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C. CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME, SOUTH 
COAST REGION, WILLIAM TIPPETS – ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROGRAM MANAGER 

C-1 Comment noted.  Work plans proposed in Los Angeles, Orange, and San Diego counties 
will be submitted directly to the Department’s South Coast Regional Office at 4949 Viewridge 
Avenue in San Diego. Appropriate documents will also be submitted to the State Clearinghouse. 

C-2 As stated in the DEIR on page 4.4-65, Impact BIO-13 indicates that construction 
activities have the potential to conflict with provisions of approved Habitat Conservation Plans 
specifically within undeveloped areas.  This impact was considered less than significant because 
during development of a work plan, Sempra Communications will review local, city and county 
policies, ordinance and conservation plans, and comply with all applicable requirements.  
Additionally, it is stated that compliance may include submittal of plans for review and approval 
by local agencies. 

Work plans would be prepared in accordance with the DEIR mitigation measures, which set forth 
a framework and process for fully documenting and evaluating potential effects of subsequent 
activities on special status species, habitats, and other locally protected biological resources.  
Additionally, all work plans proposed by Sempra Communications must comply with approved 
local, city and county ordinances and conservation plans including implementation of mitigation 
measures for impacts to upland vegetation communities and application of mitigation ratios as 
appropriate where required.  As part of the process outlined in the EIR for subsequent activities, 
the proposed work plan will be circulated to all responsible and interested agencies and trustees 
for final review, however, this process will not supercede permitting authority from local, state 
and federal jurisdictions. 

C-3 Impacts to nesting birds as a result of construction that occurs within or adjacent to 
habitat that may disrupt breeding behavior is addressed in the DEIR on page 4.4-54, 
Impact BIO-3.  As the potential exists for nesting birds to occur throughout the project area, 
mitigation measures in the DEIR (BIO-3a and BIO-3b, pages 4.4-54 and 4.4-55) address the 
impacts generally and indicate that construction activities scheduled during the breeding season 
would be subject to case-by-case consideration of the breeding activity and species.  Measures to 
avoid or minimize disturbance of nesting behavior would be developed in consultation with 
CDFG and/or USFWs, and would be consistent with previously approved actions with similar 
circumstances (i.e., Natural Community Conservation Plans [NCCP]). As mentioned by the 
commentor, coastal California gnatcatcher is federal-listed Threatened and of particular concern 
in southern California with a breeding season from February 15 through August 30. 

A biological report as required under Mitigation Measure BIO-1a (page 4.4-48) would identify 
potential nesting/roosting habitat for special status birds, including California gnatcatcher, and 
whether any non-breeding season protocols have been established by CDFG and/or USFWS for 
that species.  Measures such as avoidance and passive relocation of species, which are included in 
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these protocols, would be required for construction activities within or adjacent to suitable 
habitat.   

C-4 As indicated in the DEIR on page 4.4-62, Mitigation Measure BIO-10a, removal of 
sensitive natural communities would be avoided wherever feasible.  If avoidance of this habitat is 
not feasible, only the minimum area necessary to complete the work would be subject to 
disturbance.  Consultation with USFWS, CDFG, and other agencies, as applicable, would 
determine appropriate compensatory mitigation including habitat restoration, revegetation, 
conservation easements, and habitat replacement ratios both on-site and off-site.  The mitigation 
measure will further include the following additional text to address the commentors’ concerns: 

“The Wildlife Agencies, including CDFG and USFWS, will be afforded the opportunity 
to review and approve the appropriate compensatory mitigations, including revegetation 
plans, where they occur within established or anticipated preserves, or where the habitat 
is expected to provide an important contribution to species conservation.” 




