
Appendix E 
Responses to Comments on Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration 
 
The Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (Draft MND) for the Downtown San Diego Bus Rapid 
Transit (BRT) Stations Project was distributed for public review on June 10, 2013, initiating a  
30-day public review period ending on July 9, 2013. The document was made available online, 
at public libraries in the project area, and at SANDAG’s office. A total of approximately 34 letters 
and emails were received before the close of the public comment period. After the close of the 
public comment period, approximately 2 more letters were submitted. Pursuant to California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines §15088(a), “the lead agency shall evaluate 
comments on environmental issues received from persons who reviewed the Draft EIR and 
shall prepare a written response.” All comment letters received on the Draft MND, including the 
letters received after the close of the public comment period, were evaluated for environmental 
issues, and written responses to comments on environmental issues were prepared. 
 
Table 1 provides a list of the comment letters received, including details on the agency, 
organization, or individual that submitted the letter and the date of the letter. This appendix 
presents written responses to comments on environmental issues raised in these letters. The 
written responses describe the disposition of significant environmental issues raised, as 
required by CEQA Guidelines §15088(c). 
 

Table 1 
Comment Letters on Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration for the 

Downtown San Diego Bus Rapid Transit Stations Project 
Letter Number Public Agency, Organization, or Individual Date of Letter 

1 California Public Utilities Commission July 8, 2013 
2 Native American Heritage Commission June 14, 2013 
3 State Clearinghouse July 10, 2013 
4 TREO Board of Directors July 7, 2013 
5 Anne MacMillan Eichman July 3, 2013 
6 Bahareh Feli July 7, 2013 
7 Betty Callan July 9, 2013 
8 Carol Spangenburg June 24, 2013 
9 Derek Hook June 19, 2013 

10 Hamid Bagheri July 2, 2013 
11 Jake Bomerin July 2, 2013 
12 Jim Gregg June 17, 2013 
13 Jim Gregg July 7, 2013 
14 Joan Van Der Hoeven June 19, 2013 
15 Kevin Lehman June 19, 2013 
16 Khoa Nguyen, on behalf of Sofia Hotel July 9, 2013 
17 Leilani Vigil June 19, 2013 
18 Leslie Henshaw June 19, 2013 
19 Mahbod Cyrus Rashidi July 7, 2013 
20 Mark Eichman July 4, 2013 
21 Michael Chua June 19, 2013 
22 Michael Herbert June 12, 2013 
23 Myron Newton June 19, 2013 
24 Nancy Coleman June 19, 2013 
25 Nazanine Espahbodi July 4, 2013 



Table 1 
Comment Letters on Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration for the 

Downtown San Diego Bus Rapid Transit Stations Project 
Letter Number Public Agency, Organization, or Individual Date of Letter 

26 Polly Gillette June 19, 2013 
27 Polly Gillette June 19, 2013 
28 Richard Pincus July 2, 2013 
29 Sharon Blasgen July 6, 2013 
30 Stacey Miller July 19, 2013 
31 Tanya Reid June 19, 2013 
32 Tim Hull June 18, 2013 
33 Veronica D’Annibale June 19, 2013 
34 Vicki Hoppenrath June 19, 2013 
35 Walter Scott Chambers III June 17, 2013 
36 Wendy Reuben July 7, 2013 

 
MASTER RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 
 
Common themes were repeated throughout many of the comment letters listed in Table 1. Two 
Master Responses have been developed to respond to these common themes: Master 
Response 1 addresses comments related to the project description, and Master Response 2 
addresses comments related to property values. For efficiency, the text for each Master 
Response is provided here for ease of reference instead of repeating text for each individual 
comment received. Individual comments that are addressed by these Master Responses are 
referred to by the numbered code (e.g., “Please refer to Master Response 1”). All references to 
section numbers in the Master Responses are from the Guidelines for Implementation of the 
California Environmental Quality Act, Cal. Code Regs. tit. 14, §15000 et seq. (“CEQA 
Guidelines”) unless otherwise noted.  
 
Master Response 1 – Project Description 
 
Several comments received on the Draft MND incorrectly ascribe features and characteristics to 
the proposed project that are not in fact a part of the proposed project as described in the Draft 
MND. There are comments that the proposed project would lead to increased bus operations in 
the project area, and lead to the construction and operation of a bus terminal or bus parking lot 
(also called a layover facility) in the project area. There are comments that these features and 
characteristics would lead to various adverse effects on the environment (e.g., traffic 
congestion, pedestrian safety, aesthetics).  
 
As described in Section 2.0 Project Description of the Draft MND, SANDAG proposes to 
construct seven new bus rapid transit (BRT) stations and related physical improvements within 
public right-of-way in Downtown San Diego (“the proposed project”). The primary purpose of the 
proposed project is to enhance pedestrian access to multiple approved BRT services, including 
South Bay BRT,1 Mid-City Rapid,2 and I-15 BRT.3 
 
Independent of the proposed project, the seven station locations would be served by multiple 
approved BRT services. These BRT services, including the operation of buses in the area of the 
proposed project, will occur with or without implementation of the proposed project. The location 
at which buses stop for passenger pick-up and drop-off will not change with or without 

1 http://www.sandag.org/index.asp?projectid=297&fuseaction=projects.detail  
2 http://www.sandag.org/index.asp?projectid=317&fuseaction=projects.detail  
3 http://www.sandag.org/index.asp?projectid=393&fuseaction=projects.detail  

 
Final Mitigated Negative Declaration September 17, 2013 
Downtown San Diego Bus Rapid Transit Stations  Page 2 

                                                

http://www.sandag.org/index.asp?projectid=297&fuseaction=projects.detail
http://www.sandag.org/index.asp?projectid=317&fuseaction=projects.detail
http://www.sandag.org/index.asp?projectid=393&fuseaction=projects.detail


implementation of the proposed project. The potential environmental impacts of each of these 
services were identified in CEQA-compliant documents certified and adopted by SANDAG. 
 
Also independent of the proposed project, SANDAG is exploring the possibility of developing a 
proposed layover facility, which could include the combination of a layover facility for MTS 
buses (including buses operating for the South Bay BRT, Mid-City Rapid, and I-15 BRT) with 
mixed-use development for SANDAG offices, potential retail, or potential residential 
development. As directed by a vote of the SANDAG Board of Directors at its June 28, 2013, 
meeting, SANDAG staff is currently studying the feasibility of a bus layover facility that includes 
mixed-use development. Before considering whether or not to construct a bus layover facility, 
the SANDAG Board of Directors would first be required to comply with CEQA. Basic information 
about a potential bus layover facility, such as its location and potential inclusion of mixed-use 
development, is not known at this time.  
 
No features or characteristics of the proposed project would directly or indirectly lead to the 
operation of buses or to the construction and operation of a bus layover facility. The proposed 
project does not meet the criteria for piecemealing established by the California Supreme Court: 
(1) neither the operation of buses nor the construction and operation of a bus layover facility 
would be a reasonably foreseeable consequence of the proposed project; and (2) potential 
future construction of a bus layover facility would not change the scope or nature of the 
proposed project or its environmental effects.4 The approved BRT services, the proposed 
project, and a potential future bus layover facility are stand-alone projects that could each be 
implemented independently.  
 
The Draft MND analyzes the potential environmental effects of the proposed project as required 
by CEQA, and is not required to identify the environmental effects of independent projects that 
have already been approved or independent projects that may or may not occur in the future. 
  
Master Response 2 – Property Values 
 
As required by CEQA, the focus of the Draft MND analysis is on the physical changes to the 
environment as a result of the proposed project (§15131[a]). Under CEQA, purely economic and 
social effects of a project, such as the impact of a project on adjacent or nearby property values, 
without a physical change in the environment, shall not be treated as significant effects on the 
environment (§15131[a]). None of the comments provided on the Draft MND or other 
information in the record provide substantial evidence (as defined in Public Resources Code 
§21080[e])5 that there will be physical impacts to the environment as a result of a decline in 
property values occurring as a result of the project. 
 
In addition to not being required by CEQA, any attempt by SANDAG to estimate the impact of 
the proposed project on property values would be speculation. In light of the numerous factors 
affecting real estate prices, it is not possible for SANDAG to provide a realistic and reliable 
prediction of changes in future property values in the project area based on their proximity to the 
proposed project. However, comments expressing concern with the potential for the project to 
decrease property values will be included in public record for the project, and along with other 
economic, social, technological and environmental factors, will be considered by SANDAG in 
making a decision on the project. 

4 Laurel Heights Improvement Association v. Regents of University of California (1988) 47 Cal.3d 376 
5 As used herein, “‘substantial evidence’ is not argument, speculation, unsubstantiated opinion or narrative, 
evidence that is clearly inaccurate or erroneous, or evidence of social or economic impacts that do not 
contribute to, or are not caused by, physical impacts on the environment” (Public Resources Code §21080[e]). 
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Responses to Comments from Public Agencies and Other Organizations 
 

 
 

 
 

Letter 1 
California Public Utilities Commission 

 
1-1 
These introductory comments and description of the project are noted. 
No further response is required.  
 
1-2 
SANDAG acknowledges that the proposed project would occur in the 
vicinity of the three existing light-rail crossings identified in this 
comment. However, the proposed project would not involve significant 
modification of existing rail crossings and therefore authorization 
through the CPUC GO 88-B process is not anticipated to be required 
for the proposed project. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1-1 

1-2 

 
Final Mitigated Negative Declaration September 17, 2013 
Downtown San Diego Bus Rapid Transit Stations   Page 4 



Responses to Comments from Public Agencies and Other Organizations 
 

  

 
 
1-3 
This comment is noted. Temporary traffic control plans prepared for 
construction of the proposed project will comply with applicable 
requirements for Temporary Traffic Control in the vicinity of rail 
crossings.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1-4 
Detectable warning (truncated domes) are proposed at the north 
sidewalk on Kettner Boulevard and the railroad tracks.  Existing 
truncated domes will be perpetuated at the south sidewalk of India 
Street and the railroad tracks. Existing curb ramp truncated domes will 
be perpetuated at Broadway and the railroad tracks.  

1-3 

1-4 
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Responses to Comments from Public Agencies and Other Organizations 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
I-5 
This comment is noted. No further response is required. 

1-5 
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Responses to Comments from Public Agencies and Other Organizations 
 

 

Letter 2 
Native American Heritage Commission 

 
2-1 
As discussed in Section 7.5 of the Draft MND, SANDAG 
commissioned a records and literature search of the California 
Historical Resources Information System at the South Coastal 
Information Center at San Diego State University (provided in 
Appendix B of the Draft MND). The search identified four historical 
resources in the project area, and the Draft MND explains that the 
proposed project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of any of the identified historical resources. 
 
The search also indicated that there is a low likelihood of 
encountering unknown buried resources during construction of the 
proposed project because the depth of below grade disturbance 
associated with the proposed project would not be expected to 
exceed the depth of previous disturbance associated with past 
construction activities, such as roadway construction and utility 
installation. As-built construction documents show existing below 
grade utilities in the project area. Installation of utilities and other past 
construction activities would have required excavation of earthen 
materials, and as a result, likely would have removed or destroyed 
any undiscovered buried resources.  
 
However, SANDAG acknowledges the possibility that unknown buried 
archaeological resources could be present in the Gaslamp Quarter 
Historic District and within the sidewalk along the west side of Kettner 
Boulevard adjacent to Santa Fe Depot. To ensure the project would 
not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an 
archaeological resource that could be encountered during 
construction, the Draft MND requires implementation of mitigation 
measures CULTURAL-1, which mandates archaeological monitoring 
of any trenching, excavation, or grading within the boundaries of the 
Gaslamp Quarter Historic District and within the existing sidewalk 
along the west side of Kettner Boulevard adjacent to the Santa Fe 
Depot property.   

2-1 
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Responses to Comments from Public Agencies and Other Organizations 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Section 7.5 (d) of the Draft MND explains that SANDAG shall follow 
the procedures required by state law for the accidental discovery of 
human remains, including those set forth in Public Resources Code 
§5097.98 and Health and Safety Code §7050.5).  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2-1 
(cont.) 
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Responses to Comments from Public Agencies and Other Organizations 
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Responses to Comments from Public Agencies and Other Organizations 
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Responses to Comments from Public Agencies and Other Organizations 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Final Mitigated Negative Declaration September 17, 2013 
Downtown San Diego Bus Rapid Transit Stations   Page 11 



Responses to Comments from Public Agencies and Other Organizations 
 

 

Letter 3 
State Clearinghouse 

 
 
3-1 
This comment is noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 3-1 
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Responses to Comments from Public Agencies and Other Organizations 
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Responses to Comments from Public Agencies and Other Organizations 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Letter 4 
TREO Board of Directors 

 
 
 
 
4-1 
Responses to the specific comments are provided below. 

 

4-1 
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Responses to Comments from Public Agencies and Other Organizations 
 

 

4-2 
The comment that the Draft MND is based on the EIR for the 2050 
RTP/SCS is incorrect. The draft MND that was prepared for the 
proposed project does not tier off of, or rely on the EIR that was 
certified by the SANDAG Board of Directors for the 2050 RTP/SCS. 
While that EIR for the 2050 RTP/SCS was found deficient by the 
Superior Court of San Diego County, an appeal in that case was filed 
which suspends the Superior Court ruling until the Appeals Court 
hears the case. Regardless of the outcome of that case, the 
Downtown San Diego BRT Stations MND is an independent 
document that does not in any way rely on the EIR prepared for the 
2050 RTP/SCS. Please see Master Response 1 which further 
explains that the proposed project is a stand-alone, independent 
project.  
 
4-3 
The proposed project would install features such as bus shelters, 
pylons, street trees, pedestrian lighting, new crosswalk striping and 
wider sidewalks to improve pedestrian access to approved rapid bus 
services. None of the comments provided on the Draft MND or other 
information in the record provide substantial evidence (as defined in 
Public Resources Code §21080[e])6 that the proposed project would 
result in a conflict with the policies identified in this comment, or any 
policies or regulations of the Downtown Community Plan or Centre 
City Planned District Ordinance. Nothing about the proposed project 
would conflict with or impede the potential future implementation of an 
internal downtown shuttle service. Please also see Master Response 
1 explaining that several BRT routes that would serve Downtown San 
Diego have already been approved by SANDAG, and are separate 
from the proposed project.  
 

6 As used herein, “‘substantial evidence’ is not argument, speculation, 
unsubstantiated opinion or narrative, evidence that is clearly inaccurate or 
erroneous, or evidence of social or economic impacts that do not contribute to, 
or are not caused by, physical impacts on the environment” (Public Resources 
Code §21080[e]). 

4-2 

4-3 
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Responses to Comments from Public Agencies and Other Organizations 
 

 
 
 

Furthermore, the comment that the Downtown Community Plan, 
“envisages BRT buses connecting with the downtown shuttle service, 
at the edge of downtown, not duplicating it by traveling into the 
downtown neighborhoods” is not supported by the policies and figures 
of the Downtown Community Plan, including Figure 7.4, which 
identifies potential BRT and shuttle routes in the Downtown. While the 
figure notes that the routes shown for BRT and shuttles are 
conceptual, the figure clearly shows that BRT routes would occur 
throughout the Downtown; there is no information in this figure or 
elsewhere in the Downtown Community Plan that states or suggests it 
envisions BRT service connecting with a shuttle service at the edge of 
Downtown. In any case, there is no BRT service that would occur as a 
result of the proposed project. 
 
4-4 
The proposed project would include features such as wider sidewalks, 
new sidewalk paving, new crosswalk striping, new street trees, new 
pedestrian lighting, and new bus shelters. The primary purpose of the 
proposed project is to enhance pedestrian access to rapid bus 
services. None of the comments provided on the Draft MND or other 
information in the record provide substantial evidence (as defined in 
Public Resources Code §21080[e]) that the proposed project would 
adversely affect the ability of pedestrians to walk along Broadway. 
Moreover, the proposed project would be consistent with the following 
goals and policies of the Downtown Community Plan (emphasis 
added): 
 
• Policy 7.2-P-4: Undertake strategic streetscape improvements 

(such as sidewalk widening, bulbouts, enhanced lighting, and 
signage). 

• Policy 7.3-G-2: Increase transit use among downtown residents, 
workers, and visitors. 
 

4-4 

4-5 

4-6 
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Responses to Comments from Public Agencies and Other Organizations 
 

 
 

• Policy 7.3-P-2: Work with other agencies to support planned street 
improvements to accommodate transit. 

• Policy 7.3-P-3: Coordinate with the transit agency and other 
appropriate organizations to implement: 
o Internal shuttle service for local trips, connecting key 

downtown locations with the wider transit network, and using 
smaller, cleaner vehicles for flexible neighborhood trips. 

o BRT service, improving the commuter and long-distance 
transit network with state-of-the-art technology to provide more 
frequent and faster trips. 

o Bus service modifications to improve service, and to increase 
transit accessibility when the internal shuttle and BRT services 
begin. 

• Policy 7.3-P-5: Enhance streetscapes within transit corridors to 
increase attractiveness for users and promote shared transit, 
pedestrian, and cyclist use. 

• Policy 7.3-P-6: Encourage SANDAG to develop real time 
information and signage systems for all downtown transit facilities. 

• Policy 7.3-P-7: Coordinate transit station design with the transit 
agency to ensure inviting, enjoyable places, with shade, public art, 
landscaping, and memorable design features reflective of the 
surrounding environment. 

 
The entire segment of Broadway in the project area is designated by 
the Downtown Community Plan as a “Boulevard,” while the portion of 
Broadway from 9th Avenue to Kettner Boulevard is designated as 
both a “Main Street” and a “Boulevard.” Boulevards generously 
accommodate pedestrians and traffic, while Main Streets comfortably 
accommodate pedestrian, transit, and vehicular traffic. With features 
such as wider sidewalks, new sidewalk paving, new street trees, new 
pedestrian lighting, and new bus shelters, the proposed project would 
be accommodating to pedestrians, consistent with these designations.  
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Responses to Comments from Public Agencies and Other Organizations 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

4-5 
Please see Master Response 1 explaining that several BRT routes 
that would serve Downtown San Diego have already been approved 
by SANDAG, and are separate from the proposed project. No bus 
operations would occur as a result of the proposed project. Therefore, 
the adverse effects attributed to bus operations in this comment could 
not occur as a result of the proposed project. Master Response 2 
addresses the comment on property values. This comment does not 
raise any environmental issues that CEQA requires to be addressed 
in the MND for the proposed project. 
 
4-6 
Please see Master Response 1 explaining that several BRT routes 
that would serve Downtown San Diego have already been approved 
by SANDAG, and are separate from the proposed project. The 
proposed project would not involve the operation of any buses. As a 
result, the proposed project could not result in additional buses that 
would adversely affect traffic conditions in the project area. Section 
7.16 of the Draft MND analyzes the potential traffic effects of the 
proposed project and concludes that no significant traffic impacts 
would occur. This comment does not raise any environmental issues 
that CEQA requires to be addressed in the MND for the proposed 
project. 
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Responses to Comments from Members of the Public 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Letter 5 
Anne MacMillan Eichman 

 
 
 
5-1 
Responses to the specific comments are provided below. 
 
 
 
 

5-1 
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Responses to Comments from Members of the Public 

 

 
 
 
 

5-2 
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
project, and along with other economic, social, technological, and 
environmental factors, will be considered by SANDAG in making a 
decision on the project. However, the comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires to be in the MND for the 
proposed project. Please also see Master Response 1 explaining that 
several BRT routes that would serve Downtown San Diego have 
already been approved by SANDAG, and are separate from the 
proposed project.  
  
5-3 
SANDAG discloses in the Draft MND that construction of the 
proposed project, including work proposed to occur up to 24 hours a 
day during one weekend at each station has the potential to 
temporarily generate noise, air pollutants, and traffic congestion. As a 
result, analysis of these issues was provided in Sections 7.3, 7.12, 
and 7.16, respectively, of the Draft MND. The Draft MND concludes 
that no significant air quality, noise, or traffic impacts would occur as a 
result of construction of the proposed project. Mitigation measures are 
not required for effects that are not found to be significant 
(§15126.4(a)[3]). This comment does not raise any new 
environmental issues required by CEQA that were not already 
addressed in the Draft MND. 
 
5-4 
The Draft MND evaluates potential significant aesthetic impacts of the 
proposed project, including the pylons, using the criteria provided in 
Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines. The Draft MND concludes that 
the proposed project would not have a substantial adverse effect on a 
scenic vista (7.1a), would not substantially damage scenic resources 
within a state scenic highway (7.1b), would not substantially degrade 
the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings 
(7.1c), or create a new source of substantial light or glare that would 
adversely affect day or nighttime views (7.1d).  
 

5-2 

5-3 

5-4 
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None of the comments provided on the Draft MND or other 
information in the record provide substantial evidence (as defined in 
Public Resources Code §21080[e]) that the proposed project would 
have a significant aesthetic impact. The Draft MND explains that the 
Broadway view corridor designated for protection in the Downtown 
Community Plan would not be significantly affected by the proposed 
project. Figures 2-5 to 2-7 of the Draft MND visually depict the three 
Broadway stations both with and without the proposed project. 
Existing features along Broadway impede views of San Diego Bay, 
including mature street trees, streetlights, bus shelters, and bus 
amenities. Features associated with the proposed project would be 
installed adjacent to the existing features, and therefore the proposed 
features would not narrow or otherwise obstruct existing views of San 
Diego Bay from Broadway. Please also see Master Response 1 
explaining that several BRT routes that would serve Downtown San 
Diego have already been approved by SANDAG, and are separate 
from the proposed project.  
5-5 
Section 7.3 of the Draft MND evaluates the potential for daily and 
annual air pollutants generated during construction to result in 
significant impacts, and concludes that daily and annual pollutant 
emissions would be well below the thresholds used by the City of San 
Diego to identify significant levels of air pollution. Because the 
construction air quality impact is not significant, the Draft MND is not 
required to identify mitigation measures to reduce or avoid this impact 
(§15126.4(a)[3]). Moreover, the pollutant assumptions provided in the 
Draft MND conservatively assume that all construction activity 
associated with the proposed project would occur simultaneously. In 
the event that construction occurs in separate phases, which is 
expected, the amount of daily pollution would be markedly lower than 
described in the Draft MND. The Draft MND acknowledges that the 
pollutant emissions presented are estimates. SANDAG makes no 
claim that the estimates are “certain,” nor is it required to do so by 
CEQA. The CEQA Guidelines require that when forecasting, “an 
agency must use its best efforts to find out and disclose all that it 
reasonably can.” (§15144).  

5-5 

5-6 
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Responses to Comments from Members of the Public 

 

 
 
 

What is required is, “…a sufficient degree of analysis to provide 
decision makers with information which enables them to make a 
decision which intelligently takes account of environmental 
consequences…The courts have not looked for perfection, but for 
adequacy, completeness, and a good faith effort at full disclosure.” 
(§15151). None of the comments provided on the Draft MND or other 
information in the record provide substantial evidence (as defined in 
Public Resources Code §21080[e]) that the proposed project would 
result in significant air quality effects. 
 
5-6 
The Draft MND discloses that people and property in the project area 
could be exposed to adverse effects involving the rupture of an 
earthquake fault. The adverse effects associated with rupture of an 
earthquake fault would essentially be the same with or without 
implementation of the proposed project. The text from the Draft MND 
that is underlined in this comment is explaining that, over the long-
term, implementation of the proposed project would not increase the 
number of people in the project area that could potentially be subject 
to the adverse effects from earthquake fault rupture that exists in the 
project area. The number of people in the project area adversely 
affected by earthquake fault rupture would essentially be the same 
with or without implementation of the proposed project.  
 
5-7 
The Draft MND includes a link to SDAPCD Regulation IV, Rule 55, 
which prohibits, “discharges (of) visible dust emissions into the 
atmosphere beyond the property line for a period or periods 
aggregating more than 3 minutes in any 60 minute period.” (Rule 55 
(d)[1]). The SDAPCD is responsible for compliance with its rules and 
regulations. For example, Regulation I, Rule 6, describes procedures 
for the SDAPCD to follow when violations occur.7 The SDAPCD 
website provides a form and a phone number for filing complaints.8,9 

7 http://www.sdapcd.org/rules/Reg1pdf/R6.pdf 
8 http://www.sdapcd.org/comply/complaint/complaint_form.pdf 
9 http://www.sdapcd.org/contact/contact.html 

5-6 
(cont.) 

5-7 

5-8 

5-9 
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Responses to Comments from Members of the Public 

 

 
 
 
 

5-8 
The proposed project includes features that would benefit 
pedestrians, including wider sidewalks, new sidewalk paving, new bus 
shelters, new crosswalk striping, new street trees, and new pedestrian 
lighting. None of the comments provided on the Draft MND or other 
information in the record provide substantial evidence (as defined in 
Public Resources Code §21080[e]) that these or any other features of 
the proposed project would, “greatly curtail the safety of all other 
pedestrians and those on bicycles” or otherwise result in adverse 
effects to pedestrians, bicyclists, people on motorcycles, disabled 
persons, children, or the elderly. Please also see Master Response 1 
explaining that several BRT routes that would serve Downtown San 
Diego have already been approved by SANDAG, and are separate 
from the proposed project. No bus operations would occur as a result 
of the proposed project. 
 
5-9 
SANDAG discloses in the Draft MND that construction of the 
proposed project, including work proposed to occur up to 24 hours a 
day during one weekend at each station has the potential to 
temporarily generate noise. As a result, analysis was provided in 
Section 7.12 of the Draft MND. The Draft MND concludes that no 
significant noise impacts would occur as a result of construction of the 
proposed project. Construction would occur in accordance with the 
requirements of a construction noise permit that SANDAG would be 
required to obtain from the City of San Diego. None of the comments 
provided on the Draft MND or other information in the record provide 
substantial evidence (as defined in Public Resources Code 
§21080[e]) that these or any other features of the proposed project 
would result in significant noise impacts. This comment does not raise 
any new environmental issues required by CEQA that were not 
already addressed in the Draft MND.  
 
 

5-9 

5-10 

5-11 

5-12 
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Please also see Master Response 1 explaining that several BRT 
routes that would serve Downtown San Diego have already been 
approved by SANDAG, and are separate from the proposed project. 
No bus operations would occur as a result of the proposed project. 
Passenger pick-up and drop-off locations associated with the 
approved BRT routes would not change with implementation of the 
proposed project.  
 
5-10 
The Treo and Sapphire buildings are located on India Street and 
Kettner Boulevard, respectively, on the blocks between West B Street 
and West A Street. While the project does not propose any 
improvements on the blocks on which these buildings are located, 
improvements would occur on the blocks of India Street and Kettner 
Boulevard located to the south of these buildings. The Draft MND 
evaluates the potential for significant environmental impacts to occur 
in the project area as a result of the proposed project, including the 
area in the vicinity of Treo and Sapphire. The Draft MND concludes 
that no significant environmental impacts would occur. None of the 
comments provided on the Draft MND or other information in the 
record provide substantial evidence (as defined in Public Resources 
Code §21080[e]) that the proposed project would result in significant 
adverse effects to the physical environment, including adverse effects 
to residents of the Treo and Sapphire buildings. The comment about 
human quality of life factors is noted and will be included in the public 
record for the project. Human quality of life factors may be considered 
by SANDAG in making a decision on the project, along with other 
economic, social, technological, and environmental factors. However, 
this comment does not raise any new environmental issues required 
by CEQA that were not already addressed in the Draft MND. 
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5-11 
Please see the response to comment 5-8. 
 
5-12 
Please see Master Response 1 explaining that several BRT routes 
that would serve Downtown San Diego have already been approved 
by SANDAG, and are separate from the proposed project. No bus 
operations would occur as a result of the proposed project. As a 
result, the list of adverse effects that this comment attributes to, 
“bringing dozens of 60 ft. long buses into our Downtown” could not 
occur as a result of the proposed project.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Final Mitigated Negative Declaration September 17, 2013 
Downtown San Diego Bus Rapid Transit Stations   Page 25 



Responses to Comments from Members of the Public 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Letter 6 
Bahareh Feli 

 
6-1 
SANDAG discloses in the Draft MND that construction of the 
proposed project has the potential to generate noise, air pollutants, 
and affect traffic operations. As a result, analysis of these issues was 
provided in Sections 7.3, 7.12, and 7.16, respectively, of the Draft 
MND. The Draft MND concludes that no significant air quality, noise, 
or traffic impacts would occur as a result of construction of the 
proposed project. Regarding safety, features of the proposed project 
such as wider sidewalks, new crosswalk striping, and pedestrian 
lighting would improve pedestrian safety. None of the comments 
provided on the Draft MND or other information in the record provide 
substantial evidence (as defined in Public Resources Code 
§21080[e]) that the proposed project would result in significant effects 
related to air pollution, noise, traffic, or safety. This comment does not 
raise any new environmental issues required by CEQA that were not 
already addressed in the Draft MND. 
  

6-1 
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Letter 7 

Betty Callan 
 
7-1  
Please see the response to comment 5-4 for discussion of how 
aesthetic impacts of the proposed project, including the pylons, were 
evaluated in the Draft MND. Please also see Master Response 1 
explaining that several BRT routes that would serve Downtown San 
Diego have already been approved by SANDAG, and are separate 
from the proposed project. The environmental documents for these 
approved BRT routes including analysis of their potential impacts to 
air quality. No bus operations would occur as a result of the proposed 
project. Therefore, the proposed project could not result in the 
adverse effects that this comment attributes to the operation of buses.  

7-1 
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Letter 8 

Carol Spangenberg 
 
8-1 
The Draft MND analyzes the potential environmental effects of the 
proposed project, including environmental issues that could adversely 
affect human health and safety, such as air quality, noise, and 
pedestrian safety. The Draft MND concludes that the proposed project 
would not result in any significant adverse effects to the environment.  
None of the comments provided on the Draft MND or other 
information in the record provide substantial evidence (as defined in 
Public Resources Code §21080[e]) that the proposed project would 
result in significant effects related to air pollution, noise, traffic, or 
safety. This comment does not raise any new environmental issues 
required by CEQA that were not already addressed in the Draft MND. 
 
Please also see Master Response 1 explaining that several BRT 
routes that would serve Downtown San Diego have already been 
approved by SANDAG, and are separate from the proposed project. 
No bus operations would occur as a result of the proposed project. 
Therefore, the proposed project could not result in the adverse effects 
that this comment attributes to the operation of buses. In any event, 
the adopted and certified environmental documents for the approved 
BRT routes do not identify toxic hot spots or any other significant air 
quality impacts that would occur as a result of bus operations.  

8-1 
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Letter 9 

Derek Hook 
 
9-1 
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project.   

9-1 
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9-1 
(cont.) 
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Letter 10 

Hamid X Bagheri 
 
10-1 
Please see the responses to comments 4-4 and 5-8 addressing the 
safety of pedestrians, children, disabled persons, the elderly, and 
bicyclists. The Draft MND analyzes the potential environmental effects 
of the proposed project, including air quality, noise, traffic, and 
pedestrian safety. The Draft MND concludes that the proposed project 
would not result in any significant adverse effects to the environment. 
None of the comments provided on the Draft MND or other 
information in the record provide substantial evidence (as defined in 
Public Resources Code §21080[e]) that the proposed project would 
result in significant effects related to air pollution, noise, traffic, or 
safety. This comment does not raise any new environmental issues 
required by CEQA that were not already addressed in the Draft MND. 
 
Please also see Master Response 1 explaining that several BRT 
routes that would serve Downtown San Diego have already been 
approved by SANDAG, and are separate from the proposed project. 
No bus operations would occur as a result of the proposed project. 
Therefore, the proposed project could not result in the adverse effects 
that this comment attributes to the operation of buses.  
 
 
  

10-1 
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 Letter 11 

Jake Bomerin 
 

11-1 
The Draft MND analyzes the potential environmental effects of the 
proposed project, including traffic. The Draft MND concludes that the 
proposed project would not result in any significant adverse effects to 
the environment. None of the comments provided on the Draft MND 
or other information in the record provide substantial evidence (as 
defined in Public Resources Code §21080[e]) that the proposed 
project would result in significant effects related to traffic. This 
comment does not raise any new environmental issues required by 
CEQA that were not already addressed in the Draft MND. 
 
Please also see Master Response 1 explaining that several BRT 
routes that would serve Downtown San Diego have already been 
approved by SANDAG, and are separate from the proposed project. 
No bus operations would occur as a result of the proposed project. 
Therefore, the proposed project could not result in adverse 
environmental effects associated with the operation of buses.  

11-1 
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Letter 12 

Jim Gregg 
 
12-1   
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project. The BRT services will be fully integrated into 
the MTS fare structure. Currently, it is proposed that BRT fares will be 
equivalent to a trolley fare. BRT passengers will be able to transfer to 
a regular bus without paying an additional fare. A passenger will be 
required to hold a compass card or pay cash on-board the BRT 
vehicle. 
 
12-2 
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project. The BRT vehicles will include bike racks.  
Two bikes will be accommodated on each vehicle. 
 
12-3  
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project. Local buses, including MTS Route 2, will 
continue to stop at 11th Avenue. They will be integrated into the BRT 
stop at this location. 
 
12-4 
This commented is noted and will be included in the public record for 
the proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project. 
 

12-1 

12-2 

12-3 

12-4 
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12-5 
Please see responses to comments 12-1 to 12-4.  

12-5 
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Letter 13 

Jim Gregg 
 
13-1 
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project. 
 
13-2 
Please see the response to comments 4-4 and 5-8 addressing the 
safety of pedestrians, children, disabled persons, the elderly, and 
bicyclists. The Draft MND analyzes the potential environmental effects 
of the proposed project, including traffic and pedestrian safety. The 
Draft MND concludes that the proposed project would not result in any 
significant adverse effects to the environment. None of the comments 
provided on the Draft MND or other information in the record provide 
substantial evidence (as defined in Public Resources Code 
§21080[e]) that the proposed project would result in significant effects 
related to traffic or pedestrian safety. This comment does not raise 
any new environmental issues required by CEQA that were not 
already addressed in the Draft MND. 
 
Please also see Master Response 1 explaining that several BRT 
routes that would serve Downtown San Diego have already been 
approved by SANDAG, and are separate from the proposed project. 
No bus operations would occur as a result of the proposed project. 
Therefore, the proposed project could not result in the adverse effects 
that this comment attributes to the operation of buses. Also, to clarify, 
the City College transit station at Smart Corner would not be the first 
or last arrival/departure point for the approved BRT routes. The 
approved routes would terminate and originate on India Street and 
Kettner Boulevard, respectively, in Downtown San Diego. 
 

13-1 

13-2 
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13-3 
To clarify, the Draft MND concludes that the proposed project would 
not result in any significant adverse effects to the physical 
environment, including aesthetic effects. The Draft MND evaluates the 
potential significant aesthetic impacts of the proposed project, 
including the proposed pylons, using the criteria provided in Appendix 
G of the CEQA Guidelines. The Draft MND concludes that the 
proposed project would not have a substantial adverse effect on a 
scenic vista (7.1a), would not substantially damage scenic resources 
within a state scenic highway (7.1b), would not substantially degrade 
the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings 
(7.1c), or create a new source of substantial light or glare that would 
adversely affect day or nighttime views (7.1d). Figures 2-5 to 2-7 of 
the Draft MND visually depict the three Broadway stations both with 
and without the proposed project. SANDAG acknowledges that the 
proposed project would result in visual change to the project area, but 
as shown on the Draft MND figures and described in the analysis, the 
proposed project would not have a significant adverse aesthetic 
impact under any of the above criteria. Moreover, none of the 
comments provided on the Draft MND or other information in the 
record provide substantial evidence (as defined in Public Resources 
Code §21080[e]) that the proposed project would have a significant 
aesthetic impact. 
 
13-4 
Please see Master Response 1 explaining that several BRT routes 
that would serve Downtown San Diego have already been approved 
by SANDAG, and are separate from the proposed project. No bus 
operations would occur as a result of the proposed project. Therefore, 
the proposed project could not result in the adverse effects that this 
comment attributes to the operation of buses. This comment does not 
raise any environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in 
the MND for the proposed project. 

13-2 
(cont.) 

13-3 

13-4 
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13-4 
(cont.) 
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Letter 14 

Joan Van Der Hoeven 
 

14-1 
Please see Master Response 1 explaining that several BRT routes 
that would serve Downtown San Diego have already been approved 
by SANDAG, and are separate from the proposed project. No bus 
operations would occur as a result of the proposed project. Master 
Response 1 also explains that there is no bus layover facility included 
in the proposed project. Therefore, the proposed project could not 
result in the adverse effects that this comment attributes to the 
operation of buses or construction and operation of a bus layover 
facility. This comment does not raise any environmental issues that 
CEQA requires be addressed in the MND for the proposed project. 

14-1 
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Letter 15 

Kevin Lehman 
 
15-1 
Please see Master Response 1 explaining that several BRT routes 
that would serve Downtown San Diego have already been approved 
by SANDAG, and are separate from the proposed project. No bus 
operations would occur as a result of the proposed project. Master 
Response 1 also explains that there is no bus layover facility included 
in the proposed project. Therefore, the proposed project could not 
result in the adverse effects that this comment attributes to the 
operation of buses or construction and operation of a bus layover 
facility. This comment does not raise any environmental issues that 
CEQA requires be addressed in the MND for the proposed project. 

15-1 
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Letter 16 

Khoa Nguyen, on Behalf of Sofia Hotel 
 
16-1 
The Draft MND incorrectly describes an above ground utility box at 
the northeast corner of Broadway and Front Street. SANDAG has 
revised the Final MND to correctly indicate that the utility 
improvements proposed at this location would not occur above 
ground. This comment does not raise any environmental issues that 
CEQA requires be addressed in the MND for the proposed project. 
 
 
 
 
 
16-2 
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project. There may be minor, temporary impacts to 
the sidewalk in front of the Tender Greens storefront. However, the 
construction work in this area would occur in the street. A detailed 
construction schedule has not been prepared at this time. Once 
completed, adjacent residents, businesses, and property owners will 
be notified of the schedule before construction begins. Construction 
will be required to adhere to a construction noise permit that SANDAG 
is required to obtain from the City of San Diego, including provisions 
governing allowable noise levels (i.e., decibels). The parking curb 
adjacent to the storm drain located in front of the Coffee Bean and 
Tea Leaf (corner of Broadway and Front Street) will be subject to 
temporary closure during construction for the installation of new storm 
drain infrastructure. 
 
 
 
 

16-1 

16-2 
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Letter 17 

Leilani Vigil 
 

17-1 
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project.  
 
17-2 
A Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared for the proposed 
project. As explained in Master Response 1, several BRT routes that 
would serve Downtown San Diego have already been approved by 
SANDAG, and are separate from the proposed project. No bus 
operations would occur as a result of the proposed project. This 
comment does not raise any environmental issues that CEQA 
requires be addressed in the MND for the proposed project. SANDAG 
transportation modeling of BRT service implementation based on the 
adopted 2050 RTP/SCS projects that approximately 21,000 additional 
passengers would be served by 2018. 

17-1 

17-2 
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 Letter 18 

Leslie E. Henshaw 
 

18-1 
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project.  

18-1 
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Letter 19 

Mahbod Cyrus Rashidi 
 
19-1 
The Draft MND analyzes the potential environmental effects of the 
proposed project, including air quality, noise, traffic, and pedestrian 
safety. The Draft MND concludes that the proposed project would not 
result in any significant adverse effects to the environment. None of 
the comments provided on the Draft MND or other information in the 
record provide substantial evidence (as defined in Public Resources 
Code §21080[e]) that the proposed project would result in significant 
effects related to air pollution, noise, traffic, or safety. This comment 
does not raise any new environmental issues required by CEQA that 
were not already addressed in the Draft MND. 
 

19-1 
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Letter 20 

Mark Eichman 
 
20-1 
Please see Master Response 1 explaining that several BRT routes 
that would serve Downtown San Diego have already been approved 
by SANDAG, and are separate from the proposed project. No bus 
operations would occur as a result of the proposed project. Therefore, 
the proposed project could not result in the adverse effects that this 
comment attributes to the operation of buses.  
 
In any event, the approved bus routes would involve passenger drop-
off and/or pick-up at the locations that are proposed for improvements 
as part of the proposed project. However, the locations of passenger 
drop-off and pick-up for these BRT routes were analyzed and 
approved as part of these independent, stand-alone projects. Section 
1.0 Introduction of the Draft MND explains that the primary purpose of 
the proposed project is to enhance pedestrian access to the approved 
BRT services (see third paragraph, page 1). Section 1.0 also explains 
that the seven proposed transit stations would be served by the 
approved BRT routes. The approved BRT routes would serve these 
locations with or without implementation of the proposed project. This 
comment does not raise any environmental issues that CEQA 
requires be addressed in the MND for the proposed project.  
 
20-2 
SANDAG discloses in the Draft MND that construction of the 
proposed project, including work proposed to occur up to 24 hours a 
day during one weekend at each station has the potential to generate 
noise, air pollutants, and traffic congestion. As a result, analysis of 
these issues was provided in Sections 7.3, 7.12, and 7.16, 
respectively, of the Draft MND. The Draft MND concludes that no 
significant air quality, noise, or traffic impacts would occur as a result 
of construction of the proposed project. Mitigation measures are not 
required for effects which are not found to be significant 
(§15126.4(a)[3]).  

20-1 

20-2 
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None of the comments provided on the Draft MND or other 
information in the record provide substantial evidence (as defined in 
Public Resources Code §21080[e]) that the proposed project would 
result in significant effects related to air pollution, noise, traffic, or 
safety. This comment does not raise any new environmental issues 
required by CEQA that were not already addressed in the Draft MND. 
 
20-3 
Section 7.3 of the Draft MND evaluates the potential for daily and 
annual air pollutants generated during construction to result in 
significant impacts, and concludes that daily and annual pollutant 
emissions would be well below the thresholds used by the City of San 
Diego to identify significant levels of air pollution (also see Appendix A 
to the Draft MND). Because the construction air quality impact is not 
significant, the Draft MND is not required to identify mitigation 
measures to reduce or avoid this impact. Moreover, the pollutant 
assumptions provided in the Draft MND conservatively assume that all 
construction activity associated with the proposed project would occur 
simultaneously. In the event that construction occurs in separate 
phases, which is expected, the amount of daily pollution would be 
markedly lower than described in the Draft MND. None of the 
comments provided on the Draft MND or other information in the 
record provide substantial evidence (as defined in Public Resources 
Code §21080[e]) that the proposed project would result in significant 
effects related to air pollution. This comment does not raise any new 
environmental issues required by CEQA that were not already 
addressed in the Draft MND. 
 
20-4 
To clarify, the Draft MND does not include a statement that, 
“Greenhouse Gas Emissions will be significantly reduced with the 
advent of BRT.” The Draft MND states that, “the proposed project is 
intended to facilitate pedestrian access to rapid bus services, which 
are proposed in part to reduce transportation-related GHG emissions 
in the San Diego region.” (Section 7.7, page 54) The Draft MND 
further explains that the SANDAG 2050 RTP/SCS identifies 
transportation and land use strategies (including rapid bus services) to 

20-3 

20-4 
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achieve per-capita greenhouse gas emissions reductions from on-
road transportation sources, and that according to the California Air 
Resources Board, implementation of the 2050 RTP/SCS would 
achieve the state-established per-capita greenhouse gas emission 
reductions for 2020 and 2035 for the San Diego region. In any event, 
the proposed project does not include any bus operations as 
explained in Master Response 1. Moreover, the Draft MND concludes 
that greenhouse gas emissions generated by construction and 
operation of the proposed project would not directly or indirectly have 
a significant effect on the environment. 
 

As described in the response to comment 4-4, the proposed project 
includes features that would benefit pedestrians, including wider 
sidewalks, new sidewalk paving, new bus shelters, new crosswalk 
striping, new street trees, and new pedestrian lighting. None of the 
comments provided on the Draft MND or other information in the 
record provide substantial evidence (as defined in Public Resources 
Code §21080[e]) that these or any other features of the proposed 
project would result in significant adverse effects to pedestrians or 
bicyclists. This comment does not raise any new environmental issues 
required by CEQA that were not already addressed in the Draft MND. 
 

20-5 
The Treo and Sapphire buildings are located on India Street and 
Kettner Boulevard, respectively, on the blocks between West B Street 
and West A Street. While the project does not propose any 
improvements on the blocks on which these buildings are located, 
improvements would occur on the blocks of India Street and Kettner 
Boulevard located to the south of these buildings. The Draft MND 
evaluates the potential for significant environmental impacts to occur 
in the project area as a result of the proposed project, including the 
area in the vicinity of Treo and Sapphire. The Draft MND concludes 
that no significant environmental impacts would occur. None of the 
comments provided on the Draft MND or other information in the 
record provide substantial evidence (as defined in Public Resources 
Code §21080[e]) that the proposed project would result in significant 
adverse effects to the physical environment, including adverse effects 
to residents of the Treo and Sapphire buildings. 

20-5 
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The comment about human quality of life factors is noted and will be 
included in the public record for the project. Human quality of life 
factors may be considered by SANDAG in making a decision on the 
project, along with other economic, social, technological, and 
environmental factors. However, this comment does not raise any 
new environmental issues required by CEQA that were not already 
addressed in the Draft MND. Please also see Master Response 2 
which addresses comments on property values. 
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Letter 21 
Michael Chua  

 
21-1 
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project.  

21-1 
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Letter 22 
Michael Hebert  

 
22-1 
The proposed project does not propose any improvements at the 
intersection of Kettner Boulevard and Ash Street. Please see Master 
Response 1 explaining that the proposed project is independent from 
other projects, including approved BRT routes and a potential bus 
layover facility. The proposed project would not involve bus operations 
or construction and operation of a bus layover facility. Therefore, the 
proposed project could not result in the adverse air quality effects that 
this comment attributes to the operation of buses. In any event, the 
adopted and certified environmental documents for the approved BRT 
routes do not identify toxic hot spots or any other significant air quality 
impacts that would occur as a result of bus operations. This comment 
does not raise any environmental issues that CEQA requires be 
addressed in the MND for the proposed project. 

22-1 
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Letter 23 

Myron Newton  
 

23-1 
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project.  

23-1 
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Letter 24 
Nancy Coleman  

 
24-1 
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project.  
  

24-1 

 
Final Mitigated Negative Declaration September 17, 2013 
Downtown San Diego Bus Rapid Transit Stations   Page 52 



Responses to Comments from Members of the Public 

 
Letter 25 

Nazanine Espahbodi 
 

25-1 
The Draft MND evaluates the potential significance aesthetic impacts 
of the proposed project using the criteria provided in Appendix G of 
the CEQA Guidelines. The Draft MND concludes that the proposed 
project would not have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista 
(7.1a), would not substantially damage scenic resources within a state 
scenic highway (7.1b), would not substantially degrade the existing 
visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings (7.1c), or 
create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely 
affect day or nighttime views (7.1d). SANDAG acknowledges that the 
proposed project would result in visual change to the project area, but 
as shown on the Draft MND figures and described in the analysis, the 
proposed project would not have a significant adverse aesthetic 
impact under any of the above criteria. Moreover, none of the 
comments provided on the Draft MND or other information in the 
record provide substantial evidence (as defined in Public Resources 
Code §21080[e]) that the proposed project would have a significant 
aesthetic impact. To clarify, the proposed project would not install any 
pylons or perform any improvements along Broadway to the west of 
the Treo building. Moreover, Treo is located on India Street between 
West A and West B Streets, and does not have views looking west 
along Broadway.  
 
Please see Master Response 1 explaining that several BRT routes 
that would serve Downtown San Diego have already been approved 
by SANDAG, and are separate from the proposed project. No bus 
operations would occur as a result of the proposed project. Therefore, 
the adverse effects attributed to bus operations in this comment could 
not occur as a result of the proposed project. There are approved 
BRT services independent of the proposed project that will serve 
Downtown.  
 
 
 

25-1 
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Section 7.3 of the Draft MND evaluates the potential for daily and 
annual air pollutants generated during construction to result in 
significant impacts, and concludes that daily and annual pollutant 
emissions would be well below the thresholds used by the City of San 
Diego to identify significant levels of air pollution. Because the 
construction air quality impact is not significant, the Draft MND is not 
required to identify mitigation measures to reduce or avoid this impact. 
Moreover, the pollutant assumptions provided in the Draft MND 
conservatively assume that all construction activity associated with 
the proposed project would occur simultaneously. In the event that 
construction occurs in separate phases, which is expected, the 
amount of daily pollution would be markedly lower than described in 
the Draft MND. 
 
SANDAG discloses in the Draft MND that construction of the 
proposed project, including work proposed to occur up to 24 hours a 
day during one weekend at each station has the potential to generate 
noise. As a result, analysis was provided in Section 7.12 of the Draft 
MND. The Draft MND concludes that no significant noise impacts 
would occur as a result of construction of the proposed project. 
Construction would occur in accordance with the requirements of a 
construction noise permit that SANDAG would be required to obtain 
from the City of San Diego. 
 
The proposed project would include features such as wider sidewalks, 
new sidewalk paving, new crosswalk striping, new street trees, new 
pedestrian lighting, and new bus shelters. The primary purpose of the 
proposed project is to enhance pedestrian access to rapid bus 
services. There is no evidence presented in comments on the Draft 
MND or elsewhere in the record that the proposed project could 
adversely affect pedestrians or bicyclists, including children, the 
elderly, or the disabled.  
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Letter 26 

Polly Gillette  
 

26-1 
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project.  

26-1 
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Letter 27 

Polly Gillette  
 

27-1 
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project.  

27-1 
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Letter 28 
Richard E. Pincus  

 
28-1 
The Draft MND analyzes the potential environmental effects of the 
proposed project, including environmental issues that could adversely 
affect human health and safety, such as air quality, noise, and 
pedestrian safety. The Draft MND concludes that the proposed project 
would not result in any significant adverse effects to the environment.  
None of the comments provided on the Draft MND or other 
information in the record provide substantial evidence (as defined in 
Public Resources Code §21080[e]) that the proposed project would 
result in significant effects related to air pollution, noise, traffic, safety 
or other environmental issues. This comment does not raise any new 
environmental issues required by CEQA that were not already 
addressed in the Draft MND. Please also see Master Response 1 
explaining that several BRT routes that would serve Downtown San 
Diego have already been approved by SANDAG, and are separate 
from the proposed project. No bus operations would occur as a result 
of the proposed project. Therefore, the proposed project could not 
result in any adverse effects associated with the operation of buses. 
Please see Master Response 2 addressing comments on property 
values. 
 
The Draft MND concludes that the proposed project would not result 
in any significant adverse effects to the physical environment, 
including aesthetic effects. The Draft MND evaluates the potential 
significant aesthetic impacts of the proposed project using the criteria 
provided in Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines. The Draft MND 
concludes that the proposed project would not have a substantial 
adverse effect on a scenic vista (7.1a), would not substantially 
damage scenic resources within a state scenic highway (7.1b), would 
not substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the 
site and its surroundings (7.1c), or create a new source of substantial 
light or glare that would adversely affect day or nighttime views (7.1d). 
 

28-1 
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Figures 2-5 to 2-7 of the Draft MND visually depict the three 
Broadway stations both with and without the proposed project. 
SANDAG acknowledges that the proposed project would result in 
visual change to the project area, but as shown on the Draft MND 
figures and described in the analysis, the proposed project would not 
have a significant adverse aesthetic impact under any of the above 
criteria. Moreover, none of the comments provided on the Draft MND 
or other information in the record provide substantial evidence (as 
defined in Public Resources Code §21080[e]) that the proposed 
project would have a significant aesthetic impact. 
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Letter 29 

Sharon Blasgen 
 
29-1 
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project.  

29-1 
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 Letter 30 

Stacey Miller  
 

30-1 
Please Master Response 1 explaining there are no bus operations 
associated with the proposed project, and Master Response 2, which 
addresses comments on property values. This comment does not 
raise any environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in 
the MND for the proposed project.  30-1 
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Letter 31 

Tanya Reid  
 

31-1 
Please see Master Response 1 explaining that the proposed project 
does not include a bus layover facility. This comment does not raise 
any environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the 
MND for the proposed project.  
 

31-1 
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Letter 32 
Tim Hull  

 
32-1 
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project.  
 
MTS regularly evaluates and makes changes to its bus service 
operations, including the location of bus stops and bus routes. When 
making changes, MTS provides advanced notification to its 
customers. As part of future evaluations of its operations, MTS may or 
may not decide to relocate existing bus stops or bus routes in 
Downtown San Diego. No decisions about bus stop or route locations 
or relocations on Broadway have been made at this time. In any 
event, decisions regarding the location and relocation of bus stops are 
under the authority of MTS and independent of the proposed project. 

  
32-1 
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Letter 33 

Veronica D’Annibale  
 

33-1 
The Traffic Impact Technical Memorandum prepared for the proposed 
project was circulated for public review as Appendix D to the Draft 
MND. This comment is noted and will be included in the public record 
for the proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project.  

33-1 
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Letter 34 

Vicki Hoppenrath 
 

34-1 
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project. 

34-1 
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Letter 35 

Walter Scott Chambers III  
 

35-1 
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project.  

35-1 
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 Letter 36 

Wendy Reuben 
 
36-1 
This comment is noted and will be included in the public record for the 
proposed project. However, this comment does not raise any 
environmental issues that CEQA requires be addressed in the MND 
for the proposed project. 

36-1 
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