Eids by Ra! | . '
1AT075 |Submit 75% CD Plans & Budget to County 0 | o | 28JuL0sA Do . @Submif 75% CO Pens & Blatget to Coury '
1AT080 |County Review 75% CD Plans & Budget 20 | 0 | 28JUL0BA | 21AUGOSA I ' BcounyRoviaw 75% CD Plans & Budgot '
1AT105 |Respond to 1st Building PC Comments 15 | 0 | O3AUGOSA | 11SEPO0SA o . ll,?espﬂmto 1szth9 Comménts !
1ATM040 |County Approval of 75% CD Plans & Budget 0 0 21AUGO9A T B QCuunuApprcvhl of 75% D Plans & B .
1AT110_|2nd Building Plan Check Submittal 10 | 0 | 14SEPOSA | 21SEPOSA . ©© Kand Guiding Plan Chackisubmital : :
1AT115 |Respond to 2nd Building PC Comments 10 | 0 | 21SEPOSA | 260CT0%A Lo ¢ Wrejponiodna: . f
1AT120 |3rd Building Plan Check Submittal Bidg #202 5 | 0 | 270CT09A | 0SNOVO9A T _+ 1 Bulding PlanCherk : '
1AT125 |Respond to 3rd Building PC Comments o[ o 05NOVOSA i i 4pRespindtd 3 Buldng #.CCQN:!r:rz Lo .
'
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§ Phase 1A + Pre-Co

1BMO180

Ph1B-Salvage Ex Blds 1,2, & 15 Waiting Period

05NOV10A

1SNOV10A

_ZQ|D7

180220

{ Buliding #201

1AT140-1

Salvage Existing Bldg 9 Waiting Period

Update Pricing with All Comments

05NOV10A

0SNOVOSA

24NOV10A

16NOVO9A

. Bupdats Pricing vith All Commerits

i

'
'
]
v

. IPp1B-$aivege gk Bids 1.2, & 15 Waltng
+ WSpivage Existind Biag 9 Waiing Pariod

Ty

; 0
|} 1ATMDB5-1 | Prepare & Submit GMP Proposal 10 | o | 17NOV09A [ 15DEC09A , pare & Submk . T ,
4 1AT180-1 |Nsgotiate/Approve GMP Contract 5 | 0 | 16DEC03A | 07JAN10A : Negotieta/ApproveiGMR Conirac Do Lo :
N 1AT130-1_[issue Building Permits 1 | 0 | 17DEC0SA | 17DECOSA ; ; ' Co R
] 1ATMOS5-1{Start Phase 1A Office Tl Construction 0 | 0 | 04JAN10A ; : Do Do :
 1AT170-1 |Phase 1A Office #201 Tl Construction 185 | 0 | O4JAN10A | 30SEP10A : f L Lo :
§ 1ATMD45-1 | Execute GMP Contract 0 0 07JAN10A ' ' :
¥ 1AT205-1 |Substantial Completion Building #201 o[ o 30SEP10A f : : f
1 1ATM050-1 |Bldg #201 Office T.I. Sub Completion (9-22-10) o [0 30SEP10A ; '
Building %202 .o .
[]_1AT140 |Update Pricing with All Comments 10 | 0 | 05NOVOSA | 16NOVOSA , o :
| 1ATMO65 |Prepare & Submit GMP Proposal 10 | o | 17nOvDgA | 15DECO9SA : Cor :
1AT180 [Negotiate/Approve GMP Contract 5 [ 0 [ 16DECOSA | 07JAN10A : . ;
] 1AT130_|issue Building Permits 1 | 0 [ 17DECOSA | 17DECOSA ; : s :
'f 1ATM045_|Execute GMP Contract 0o | o 07JAN10A : i scuda t S
1ATMO55 |Start Phase 1A Office Tl Construction 0 0 | O1FEB10A . : Start Phasd 1A Officd TiConsfhuztin | | ¢ ' . :
1AT170-2_|Phase 1A Office #202 Tl Construction 172°| 0* | O1FEB10A | 30SEP10A : O 124 14, Offico ¢fb2 T| Coristruckon | Lo ;
180200 |Extend Utilities to Bldg 384 - Extension to 586 44 | 0 | 02AUG10A | 01NOV10A ' . i+ MElExend Utities tdBidgiaad- Exdension to 588« N
1AT205_ | Substantial Completion Building #202 0 |o 30SEP10A © dpsupstantalC Bulting 7202 I Do g
1ATM080 |Bldg #202 Office T.l. Sub Completion (10-20-10) 0 0 30SEP10A Compidtion [10-20-10) :

Furniture Design

{ Buildings #201 & #202

. B

-%
-1

FD1000 |Update Furniture Plans & Budget 0 | 25AUGD2A | 09SEP09A o " Ripdotp Fumitwo Plans &lBudget * R
FD1005 |Review DD Furniture Plans & Budgst 22 | 0 [ 10SEP0SA | 210CTOSA : L unind "l:: & Buget] ; : Co :
FD1040 |County Revisw of Tl Redesign 11 0 | 220CT09A | 10DECO9A Co ounty Review o! Ti|Redesign . : Vo :
FD1045_|Incorporate County Comments 13 | 0 | 03DECO9A | 15JAN10A Lo ata County Commen P Lo :
FD1080 |County Approval 202 3rd Floor AIS 33 | 0 | 11DECO9A | 26FEB10A : ourdy Approva) 2023rd FloofAls |+ : :
FD1065 |Re-Submit 4th Fioor 201 Fum Plan 1 | o | 15DECO?A | 15DECOSA Lo Re-Slibmit 4th Fioor| 201 Furn)Piog . Do

FD1055-A |Floor Box Loc Comfirmation to Roat4th Fir. 201 1 | o | 16DEcosA | 16DECOSA R oor Bax Lot Gomfrmaton 13 Rofhanft. 201 | | : .
FD1050 |Sub Update Fur Plan&Budget 1,2,3-20181,2,3,4-202 1 | o | 2aDEC09A | 24DECOA : ] Tpub Updala Fur PEhaBudget 1,2 20181234202 « TR :
FD1055 |Review Resubmitied Furniture Plan 10 | 0 | 28DEC0SA | OBJANTOA v * [Review Rosubmitqd Fuminure P I Cor E
FD1010_ |1 Pian Coordination (BKM/ / LOWE / RJC) 5 | 0 | O7JANI0A | 26JAN10A Lo ¢ [metnCoordinaton (sKw | LORVE/RIC] 1 ! Lo :
FD1015 | County Review of Final Floor Pians & Budget 20 | o [ 28JAN1DA | 17FEB10A Lo D0 | ek Raviow ot Findl Ficor Budgal . | o '
FD1025 |Options Forms to County for Dept Approval 20 | 0 | 28JAN10A | 17FEB10A Co | | opuons Foms i county or ofpt Adprovel Db '
FD1070 |Review Design of Tenant Improvement 18 0 | 02FEB10A | 1BMAR10A ; : | WiReview Designjof Tenant lmt‘c e o
FD1075 . |Prepare Revised Tl Docs for ConsUBKM Pricing 16 | 0 | 0IMAR10A | 24MAR10A : : | Wpropee TiDoct JBici Prding | : :
FD1100 | DEH Approval by County 1 | 0 | 17MAR10A | 17MAR10A ; : ¢ | IDEM Apprival by Countyi P Cola
FD1020_|Preparation of Orders 17 | 0 | 25MAR10A | 09APR10A .| o | Eprepamsemoforders - R .
FD1030 |Preparation of GMP 10 0 12APR10A | 10MAY10A ; ! X ‘WProparition ptGMP | o o !
FD1080 [Department Survey's Existing Storage 25 | 0 | 15APR10A | 16JUL10A i . : {EENDegartmbnt Survoy's Bdsting Stomgo, B R
FD1034 |County Review & Execution of GMP 11 | 0. | 11MAY10A | 08JUN10A Lo . : ! Mounty Roiow s Bceupnorioud | | R :

|
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Activity Activity Orig [Rem | EarlyStart (L Finish
D Description Dur | Dur _ZQP.L_I_ZQPLI__]JO!UBT__FZ%].Q I |29]11 - jl%zT——rznﬁll—-qlﬂT
FD1105 |Department Changes 23 | 0 | 11MAY10A | 14JUN10A B B « Wepartmodt Changes P . ; :
FD1030 |Prep of Proposal Request for Storage Furniture 9 | 0 | 18JUL10A | 12AUG10A : £ 10| Berep ofProposat Recfest for Storaps Furmined
FD1115 |County Fina! Approval 2 0 | 22JUN10A | 23JUN10A . : . [Counly Fina! Approvel N : ;
FD1120 |Prepare Quotes 4 0 | 24JUN10A | 28JUN10A ‘ Co TPropere Guotos T . ;
FD1125_|Prepare PR 6 | 0 | 29JUN10A | 07JUL10A : ; tProgaro PR+ - S :
FD1130 |Fumiture Fabrication 40 | 0 | 0BJUL10A [ O1SEP10A ; : :-F:ﬁnrm I
FD1135 |install DGS (202-4) Fumiture 20 | 0 | 02SEP10A | 30SEP10A § : | WnsdnoGs elorumpars; :
FD2115 |County Final Approval 2 | 0 | 22JUN10A | 23JUN10A Lo icourty Fifat Approval N :
FD2120 |Prepare Quotes 4 | 0 | 24JUN10A | 28JUN10A f L [Prephro Quotds | N : E
FD2125 |Prepare PR 6 | 0 | 29JUNTDA | O7JUL10A : . lPregaro PR . | o : '
FD2130 _|Furniture Fabrication 40 | 0 ! 08JUL10A [ 23AUG10A ; "Fininiro Fabrica P '
FD2135 |Install Library Fumniture 14 | 0 | 050CT10A | 250CT10A : L ooy Fodud :
D (o) . : . . : ; ! : : :
FD3115 |County Final Approval 2 | 0 | 22JUN10A | 23JUN10A : " Icourly Fifl Approvel S :
FD3120 [Prepare Quotes 4 | 0 | 24JUN10A | 28JUN10A ; T " Tprepare Guotzs . ‘
FD3125 |Prepare PR 6 | 0 | 29JUN10A | 07JUL10A ; : IPpero PR ; Lo :
A FD3130 [Fumiture Fabrication 40 | 0 | 08JUL10A | 10SEP10A : : ‘U Fobridetio Do !
[ FD3135 |Install DEH (201-1) Fumiture 14 | 0 [ 13SEP10A | 27SEP10A 5 ! DnsiioEH @ot-thFumpure:  © . '
FD2165 |County Final Approval 5 | 0 | 22JUN10A | 24JUN10A , iCounty Fial Approvel o]
FD2170 |Prepare Quotes 4 | 0 | 02JUL10A | O7JUL10A : Trrogare fuotss . : :
FD2175_|Prepare PR 5 | 0 | OBJUL1DA | 1SJUL10A PreparapR | . Vo '
FD2180 | Furniture Fabrication 50 | 0 | 16JUL10A | 20SEP10A : ‘WMFumweFobrcaich | 1 1 . :
FD2185 |install AIS Fumiture 17 | 0 | 21SEP10A | 130CT10A 1 Enstaasrupind | : :
0 2 R : ; - - Lo : !
FD1140 |County Final Approval 4 | 0 | 22JUN10A | 25JUN10A i . | Icourty Fiha) Approval Vo ' :
FD1145_|Prepare Quotes 4 | 0 | 01JUL10A | O7JUL10A : ; - TPropare fuotos 1 T , :
FD1150 |Prepare PR 5 | 0 | 0BJULT0A | 14JUL10A ! . IPrepara PR N :
FD1155 |Fumiture Fabrication 41 | 0 | 15JUL10A | 10SEP10A ; s \ MFumre Febricatio} Con : :
FD1160 |Install OAAS, Parks & Rec Furniture 14 | 0 | 13SEP10A | 28SEP10A ; lilmmoaéxs.ém &mzﬁ.tn'rﬁufo :
FD1165 |County Final Approval 5 | 0 | 22JUNT0A | 24JUN10A : Do ICourly Fifl Approv Do : :
FD1170 |Prepare Quotes 4 | 0 | 07JuL10A | 12JUL10A . M TPreporo fuows . I .
FD1175_|Prepare PR 5 | 0 | 13JUL10A | 20JUL10A j Ct L peperpr ¢ o '
FD1180 |Furniture Fabrication 50 | 0 | 22JUL10A | 27SEP10A : Co| Y R [0 | :
FD1185 |Instal! Sheriff Data, Security, Purch, Furnitur 18 0 28SEP10A | 210CT10A . . © ¢ [Binsiat Shoniff Dab, Serurity, Puich, Fumithe | :
FD1215_|County Final Approval 3 | 0 | 20JUN10A | O1JUL10A ? ;  lcounty Fiat Approval Co : '
FD1220 |Prepare Quotes 4 0 | 08JUL10A | 13JUL10A ‘ . 'lPrepare Puates R '
FD1225 |Prepare PR 5 | 0 | 14JULI0A | 21JUL10A i lproporopR ¢ D '
FD1230_|Furniture Fabrication 61 | 0 | 22JUL1DA | 150CT10A ' | EEEFubaeFobicofe [ 0! :
FD1235 |lnstall Environmenta! Health Fum (201-2) 19 | 0 | 180CT10A | 12NOV10A Co © Bttt Envionmintat Heath Fum (2012 §
{ _FD1180 _|County Final Approval 4 | 0 | 22JuN10A | 24JUN10A : L [Cousity Fihat Approvo) Lo :
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. Overland Improvement Permits 0 | O1FEB10A | 02FEB10A 10vertard Imbrovement Perfits Co : Co

ROV/ Acquisition Overfand Do ' o Lo oL S .o

250  |Title Reports and Ownership Information 10 | o | 11JuiosA | 21JuL08A 'ITi2 Regorts and Ownerstig nfommaton : o s -

255  |Prepare ROW Appraisal Plats (Overland) 20 | 0 | 22JULOBA | 28AUGOBA * WPrepafo ROW Appraisal Fiats (Overiand) . : o

430  |Prepare ROW Dedication Plats 20 | 0 | 22JUL0BA | 23FEBOSA X 1Pimf°ﬂ°wnmm%s N ' ' -

260 |ROW Appraisal (Overland) 40 | 0 | 02SEPOSBA | 09DECOBA « EERROWAppisisa{(Ovgrand) o X : Lo

475 __|[initiel Appraisal Submitial 20 | 0 | 16JANOSA | 20APRO9A D (W Ao Suiies [ SR N

280 |Updated Appraisal and Revised Offer~N/A™ 10 | 0 | D1APROSA | 01APRO9A : Updated Appraisat and Raviscd OfforNIA® S S Co

285 |Response to Revised Offer*N/A** 0 | 0 | 01APROSA | D1APROSA : poraé to Ravised Ofer-uA™ | | S AR T

295  |Final Offer*NIA** 15 | 0 | D1APROSA | 01APROSA ; IFnslomsnm~ | | Do Coa -

500 |ROW Grant Deeds Signed™N/A™ 20 | 0 | O1APROBA | O1APRO%A IROW Grant Dscs Signedxia™ oo S Do

495  |Approve ROW Pials 1 | 0 | 25JUNDSA | 25JUNOSA tApprove fOW, Piais : : oo

475-1  |Revised Appraisal 10 | 0 | 30JUNDSA | 20AUGOSA ElRbvised Appraish! : ot . M

270 |Fair Market Offer to SDG&E/Certified Appralsal 6 | 0 | 1SNOVOSA | 18FEB10A T W Mkt Offo| 0.8 fod Appraisel | C

275 |Review Fair Market Offer 20 | 0 | 19FEB10A [ 19MAR10A © | WReviaw Fair Mkt Offor Co ;

310 Board of Superv Hearing Resolution of Necessity 19 | 0 | 10MAR10A | 27APR10A . Eonm of Superv Hearifg Risolution df Nacasstly ’ Lo

300 |Docket Board Letter 15 | 0 | 22MAR10A | O1APR10A : : IDocket Board |attnf ! Lﬂ : : Do

316  |Request for Counse! o File Suit 20 | 0 | 28APR10A | 24JUN10A v : » WRoquostfpr Caunseim flosie & | Vo :

305 Deposit Acquisition Funds 24 | 0 | 24JUN10A | 24JUN10A ! b IDsposit Atauisition Funs o : Co

R3] 3151 [Summons to SDGBE 20 | 0 | 25JUN10A | 09JUL10A ! L Bsumymon to SDGAE I L L
— — —
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Activity Activity Orlg |Rem | EarlyStart | E. . Finish -
o Oeserpton L e A e
320 |Order of Immediate Possesslon 1 | 0 | 12JUL10A | 12JUL10A S C - fOrder offmmodiata T .
395-1 _|Tenant Vacate Property 1 | 0 | 13JUL10A | 13JUL10A C Do - ¥onant Vacale Pro Co : ‘
470 |City Councll Hearing - Strest Dedication to City 80 | 0 | 29SEP10A | 29SEP10A L L © 1 fowypourn Hpanidy - Spoet Deaatod oy | :
505  |City ROW Dedications Recorded 20 | o ] 29SEP10A | 260CT10A C T 1 W ROW DéacgonsiRociiod | ! K
3005 |Bid and Award Contract 20 | 0 | 11AUGOSA | O3FEB10A cor b [ e e Avar ot R ;
3000 |Prepare & Submit GMP Proposal 10 | 0 | O4FEB10A | 24FEB10A Lo ©t | Herepaie & Submt GMP P(upo 3 Lo o !
3010 _|Negotiate/Approve GMP Contract 10 | 0 [ 24FEB10A [ 04MAR10A Co D0 1| INegotacrdpprgve GMPCondpet | 1 1 | - :
| 3015 |Execute GMP Contract oo 04MAR10A R D | Exedute Gup Fontract | Do . :
4 820 Contractor Mobilization 10 | 0 [ 0SMAR10A | 12MAR10A ol R IContrectorMobizaton R v
! 380 Overland Street Improvements Construction 387*| 0* | 15MAR10A | 20SEP11A Lo o Stroet imgh ts Cont
385 |Demolition 5 | 0 | 15MAR10A | 19MAR10A B Co | Ibembmi ! - s .
340 |Franchise Utility Relocations/Connections 117+ | 0" | 22MAR10A | 1BAUG10A BRI : ] —r' Uty Snnoctions C :
335 |69 KV Materlals Ordering Procure/instaliation 0 | 27APR10A | 170CT10A C Lo _ss{«vmuuc Procusinsplatgn - ¢ :
350 |Street Widening Grading - Phase 1 0 | 02AUG10A | 18AUG10A , : : ", Kstroot {Vidafing Grofing-Phade 1| | - : :
_ StreeszIdenmg Grading - Phase 2 SEP10A | 20SEP11A . S s #mm@amﬁmﬂwmaz . ,
220 |Preliminary SDG&E Relocation Design - 25 | 0 | 14AUGOSA | 15SEP0BA . ,s:ms ! ‘mfssml L Do Lo :
235 |69 Kv Relocation Plans 30 | 0 | 09SEPOBA | 220CT0BA ¢ . MeofvRewcatonPlns | A :
240 |Plan Processing (SDG&E Exemption Letter) 28 | 0 | 10NOVOBA | 15DECOBA L1 Wit Prowumuswssmmumn L L L :
400 |Mapping/TopofUtiiities Research 25 | 0 | 16MAY0BA | 10JULOBA 5I,Maéerepowmnasum: S s Lo :
405 |Preliminary Street Design 16 | 0 | 11JULOBA | 23JULOBA © iProimingry Swrest Dosign | o P : : ;
410 |City/Caltrans Review Mgeling 10 | 0 | 24JuL08A | 24JULOBA ! lctyiCattansReviowMesting ¢ [ . S Do :
4010 |Negotiate/Approve GMP Contract 10 | 0 | 25AUGD7A | 28SEP10A N oo ccippprovelouPiConiact s 1 | 1L :
415 Improvement Striping and Signal Plans 25 | 0 | 07AUGOBA | 310CTO8A ¢+ IBBiengrovemen! Stiping dnd Signa! Plans v : ' : !
465 KVR Improvement Plans 40 | 0 | 27AUGOBA | 310CTOBA . EEKVRImprovémentPlzfs | | . N . :
420 |First Plan Check 40 | 0 | 03NOVOBA | 13FEBOSA Vo :ﬁnmxcw S Do S : :
835  |Dry Utility Coordination by Power Plus 40 | 0 | 06NOVOBA | OBAPROSA Lo Mory Uity Codpanaton by Power Pras - Coa oo '
425 |15t PC Revisions 20 | 0 | 17FEBOSA | 24MARDSA © 0| BstPCRevisions | Co I Co ;
480  |Landscape Plans 20 | 0 | 17FEBOSA | 24MARDSA Lo l\m&wwms o L. P L .
485 |Striping & Traffic Control Plans 20 | 0 | 17FEBOSA | 24MARO9A T istrmummccuw:m T T : :
430 |Second Plen Check wiROW Plats 30 | 0 | 25MARGZA | 13MAY09A : M sccond Pl Chsck wROWPIs - R :
835-1 _|Dry Utility Design 40 | 0 | 09APROSA | 15JULOSA o "EEDy sy Deosign © Co I ; !
435 __|2nd PC Revisions 20 | 0 | 14MAYDSA | 12JUNOSA Lo © MdraFCRavisions | P Do ; :
615 [Incorporate Utility Relocations 10 | 0 [ 14MAYO09A | 12JUNDSA L . Wincorporers Uty Relocat Lo Lo : '
440 __|Third Plan Check 30 | 0 | 15JUNDSA | 25JUNDSA S | VPO | N i
445 |3rd PC Revisions/ROW Revisions 30 | 0 | 16JUL0BA | 21SEP09A s ;RS FC Revisions/ROW Revisions! o :
450 [4th Pian Check 30 | 0 | 23NOVOSA | 04JAN10A s Co T::mcm D C o , ;
510 |Over the Counter Pian Check 10 | 0 | 05JAN10A | 1BJAN10A Co N s Countar Pian Check con : .
455 |Bonds and Fees 7 | 0 | 07APR10A | 15APR10A Dot | lonsemdFles IR Z
480 Improvement Plan Permits 1 0 | 20APR10A | 20APR10A oL o 'Ummmmmm‘i’-m N : . !
4005___|Bld and Award Contract 50" | 0" | 28APR10A | 0BAUG10A o A | EsdandavciiConodt | L 1 ) : : :
4000 |Prepare & Submit GMP Proposal 20 | 0 [ 30JUL10A | 26AUG10A Do Co || Werepae & Submt GRP Proposal 1 Lo
4016 |Execute GMP Contract o | o 25SEP10A L L | dbgouecwpCdied - . C !
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Activity Activity Orig |Rem | EarlyStart | E.  .inish
D Description Dur | Dur ‘ngfmj LGlm | I 20]10_|__ I11 [ 20’121__[.29]13_'_,2?_141
530 |Title Reports and Ownership Information 10 | 0 | 11JULOBA | 21JULOBA  _Ito Reforts and Ownarshiginormaton < | - A A
KV-475_|initial Appraisal Submittal 20 | 0 | 22JANOSA | 13MAY09A T | Wa Appraipet st || A A I R
KV-275 |Response to Offars**N/A** 15 | 0 | DIMAYO09A | 01MAY09A Lo ! {Re5ponss tolOffata*N/A | Lo I HE -
KV-280__|Updated Appraisal and Revised Offer*N/A™ 22 | 0 [ 0IMAYD3A | D1MAYOSA R + pdeted Apgraisal and Revised Pitor™N/A™ Coa P Do
KV-285_|Response to Revised Offer **N/A** 15 | 0 | 01MAYO09A | 01MAY09A Lo * IResponso tolRovised Offor =A™ * SRR I I
KV-270__|Fair Market Offer"NiA* 16 | 0 | 21MAY09A | 21MAY09A Do rarmeapriaer |0 SRR I A
KV-345 |Revise Plat per Caltrans & City Comments 5 0 | 31AUGDSA | 10SEPD9A : © WRevisp Plat per.Caltrans & City Commefjts . T T
KV-350 [Submit Final Piat for City & Caltrans Approval 20 | 0 | 11SEPO9A | 23NOV02A f j . \ Calrangapptvel: o Lo
KV-360 _|Update Appraisal 15 | 0 | 13APR10A | 01JUN10A SR BN I A
KV-201 |2nd Appralsal Update 15 | 0 | 16JUN10A | 20JUL10A C ‘ o Co
KV-290 |Ceriified Appraisal 10 | 0 | 21JUL10A | 220CT10A S ' ' Vo ;
Kv-295 |Fair Market Offer 22 | 0 | 250CT10A | 15NOV10A : : : ' T T o
825 |Environmental Tech Reports 40 | D | 21JULOBA | 19SEPOBA " EEwinmdnorYonRopts - 0| R IR B
610  |SR-52 East Bound Ramp @ KVR Improvement Plans 40 | 0 | 27AUGDBA | 07NOVOBA . ISR-52 Eest Bound Rainp @ KVR Improvement Plans o o -
620 |I-15 South Bound Ramp @ CMB Improvement Plans 40 | 0 | 27AUGDSA | 07NOVO0BA - IBLA5 South Bound Rarp @ CM8 tmproverent Plans S I
810 |Prepare "PEER" 5 | 0 | 090CTOSA | 160CTO8A IPregara TPEER L : . . : . . . :
815 Cal-Trans Review "PEER" 15 | 0 | 170CT08A | 30DECO8A . * I Col-Trand Revisw "PEER" T T 1
815-1 _|LLG Traffic Review & Memo 17 | 0 | 31DECOBA | 23JANO9A : U UG Traffc Rovier & Mema - Lo o P
8152 |Cal-Trans Review of LLG Traffic Report 1 | 0 | o2FEBOSA | 27FEBOSA ¢ 7 | WcaTrans Revielyof LLG Teafic Repon A
8153 |2nd CakTrans PEER Review 15 | 0 | 02MARO9A | 13MARDSA 1| I2ndCaMTeans REER Review ; Lo o :
81644 |2nd PEER Review Revisions 7 0 | 13MAROSA | 24MAROSA R I2nd PEER Review Revisions ' Lo : Lo
630 |First Plan Check 22 | 0 | 25MARO9A | 13MAY0ZA WFirst Plan Cleck: T . T
665 |incorporate Utility Relocations 10 | 0 | 12MAYD9A | 14JUND9A k . Wincorporath Uttty Relocasions| - Co : Do
645 |Landscape Plans 20 | 0 | 14MAY09A | 15JUND9A © MtandicapgPlans o B
650 Striping & Traffic Control Plans 20 | 0 | 14MAYDOA | 15JUNDSA . WStiping & Fraffic Control Plan: v ot ot
635 |Environmental Determination 120 | 0 | 14MAYDSA | 16JUNDSA . MEmvironmental Determinaiion . Lo Lo Co
655  |Second Plan Check 30 | 0 [ 15JUNO9A | 17AUGODZA T - ; . T T
640 |Environmental Determination Revisions 10 | 0 | 17JUND9A | OBJANTO0A : , Do Lo Do
660 [2nd PC Revisions 11 | 0 | 1BAUGOSA | 10SEP0ZA ' I . Lo o Lo
670 |Third Plan Check 30 | o | 11SEP09A | 300CT09A . : Pl Co Lo
675 |3rd PC Revisions 15 | 0 | 02NOVD9A | 13JAN{0A L : N R
695 |4th Plan Check 10 | o | 14JAN10A | OBFEB10A L : T S .
680  [Counter Check 10 | 0 | O9FEB10A | 24FEB10A N . KCountorChioex | | Lo Lo Lo
685 [Bonds and Fees 5 | 0 | 24FEB10A_| 21APR10A : lleonas na Fles Lo Lo .
690 |Caltrans Encroachment Permits oo 02JUL10A : @ catrand Encroschmedt Porits - R P
705-15 | Material Ordering & Deliver 25 | o | 30sEP10A | 03NOV10A L L » Mdronaf Ord'w»I& Ddver. | Co L
740-15 _ |Breeding Season Over 0|0 30SEP10A : ?anmgs@solmu o o T
755-15 {I-15/C\MB Improvements Construction 78 7 | 04NOV10A | 30SEP11 Lo -15/CMB Improvemants cwttucﬁon H o

Phase 1B Design . . A A
i Finan S oo o Co Lo . Lo :
Lowe Update Phase 1B Budget 0 | 0D4DECOSA | 25JAN10A : : © 1 ELowe Update Phafe 18 Budget P R f
18145 |Prep for BOS #1: Project Approval 76 | 0 | 26JAN10A | 13APR10A Do ' I rop for BOSPH: Projoct Agrove P o ‘
18156 |BOS #1 Phase 1B Project Approva! o[ o0 13APR10A L ;  4PBOS #1 Phaso 18 Project L L :
18200 |Bid FSprinkler,Stalrs,Demo, Steel,Precast, Window 40 | 0 | 264UL10A | O1SEP10A ' , LG SialrfDemp Stoa! Procast Wintiow, .
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Activity Activity Orig | Rem | EarlyStart | £, Finish
ID Description Dur | Dur .MIQL_FZQIQH I ZQ|D3 .. 11 [ gnlﬂ‘r-—rz‘ﬁ“ﬁ—-zﬁjﬁ
18185 |PrepFSprink,Stairs,Demo,Steel,Precast, Window GMP 20 0 | 01SEP10A | 0BSEP10A v o « 1 IPropRSprink Staks, femolStoel Procast) GMP . .o
1B180__ | Exec FSprink,Stair, Demo,Steel, Precast,Window GMP oo 20SEP10A : Dl Gederspiiiseloeosteprcasiaowene - |
1B215 |Structural Steel Shop Drawings 35 0 | 21SEP10A | 270CT10A ! Lo C lsu.«cwfusw tmay.gs v o v
: D Develo 1 ' . - Co o Co
180080 _[Core & Shell Design / Permit Summary 213*| 0* | 04JAN10A | O1NOVI0A : : rea'swfnrl ot Summmary | 1 ¢ Vo

‘] 180175 _|Phase 1B-NTP (Core & Shell SD Complete w/ P1A) 0 | 0 | 04JAN10A ! : Phusa 1B-NTP (Gore & Shul S Conlplota W P1A) ¢ R I

| 180025 |Prepare DD Pians 20 | 0 | D4JANTOA | O4FEB10A : | Wripedoopeny | Lo : : o

| 180035 _[Roe! Confirm DD Budget 10 | 0 | 04FEB10A | 18FEB10A ; ! 1| WRbel Contitn DO Budget | b Lo Lo

180035-1 |Lowe Confirm DD Budget 10 | 0 | 04FEB10A | 1BFEB10A 5 ¢ | Bows ontim DD Budget b : :
1BOD40_|County Review DD Plans & Budget 10 | 0 | 04FEB10A | 24MAR10A ! Iboumy RevieODPlans & fuiget © ¢ ¢ | ‘
0 0 ' T T ,
1B0050 _|Prepare CD Plans to 75% 60 | 0 | 25MAR10A | 16JUN10A ; . -Pmnmcbmunsto'rs Do
180100 _[1st County/Esglll Plan Check 15 | 0 | 17JUN10A | 01JUL10A : b Tt Coundyrsgn pian choc Lo f
1B0050-1 |County Review of CD Plans to 75% 20 | 0 | 17JUN10A | 14JUL10A : ) RCounty Hoviewot €O fans fo75% Co
1BO105 _|Respond to 1st County/Esgill PC Comments 9 | o | 06JUL10A | 20JUL10A : : MRodpond to 1heCd PCtompments | . | | :

J 180110 _|2nd County/Esgill Plan Check 10 | 0 | 21JUL10A | 02AUG10A + fond CoyntyEsgl L . | ;

J 1BO1156 |Respond to 2nd Esgill PC & Ros! Comments 15 [ 0 | D2AUG10A | 20AUG10A : * BRospof : ' :

[I—BO120 3rd County/Esgill Plan Check 5 | 0 | 23AUG10A | 27AUG10A | * Iricg ; : :

] 18000 _|Bid Plans 1st-Plan Check 20 | 0 [ 28AUG10A | 20SEP10A : : © Mbar : : ;
180125 |Respond to 3rd County/Esgill PC Comments 5 | 0 | 30AUG10A | 30AUG10A j ; + IResps i :
1BO150 |Update Pricing with All Commenis/Prep GMP 8 | 0 | 30SEP10A | 0SOCT10A : - lupd : :

1BOMDOE5 |Prepare & Submit GMP Proposa! 7 | o | 0860CT10A [ 150CT10A : fPrs ; :
1BMO190 [Negotiata/Approve GMP Contract 10 | 0 [ 180CT10A | OINOV1OA_ : . ; ;

Desr )Dovolopmen(

| 1805060 | lElﬂ

! Construmon Documents

187048

Submit B203 / B204 Progress Set

21

05JANT1A

21JAN11A

0
1BT049 |County Provide Final B203 / B204 Comments 9 0 | 24JAN11A | O3FEB11A ! T :
'} 1BT050 |Prepare T.l. CD Plans to 76% 21 0 G4FEB11A | 14MAR11A : R '
r 18T100 |1st County/Esgill Plan Chack 10 0. | 15MAR11A | 25MAR11A . ol .
1BT050-1 |County Review of CD Plans to 75% 10 | 0 | 15MAR11A | 22APR11A : lCo ) to 7% :
1BT105 |Respond to 1st County/Esgill PC Comments 10 0 | 28BMAR11A | OSMAY11A o WRcspodd to Jat County/Esgl PG Cotments | '
1B8T120 |3rd County/Esgill Plan Check 0 0 05MAY11A | 05MAY11A . ' . b Co PianCheck I :
1BT1256 |Respond to 3rd County/Esgill PC Comments 0 0 | 0SMAY11A | O5MAY11A ' - TRaspold to 3rd County/Espll PQ Commeris
1BT110 |2nd County/Esgill Pian Chack 13 | 0 | OBMAY11A | 24MAY11A ! - end g PanChesk |+ - ¢
1BT060 |Roe! Issus Bid Docs and Receive Sub Bids 16 0 | 0SMAY11A | 31MAY11A . MRoet fsue Bid Docs wamnsw aa:; '
1BT130 [T Permit Ready 0 | 0 | 03JUNMA mt ml: . :
0

Schematic Desiyn

P

I

1BC005_|Prepare SD Plans (Elevation / Floor) 16JUNOBA | 080CTD8A :

1BCO15_|Roel to Complete Budget 10 | 0 | 270CT08A | 20NOVOBA A

1BC010_|Lowe Confirm SD Budget 104°| 0" | 20NOVOBA | 15APROSA .

18C070_ | Conference Center Design / Permit Summary 432*| 0° | 30JULOZA | 13APR11A N

1BC040_|Prepare SD Plans 20 | 0 | 30JULOSA | 11DECOZA C o

1BC055 _|Complete SD 13 | 0 | 14DEC09A | 13JAN10A - :
Rl 1BC085 [Roel Budget from SD 20 | 0 | 14JAN10A | O4FEB10A )
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Activity ' Activity Orig |Rem | EarlyStart (£  Finish

iD Description Our | Dur I T O A
18C020 |Re-Submit SD Plans & Budget to County 1 0 10FEB10A | 10FEB10A o Co IR?-SuI?rm SD Pians & Budgatp Cognty »  + . . s
1BC030 |County Review & Approval of Revised SD Plans 10 | 0 | 11FEB10A | 17MAR10A b .10 | McounyReviewis Aprovas offtevijoa D Pians 1 | 0 ;

Do Lo o N - Lo N .
] 1BC050 [Prepare CD Plans to 75% 55 | 0 | 10AUG1DA | 17NOV10A N Lo Ll G . .
[ 18C100 |[1st County/Esgill Pian Check 15 | 0 | 19NOV10A | 0SDEC10A I E T, Huco . ;
‘] 1BC105 |Respond to 1st County/Esgill PC Comments 8 | o | 10DEC10A | 23DEC10A S N R ; '
[l 1BC110 _[2nd County/Esgill Plan Check 10 | 0 | 23DEC10A | 10JANT1A R A R sz : : ;
i 1BC115 |Respond to 2nd Esgill PC 10 | 0 | 11JAN11A | OTFEB1A IR X ' :
1BC120 [3rd County/Esgill Plan Check 11 | o | 08FEB11A | D3MAR11A G ; : .
d D D . ' . X ) . . ! : ' . ,
' 1BC025 |Prepare DD Building Pians .63 | 0 | 18BMAR10A | 11JUN10A : ‘ Wi opungpisds | ; : E
A 1BC035_|Confirm DD Budget 23 | 0 | 14JUN10A | 23JUL10A i . " Blconfim PO Budgét N : !
] 1BC045 |County Review DD Plans & Budget 23 | 0 | 0BJUL10A [ 09AUG10A coo s ] SeomyReviewDD P dBuiget 1 ¢ | :
i & el B : IR IR A IR I A |
§ T.L Progronuming & Desiyn Development I S Lo Co N ‘ .
1805000 [Bldg 204 Tenant Improvement DD 39 | 0 [ 31AUG10A | 250CT10A S Co S 4 Ton mod 5 :
1805050 |Building 203 DD to Lowe 53 | 0 | 31AUG10A | 16DEC10A v Co ' B ng2stpolowe! | ! ;
'} 1BO5005 |County Review of Bldg 204 TI DD 14 | 0 | 260CT10A | 04JANT1A L Lo L zuuz,mn DD, ) T
1805055 |County Review of Bldg 203 T DD 14 | 0 [ 16DEC10A | 04JAN11A Co o Do 4 303 11 BD. ‘ '
Building 203 - 1st Floor o o ' x ! v ' : : ‘ :
A 1805010 |Initia) SD Submittal 203 - 1 20 | 0 | 21JAN10A | 13MAY10A Co D10 {EEErsal SO Submit 203- 1 A !
1B05011 |County Review Initial SD Submitta! 37 | 0 [ 1amAav10A | o1JuL10A o o . Wlcouity Riwiow it SqSubrittad | ; X
1B05§012 [2nd SD Submittal 203 - 1 10 | 0 | OBJUL10A | 12JUL10A s N : : . .
1B05013 |County Review 2nd SD Submittal 10 | 0 | 13JUL10A | 0BAUG10A I o ' :
1805014 |3rd SD Submittal 203 - 1 5 | 0 | 10AUG10A | 16AUG10A . . : '
§ 1805015 |County Hardwall Approval 203 - 1 10 | 0 | 17AUG10A | 04JAN11A o Lo : '
Building 203 - 2nd. 3rd & 4th Floors R con '
1BO5016 |Initia) SD Submittal 203 - 2,3,4 20 | 0 | 21JAN10A | 13MAY10A v : ; : {
1805017 |County Review Initial SD Submittal 18 | 0 [ 14mAY10A | 01JuL10A Vo o : :
1805018 |2nd SD Submittal 203 - 2,3,4 10 | 0 | 0BJUL10A | 12JUL10A Co o :
1BO5019_|County Review 2nd SD Submittal 10 | 0 | 13JUL10A | 0SAUG10A R :
1B05020 |3rd SD Submittal 203 - 2,3,4 5 | 0 | 10AUG10A | 16AUG10A P : ' : '
1805021 |County Hardwall Approval 203 - 2,3,4 10 | 0 [ 17AUG10A | 04JANT1A o X ; : !
4 Building 204 - 15t Fioor Co b . . X
J 1805022 [initia! SD Submittal 204 - 1 20 | 0 | 21JAN10A | 13MAY10A R R :
1B05023 |County Review Initial SD Submittal 29 | 0 | 14MAY10A | 24JUN10A B B :
A 1805024 [2nd SD Submittal 204 - 1 10 | 0 | 25JUN10A | 13JUL10A HE A :
| 1805025 |County Review 2nd SD Submital 10 | 0 | 14JUL10A | 0SAUG10A Coi fo :
| 1805026 [3rd SD Submittal 204 - 1 5 | 0 | 10AUG10A | 16AUG10A _ : -
'} 1805027 |County Hardwall Approval 203 - 2,3,4 0 | 17AUG10A | 30AUG10A : :
: Building 204 - 2nd, 3rd & 4th Floors . :
E 1BO5028 |Initial SD Submittal 204 - 2,3,4 20 | 0 [ 21JaN10A | 13MAY10A : :
4 1805029 |County Review Initial SO Submittal 29 | 0 | 14AMAY10A | 24JUN10A : -
§ 1805030 [2nd SD Submitte! 204 - 2,3.4 10 | 0 | 25JUN10A | 13JUL10A ; X
4 1BO5031 |County Review 2nd SD Submittal 10 | 0 | 14JUL10A | 0SAUG10A '
FFBosoaz 3rd SD Submittal 204 - 2,34 5 | 0 | 10AUGI0A | 16AUG10A
] 1805033 |County Hardwall Approval 204 - 2,34 10 | 0 | 17AUG10A | 30AUG10A ;
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Activity
Description

3 Consrmcrzon Documelf{s

‘ Tenant Improvements Design / Permit Summary |377*| o | 21JAN10A | 15JUL11A

Orig
Dur

Rem
Dur

Early Start | E

Finish

o

ﬁ

B o
a':_.:.

1
|
'
r '

v

ant I np:ovemems 6ss|an ! Parmn 5umm

20M080 |C&S Design / Permit Summary 2207 | 169* | 12JUL11A | 23MAY12 D Do ; o
27135 [Tl Design / Permit Sumnmary 12JUL11A | 28MAR13 Do T Dsigs/ Parm Sumsm , P
'} 20175X_|Phase 2-NTP (Core-Shell SD Complete w/ P1A &P1B) 0 [ o [ 120uL11A Lo s | @rfase 2NTP (Cdro-Shon S0 Cimpldta wlPAEPTE) |
'] 20020 [Code Analysis - RIC 20 | 0 | 12JUL11A | 0BAUGHA R : : e} Ay - RIC T o
| 20021 _|[Soils & Foundation Analyses 40 | 0 | 12JULT1A | 0BAUGTIA S ? C | Eefssfasaenamyses 1 c | 0
il 20022 |Bridging Documents 205 & 206 20 | 0 | 25JUL11A [ 0BAUG11A . : Do . 'Nldging Dotumehis 205808 . | | vt
[§ 20023 |Prepare DD Plans & P2 Budgets 40 | 0 | 09AUGT1A | 15AUG11A - . Do .o DD\Plans & P2 Butigatd | | N

20025__|Submit Phase 2 Budget & Phasing Plan to County 11 | 0 [ 30AUG11A | 13SEP11A Lo ' L : ubirt Phase 2 Burige! mmbmmunu; |
Chesapeake Expansion : : : i . o Lo Lo

1BF065 |Summary Design thru Permit 02AUG10A | 05JANT1A o : : imary Defign tru Pomit. | Lo ;o
§1BF105 |County Approval of Fleet Prog & Mezz Block Plan 37 | 0 | 10AUG10A [ 05JANT1A o : Lo ray Apprcges Jm{m@;n@mmm o
Off-Site lmprovements o : Vo Co o B B
! Kearny Villa Lo N Lo R
i Docket Board Letter (not required) 0 | 16NOVA0A | 28JUNT1A Lo . N oaamtmi(nomqmai Do .

KV-300 |Board of Super Hearing Resolution of Necessity ( 24 | 0 [ 28JUNT1A | 28JUN11A S 1 : ¢ lnoofaof fuper Hoaring Resgfudon of Nocessiy 1

KV-305 | Deposit Acquisition Funds (not required) 10 | 0 | 28JUNT1A | 2BJUNTIA v Lo | e AbquitionFunds (dtredired) ¢ | 1}

KV-316_|Request for Council to File Suit {not required) 20 | 0 | 28JUN11A | 28JUN11A s N | TRedmitbr Counsl o Flo St ot e ||

KV-365 |Summons to Cook Inlet (not required) 20 | 0 | 28JUNT1A | 2BJUNTIA Co Do . nd to Cook nlat (not rpauired) - I

KV-395 |Tenant Vacate Property (not required) 20 | 0 | 28JUNT1A | 28JUNT1A o o  Ironkrt Vieate Property (oot ocuirec) + L

KV-320 |Order of Inmediate Possession / Record Deed 5 0 | 30JUNT1A | 30JUN1T1A Lo ' . ‘o ro!lmnﬁa!e[Pm@nsumlR:mfﬂ Dezd ‘ :

710  |Utiitles Relocations 36 | 36 | 21JUL11A [ 10NOV11 L '. ! . EEmesReldeatohs | | 1 | Do
755 |KVR Improvements Construction 50 | 59 | 14NOV11 | OBFEB12 S ‘ . oo %l:m Improvemerts Cansticton T
765__|Permit Closeout 46 | 46 | O0OFEB12 | 13APR12 S Lo WemiChsode < | ¢

KV-470_|Strest Dedication to City 60 | 60 | 09FEB1Z | 03MAY12 L WS Dedcgrontocly | | L
| Kv5D5 |ROW Dedications Recorded 5 | 5 | 04MAY12 | 10MAY12 ‘ j ! IROW edichtion Rodorded | |
Phase 18 Office Building L AR IR I

TR . Vo .o :

{ssue Building Permits 080CT10A . : Co :
Execute Shell & Core GMP Contract 0 0 01NOV10A GMP Contract ‘ B ;
C&S Construction, Bldgs #203 & 204 (excl. demo) 356" | 184* | 19JAN11A 14JUNT2 ' .C&SCon Co . :
Ti and FF&E Construction, Bldgs #203 & 204 279* | 232* | 16JULT1A | 22AUG12 b — : ' !

]

(8]
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Activity Activity Orig [Rem | EaryStart | E  Finish . iy
o | Description _ N ) A I
County/BKM Salvage Prior to Demo Building 4 25JUL11A | 0SALIG11A Do L : | IouibiouSavboo b o Dino thattga | |
County/BKM Saivage Prior to Demo Bullding 3 29JUL1IA | 05AUGTIA Lo o ? © 1 lcgumy/Biod Savaga Prior fo Demo Butng3 [
uilding 17 0BSEP11A | 14SEP11A R R N . \pounlvBKM Saivaga Prr o Gome Buldng 17 ||
1BT140-3 |Subs Final Pricing on *For Construction” docs 7 | 0 | O1JUNTIA | 09JUNT1A P Ul Y udbvaecio of ot Corbtngtoreidoes | ¢!
1BT130-3 |Issue Building Permits 1 0 | O3JUN11A | 03JUN11A o . . : i hds Pemilfs | Co Y
1BT140-4_|Roel Prepare GMP 4 | 0 | 10JUNTIA | 15JUNTIA SR I ' S Wesprepgmene, L | L 5 L
] 18TM065-3 | Lows prepare GMP and submit to County 11 | 0 | 16JUNT1A | S0JUNT1A N | hoproproGMRend Rt Couny | ©
il 1BT180-3 |County review and approve GMP 5 0 | O1JULM1MA | 14JULT1A Lo Lo o . NCofinty rpviaw and apph "3""’; ' l ' :
Execute GMP Contract 1 | o [ 1s0uLmia | 1s0uL11a A Dot Do ¢ e eu Corract! o Do
Phase 1B Shell & Core Construction Bldg #203 19JANT1A | 08JUN12 .. Fhase|18Shab & Cofe Cg . o Lo
; Phase 18 Shell & Care Construction Bldg #204 291 | 184 | DAMAY11A | 14JUN12 Dol fnass 1B SnetiaCo - Do Do
;Fsozos Demo Existing Bldgs 3 & 4 - Phase 1B 25 | 9 | 0BAUGT1A | 040CT11 L L jBidgs3d4-Prasatml | |
20121 |Demo Exist. Bid. #17 30 | 25 | 15SEP11A | 260CT11 D : ,, : T A
] DF3160 | County/BKM Salvage Prior to Demo Building 16 10 | 10 | osJuLi2 | 200uLi2 . : i \ Do Do
i 20190 [Demo Exist, BId. #18 27 | 27 | 23JUL12 | 2BAUG12 o b  MDemo Exist. Bid; 4151 Co
DF3050 | County/BKM Salvage Prior to Demo Building 5 10 | 10 | 16AUGI2 | 28AUG12 N I L T N
DF3060 |County/BKM Salvage Prior to Demo Building 6 10 | 10 16AUG12 29AUG12 N R X o N
| _1BF135_|Abate & Demo B5 & B6 45 | 45 | 30AUG12 | DINOVI2 A T T BAthoEDemoBSABd | .
|_1BF145 02NOVi2_| 0INOVi2 R et syl |1 |
Phase 18 Office #203 Ti Construction 16JULT1A | 30MAY12 RN i fics 4203 T Constfueson 1
1BT1704 |Phase 1B Office #204 Ti Construction 212 [ 205 | 22AUG1A | 16JUL12 Co Prase 1§ Offco #204 Ti Cogstruttion!
1BT210-3 |Building #203 FFE/Substantial Completion 40 | 40 | 10MAY12 05JUL12 . . -
[] 1872004 |Building #204 FFE/Substantial Completion 40 | 40 | 27JUN1Z | 22AUGT2 o T T
Conference Center & Cafeteria - Lo Lo .
s ]
1BC140 |Roel Bid / Update Pricing with All Comments 23 | 0 | 25JAN11A | 10MAR11A N robnts | -
§ 1BC201 |County Prep RFP 15 | 0 | O3FEB11A [ OBMAY11A C b Do
| 18C180 |Roe! Prepare GMP 13 | 0 | 1IMARI1A | 3IMARTIA v v Co
] 18C200 [Lowe Prepare GMP Contract 23 | 0 | 2IMAR11A | 27APRT1A L Lo Co
'l 1BC130 |Building Permit o |0 13APR11A T . T T
1BC202_|Vendor Selection/County Negotiation 33 | 0 | 03MAY11A | 05JUL11A Co otaon ++ | 1
¥ 18C203 |Kitchen Design 55 | 7 | 06JUL11A | 30SEPT1 : ' v Co
H 1BC204 ' [Equipment RFP/Contracting (Suffolk Roel) 57 | 57 | 030CT11 23DEC11 . . atracing (Suffolk Ropd © |
1BC205 |Equipment Procurement 58 | 58 | 27DEC11 | 18MAR12 : cohont ! | C
1BC170-1 |Core & Shell, Ti and FF&E Construction Summary 312° | 217° | 09MAY11A | 01AUG12 o icon SR
1BC170_|Conference Center & Cafeteria Construction 311 | 216 | 0BMAY11A | 31JuUL12 Lo s Do
(] _1BC208 _|[Kitchen Construction 121 | 121 | 12JAN12 | o20UL12 1 brsthuction D
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Activity Actlvity Orig |Rem | EarlyStart |t Finish’ :

D Description Dur | Dur 'ZQP'L_I'MIEB'I__'l"m[c"a I I ZQI:LQ | | 2DI"1 T ZD'ET___TJD']}_]__I.ZQMT
1BC207 |Kitchen Commissioning & Startup 20 | 20 03JUL12 31JUL12 : ' vt Cor o « MKichen Commissioning & Slestup 1
1BC180_|Conf Cntr & Cafeteria FFE/Substantial Completion 10 | 10 [ 190UL12 | 01AUG12 ; Poré Caina Catelega FFE/Su |
1BC208 |Kitchen Open 1 | 1 | 01AUG12 | 01AUGT2 ‘ R T T ——— i

BOS Docketing 30AUG11A | 140CT11 o o o aol Dockating R
Lowe Update Phase 2 Budget & Phasing Pian 15SEP11A_|_050CT11 : "0 fuowg pduse prash 2 Bespet & Prasiig P | !
Prepare BOS Project Approval Expansion 7 7 170CT11 250CT11 . 1 [erpereBOS Project Approiral Ekpantion | .
Prep for BOS: Bldgs 205/208, PSB Project Approvl 21 | 21 | 170CT11_| 15NOVi1 : : WPyep or BOK: Bidgs 2051206, PS3 Proect Appeov
Prep Steel GMP 40 | 40 | 14FEB12 | 10APR12 ro , ' WFopsuaGle 1 o
Execute Steel GMP 10 | 10 | 11APR12_| 24APR12 Do : : IBgousSoYGYP C o
Procure Steel 140 | 140 | 25APR12 | 0ONOV12 b : : | P s |
! Design Development ' s : ' v : ‘ Lo
{20024 [County ReviewDDPlans ] 15| 1 | 05SEP11A | 22SEP11 | . Lo wvwomm ;
i Construction Documents . HE o !
; Prepare CD Plans to 76% 73 | 30AUG11A | 09JAN12 C prepae tofenshorse © . | L
1st_County/Esgil Plan Check 15 | 10JAN12 | 30JAN12 T 181 CoantyEsgifpienChock | T
20105__|Respond to 1st County/Esgill PC Comments 10 | 10 | 31JAN12_| 13FEB12 : Do la¢spa¢amn 0P Cotenats |
20110 _|2nd County/Esgill Pian Check 15 | 15 | 14FEB12_| 08MAR12 ; o B PnCeck! | | .
20115 |Respond to 2nd County/Esgill PC Comments 10 | 10 | 07MAR12 | 20MAR12 . : 'Rupmdb ZrIiCmn'ﬂyIEsﬂlPC(mms'
20060 _|Bid Core & Shell for GMP 20 | 20 | O7MAR12 | 03APR12 S BadCoossnsorewp | 1
20120 _|3rd County/Esgill Plan Check 10 [ 10 | 21MAR12 [ 03APR12 R (G Comrsi@PanChak, | .|
20125 |Respond to 3rd County/Esgill PC Comments 5 | 5 | D4APR12 | 10APR12 . : b lnemdmwcmmm PC Cominents
HP Gas Design 66 | 66 | 100CT11 | 16JAN12 : Lo |-um, Design | 1 5 5
HP Gas SDG&E Review & Approval 20 | 20 | 17JAN12 | 13FEB12 : : IHPsatsoGa.E Rovibw & Approval :
HP Gas SDG&E Bid 20 | 20 | 14FEB12_| 13MAR12 : :
o G2 S’E‘J"'—""-' R
Te provomanits s 205 & ; ; :
D 0 : ' .
20175 |Tenant Improvement Programming 130 | 79 | 12JUL11A 17JAN12 . .
205000 | Tenant Improvement DD 70 | 70 | 18JAN12 [ 25APR12 Co :
205005 |County Department Approval DD Pians 86 | 98 | 26APR12 | 11SEP12 County Depe :
o D ' f ' :
21050 _|Prepare T.1. CD Plans to 75% 50 | 50 | 12SEP12 | 20NOV12 : ' ' :
2T100__|1st County/Esgill Plan Check 15 | 15 | 21NOV12 | 13DEC12 : IR ‘
2T050-1_|County Review of CD Plans to 75% 20 | 20 | 21INOV12_| 20DEC12 ! ! :
27060 _|Bid CD Plans at 75% 20 | 20 | 2INOVI2 | 20DEC12 . Do :
27105 |Respond to 1st County/Esgill PC Comments 10 | 10 | 21DEC12 | 0BJAN13 R : Res 5
2T110__|2nd County/Esgill Pian Check 5 | 5 | 09JAN13 | 15JAN13 Lo ; ;
2T115__|Respond to 2nd County/Esgill PC Comments 10 | 10 | 16JAN13 | 29JAN13 L ‘Res :
27120 |3rd County/Esgill Plan Check 5 | 5 | 30JAN13 | OSFEB13 T f ;
2T125__|Respond to 3rd County/Esgill PC Comments 5 | 5 | O6FEB13 | 12FEB13 :  Re :
Hr
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Activity
Description

Rem

Orig Early Start | E.. , Finish

Dur | Dur

"
' '

WPl B8 GYP © ¢

2P054 |Bridging Documents 40 | 4D | 16NOVA1 | 16JAN12 i 1 : rdging Docimons E
2P055 |lssue D/B RFP 20 [ 20 | 170ANt12 | 13FEB12 Co : : Co Tllsiuadlan'w s :
2P185  |Response Period RFP 30 | 30 | 14FEB12 | 27MAR12 S : : - ; WRosponso Parbd RFP © Do
2P185-A |Review Proposals & Revise BOD 22 | 22 | 28MAR12 | 26APR12 R , : - roviow roplaa B Reveagod
2P185-B |Revised D/B Proposals 10 | 10 | 27APR12 | 10MAY12 . 1 oo . Lo  BRdvised O/ Proposals . Vo
2P185-C_|DB Presentations 1| 1 | 1IMAYI2 | 11MAY12 R b : : | IDBPresenftons | .
2P185-D_|Select Successful DB 1 [ 1 | 1amay12 [ 14mave2 o 1 : ! Iodincts Lo
2P025 |Prepare Des. Dev. Plans 30 | 30 | 200uN12 | 01AUG12 ? . :
2P035 |Confirm Des. Dev. Budget 10 | 10 | 02AUG12 15AUG12 Co co R E
2P040 | Submit Des. Dev. Plans & Budget to County 0 | o [ 1sAUGH2 Co ' * Submit Des. bev. Pians &
2P045 |County Review DD Pians & Budget 12 | 12 | 16AUG12 | 31AUGT2 '. L ;
2PM0356 | County Approval of DD Pians & Budget o0 31AUG12 ; " Couny g
Do '
2P050 |Prepare CD Plans to 75% 30 | 30 | 04sEP12 | 150CT12 Lo
2P050  |Confirm CD Budget at 75% 10 | 10 | 160CT12 | 280CT12
2P100 | 1st County/Esgill Plan Check 15 | 15 | 300CT12 | 18NOV12 :
2P105 |Respond to 1st PC Comments 15 | 15 | 20NOVi2 | 12DEC12 :
2P110 | 2nd County/Esgill Plan Chack 10 | 10 | 13DEC12 | 28DEC12 :
2P115  |Respond to 2nd PC Comments 10 | 10 | 31DEC12 | 14JAN13 '
2P120 _|3rd Coutny/Esglll Plan Check 5 | 5 | 15JANT3 | 21JAN13 : T
Respond to 3rd PC Comments 22JAN13 | 28JAN13 : ‘
1BF110_|Expansion Remodel Conceptua! Design 04MAY11A | 200CT11 Lo ;
I 1BF113_|County Review Conceptual Design 15 | 15 | 210CT11 | 10NOV11 sl : : ‘
| 18F111_|Expansion Remodel Construction Documents Design 46 | 46 | 14NOV11 | 20JAN12 Lt L | Eepand Constuctibn O '
oot e e e . o ....',ﬂ '&i" 20 :‘ ] n;-. : ‘ : ; : :
1BF114 |Expansion Facility Conceptual Design 20 | 20 | 260CT11 | 23NOV11 : ‘ Co b o '
1BF115_|Expansion Facility SD Design 20 | 20 | 28NOV11 | 23DECA1 I N snsion Faciity §D Design *
1BF116 |Expansion Facllity DD Design 35 | 35 | 27DEC11 | 14FEB12 Lo C : - Eipention Feclity DD Design | S
1BF117 |Expansion Facility CD Design 35 | 35 | 15FEB12 04APR12 oo . Vo . I Expsnsion Fagiity $D Dsigd -
1BF118 |1st County/Esgill Plan Check 10 | 10 | 05APR12 | 1BAPR12 ‘ bl S Lo st County/Epgh Pian Check Lo
1BF119 [Respond to 1st County/Esgill PC Comments 10 | 10 | 19APR12 | 02MAY12 ‘ ‘ + |Respendto 1stcamwljéwn.wc Comrents] - - m,L.q: T T
1BF120 |2nd County/Esgill Plan Check 10 | 10 | 03MAY12 | 16MAY12 ! o Do ! Hard CountyiEsg Pla Chack | * |
1BF121 |Respond to 2nd County/Esgill PC Comments 10 | 10 [ 17MAY12 | 31MAY12 . . \ | Resporidto2nd GountyyEsgi FE Copmatesl | | H -
1BF123_ |3rd County/Esglll Plan Check 10 [ 10 | D1JUNI2 | 14JUNT2 T S | WCouyEsgaPEnChock |
1BF124 |Respond to 3rd County/Esgill PC Comments 5 | 5 | 15JUN12 | 21JuN12 ' ' : Respond to SrdCounty/EsgHFC Chmmenah ¢ | Lo '
;] 1BF128 [Expansion Facility Permit 1 1 22JUN12 22JUN12 R h , . I i |Expansion Faciity Permit -
Renovation of Existing Buildings - 5 ; E S A
1
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Activity _
0 2 20 o1l ;

Description S e e A O
| 18F085 |Expansion Remode! Construction (incl FF&E) 01MAR12 | 20JUN12 Coron D ExpemenRemodsiChrstesn (i Fréc 0 | 0 0 0 |
Phase 2 Office Buildings | Do ;

Core & Shell, Bldgs #205 & 206 (excl. demo) 240CT12 | 13DEC13 I Co }coréawfswnfju 06 (ecc, o) NN |
5 T and FF&E Construction Summary 20MAR13 | 17APR14 Co L S ¢ 7l endFraf: Construction Suminary SENEEENENEN |
Chesapeake Expansion ROV Building SR ' : L S T S
1BF122 |Bid ROV GMP 20 | 20 [ 19APR12 [ 16MAY12 . R C oo |MBdROVGHP | | . :
20202 |Prep ROV GMP 25 | 25 | 25MAY12 | 28JUN12 Co N SRR oo © MpmgROVEMP o
5 Do . . Co Co oo s
20207 |ROV Sitework (Demo & Grade) 53 02JUL12 14SEP12 : ‘ : DT Vot ¢ ROV fStovek (Demio & Grads) ‘
-l 20203 |ROV Construction 202 [ 202 | p2NOVi2 | 22AUG13 . o o e RWWA&. - C
| 20204 [ROVFFBE 11 | 11 | 23AUG13 | 09SEP13 o o R o Co © ERovfrae
Parking Structure "B" » I o Lo B R
20JUN12 Lo SR oo el ymon . :
1" 20151 P Ges GWP (15 | 15 | 14MAR12 | 03APR12 : =
§ Construction :
25250 |SDGAE Pipe Procurement 04APR12 | 28JUL12 o oo
28270 |Trem:h&lnsta!1 HP Gas-P.Structure B Fronlage 02NOV12 Tienchi 2. Iny Lo
Office Buildings f ; : L
Core. & Shall= 205820, , s '; ;
1 20140 |Update Pricing with All Comments 10 | 10 | 11APR12 [ 24APR12 L v _ ' ' :
20150 |Prepare & Submit GMP Proposal 10 | 10 [ 25APR12 | 08MAY12 S S S
20M070 | Negotiate/Approve GMP Contract 10 | 10 | 08MAY12 | 22MAY12 R o S
20M045 |Execute GMP Contract 0| o 22MAY 12 o o
20130 |Issue Building Permits 1 | 1 | 23MAY12 | 23MAY12 : . ;
20205 |Phase 2 Core & Shell Construction Bldg #205 286 | 286 | 240CT12 | 13DEC13 ) ' o © lPnase2(
20206 |Phase 2 Core & Shell Construction Bldg #206 293 | 293 | 12NOV12 | 15JAN14 A : ; - Phase?
e "?f«?’o’ﬁi":}i?ﬁ%“z\ﬁ?fv I N T 5 « . . . : 1
211405 |Update Pricing with All Comments 10 | 10 | 13FEB13 | 27FEB13
2TVID85-5 | Prepare & Submit GMP Proposal 10 | 10 | 28FEB13 | 13MAR13 ; L
2T180-5 |Negotiate/Approve GMP Contract 10 | 10 | 14MAR13 27MAR13 : ' : .
2TMD45-5 |Execute GMP Contract 0 0 27MAR13 Co ' : .
271305 |Issue Building Permits 1 | 1 | 28MAR13 | 28MAR13 e ~
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EXHIBIT E
DDA BUDGET

[See Attached]
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County of San Diego LOWE ENTERPRISES
County Operations Center FDoN September 30, 2011
Phase IA, 1B and 2 DEVELOPMENT COST ASSUMPTIONS

PHASE 1A PHASE B PHASE 2

SQUARE FOPTAGE:
Office
Confesence Ceates & Cafeteria [ 16,
Certral Plat 12,5001
Hozzed Way 47.000]

ROV
9225/9255 Chesapeake [ [ 29,
Torad

Pasking Stroctum [ 548.000] o 823.500] 1.436.500]

BUILDINGS:
#of Buikdizgs | 6 3] 5| 14

PHASE 1A PHIASE 1B PHASE 2 TOTAL

PRE-DEVELOPMENT COSTS
Conceptemt Destgn/CEQA

Programming

Phase 1 Schematic Design
Cextezl Plare Design
Pre-Constructina
Contlngeasy

Suhtoie} Pre-Development Corts

OFFSITE COSTS

1 812,744,986

16,991,793
$29,206014
813,457
079,838

33-517;530,218
<'$35,903,414
:$17,754,891

t]

Rengvations to Buildings 922519255
Pudlic At

LEED

Design Contingency

Contractor Contingency
Insuraace (Contractonfincl OCTP credit]

$4.153,367
- ,Sf




AGENDA ITEM NO. é

SAN DIEGO REGIONAL BUILDING AUTHORITY

SUBJECT:

November 3, 2011

PROPOSED SAN DIEGO REGIONAL BUILDING AUTHORITY (SDRBA) 2012
MEETING SCHEDULE

INTRODUCTION:

Each year, the SDRBA submits a proposed meeting schedule in concert with the
Metropolitan Transit System’s (MTS’s) Executive Committee meeting schedule. The
meetings are typically held at MTS on Thursday mornings beginning at 8:00 a.m. (unless
otherwise determined).

RECOMMENDATION:

That the SDRBA Board of Directors approve the following dates that are proposed for the
2012 SDRBA meeting schedule:

Budget Impact

None.

MTS Executive Committee Meeting Room

1255 Imperial Avenue, Suite 1000
San Diego, CA 92101

January 12, 2012
February 9, 2012
March 8, 2012
April 12, 2012
May 10, 2012
June 14, 2012
July 12, 2012
August 9, 2012
September 13, 2012
October 11, 2012
November 8, 2012
December 6, 2012

8:00 a.m.
8:00 a.m.
8:00 a.m.
8:00 a.m.
8:00 a.m.
8:00 a.m.
8:00 a.m.
8:00 a.m.
8:00 a.m.
8:00 a.m.
8:00 a.m.
8:00 a.m.
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