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Please provide a Project Decription (Proposed Actions, location, and/or consequences).
BAE Systems San Diego Ship Repair, Inc. (BAE Systems), is a ship repair company in the San Diego area, serving primarily
non-nuclear Navy vessels but also commercial customers. The proposed project evaluated in this Draft EIR is a maintenance,
repair, and replacement project for waterfront infrastructure associated with mooring and operational facilities at the BAE
Systems San Diego Ship Repair Yard. The proposed project includes the following.
• Replacing and realigning of the Pride of San Diego drydock access wharf and ramp, and several associated improvements.
• Replacing and realigning the Pier 3 wharf structure and other associated improvements.
• Replacing aged or inefficient facilities, including offices, the production building, the central tool
• room, and restrooms.
• Improving mooring infrastructure to safely moor vessels and accommodate newer and different
• classes of vessels to be moored and repaired on site.
• Upgrading electrical and potable water utility infrastructure.
The proposed project consists of the following 15 project elements that are designed to improve the efficiency and
functionality of the existing BAE Systems San Diego Ship Repair Yard.
1. Pride of San Diego Drydock Dredging1 and Moorage
2. Pride of San Diego Drydock Wharf Replacement and Realignment
3. Fender System Repair and Replacement
4. Pier 3 South Nearshore Dredging
5. Pier 3 Mooring Dolphin
6. Pier 3 North Lunchroom Wharf Replacement and Realignment
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• Transportation, Circulation, and Parking
• Hydrology and Water Quality
Table ES-1, presented at the end of this chapter, provides a summary of the environmental impacts that could result from
the proposed project and feasible mitigation measures that would reduce or avoid the significant impacts. For each impact,
Table ES-1 identifies the significance of the impact before mitigation, applicable mitigation measures, and the level of
significance of the impact after the implementation of mitigation measures. Impacts on aesthetics, agriculture and forestry
resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, mineral resources, population and housing, public services, recreation, tribal
cultural resources, and utilities and service systems are considered to be “Effects Found Not to be Significant,” in accordance
with Section 15128 of the State CEQA Guidelines. These issues are discussed further in Chapter 6, Additional Consequences
Added 2010
of Project Implementation.
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If applicable, please describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by agencies
and the public.
The District posted a Notice of Preparation (NOP) with the County Clerk, in accordance with Section 15082 of the State CEQA
Guidelines. The 30-day public review period for the NOP began on March 7, 2019 and ended on April 5, 2019. The NOP and
notices of NOP availability were mailed to public agencies, organizations, and interested individuals to solicit their
comments on the scope and content of the environmental analysis. The District also held a public scoping meeting on
March 25, 2019, at the District Administration Building at 3165 Pacific Highway, San Diego, CA 92101. The NOP is included as
Appendix A of this EIR.
Nine comment letters were received during the NOP public review period. The primary issues raised were in regard to air
quality; biological resources; cultural resources; greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions; hazards and hazardous materials;
hydrology and water quality; noise and vibration; transportation, circulation, and parking; and utilities and service systems.
A summary of all comments received is included in Table 1-2 of Chapter 1, Introduction, and all NOP comment letters are
included in Appendix B of this EIR.

Please provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
The California Coastal Commission, as a CEQA responsible agency, would use the EIR in its decision to authorize a CDP for
the portions of the project within its permitting jurisdiction.
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, as the federal agency with permitting oversight, would rely on information in the EIR in its
decision to authorize an individual/nationwide Section 404 permit (for dredging of waters of the U.S.); Section 10, Rivers and
Harbors Act Permit (for regulating construction, excavation, and deposition in navigable waters); Section 103, Marine
Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act of 1972 (regulates dumping and transport for dumping of materials into waters of
the U.S.); and 40 Code of Federal Regulations, Part 227, Criteria for the Evaluation of Permit Applications for Ocean Dumping
of Materials (regulates dumping of materials into U.S. waters and evaluates the need for ocean disposal). The Regional Water
Quality Control Board, as a CEQA responsible agency, would use the EIR in its decision to authorize Section 401 Certification
and National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Waste Discharge Requirements for dredging activities.
The City of San Diego (City) would consider the proposed project as it relates to the issuance of ministerial permits, such as
building permits for the construction of structures, and grading permits.
As defined in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15386, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is a federal agency with
permitting oversight and authority. The EPA would use the information contained in the EIR in its decision to authorize an
Ocean Dumping Permit. The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (as a CEQA trustee agency), would use the
information contained in the EIR in their decisions to concur with the EPA’s Ocean Dumping Permit.

