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Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).
The project would replace the existing Camino Del Mar bridge (Bridge No. 57C-0209) to provide continued vehicle,
pedestrian, and bicycle movement along Camino Del Mar as it crosses the San Dieguito Lagoon in the City of Del Mar.
The project would maintain critical north-south access along the same horizontal roadway alignment with an improved
design for access and public safety, and improved reliability of future access in consideration of projected coastal
hazards. The replacement bridge design consists of a five-span cast-in-place prestressed concrete box girder bridge that
would be slightly longer, wider, and higher than the existing bridge. The number of piers in the lagoon would be reduced
from 10 to 4. The roadway approach zones within Camino Del Mar would also require modifications to accommodate the
raised elevation of the bridge, including sidewalk reconstruction to meet the proposed pedestrian sidewalks on both sides
of the replacement bridge. The project is estimated to be constructed over 27 months using five construction stages: site
preparation, east-side bridge replacement, west-side bridge replacement, center median closure and final improvements.

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.
Aesthetic impacts would be reduced to less than significant with implementation of mitigation measure (MM) AES-1,
which addresses the loss of protected trees within the project footprint. Impacts to sensitive biological resources would
be reduced to less than significant via MMs BIO-1 through BIO-6. MMs BIO-1, BIO-2, and BIO-3 require pre-construction
protocol surveys and listed species avoidance, construction noise abatement, and nesting bird and raptor avoidance,
respectively. MM BIO-4 would reduce impacts to sensitive vegetation communities with implementation of a Habitat
Restoration Plan. MM BIO-5 addresses potential impacts to jurisdictional resources by insuring all permits have been
issued prior to construction. MM BIO-6 requires a pre-construction eelgrass survey to mitigate for potential impacts to the
movement of fish. To avoid impacts to potential archaeological resources, a cultural resources monitoring program would
be implemented as MM CUL-1. Potential impacts to paleontological resources would be avoided with implementation of
monitoring programs detailed in MM GEO-1 and GEO-2. Should removal of pole-mounted transformers be required as
part of the project, MM HAZ-1 would be implemented to avoid associated hazardous materials impacts. MM Haz-2 and
HAZ-3 will be conducted to avoid the possible release of asbestos containing materials and lead based paint. Impacts to
noise related to construction of the project would be mitigated to levels below significance with the utilization of a
construction noise management plan and an exterior use area noise barrier, identified in MM NOI-1 and NOI-2,
respectively. Impacts associated with vibration during construction would be mitigated through MM NOI-3.
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continued
If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

Areas of controversy include temporary effects related to beach access and disruption of roadway circulation; adaptation
to coastal hazards such as sea level rise; and potential impacts to biological and cultural resources and noise. Relative to
access and circulation, there would be no change in vehicle roadway capacity as the existing two-lane Camino del Mar
roadway would continue to provide one vehicle traffic lane in each direction. Continuous vehicular and pedestrian access
along the Camino del Mar Bridge would be maintained throughout construction, with the exception of up to 12 temporary
nighttime full bridge closures that may occur between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 6:00 a.m. A Traffic Control Plan (TCP)
would be prepared by a registered traffic engineer and implemented to ensure safe movement of vehicular, bicycle, and
pedestrian traffic and adequate emergency access for police, fire, and medical services in the local area. Pedestrian
coastal (beach) access at four existing coastal access points near the bridge also would be maintained throughout the
construction period.
The proposed additional 28 feet, 2 inches in bridge length and additional 7.7 feet in bridge height near the center of the
bridge would accommodate a mid-range sea level rise scenario of 38 inches by the year 2100 during a 100-year flood
event (National Research Council 2012), which is considered a practical amount of sea level rise, but not extreme
conditions where the surrounding community would be submerged underwater and bridge use for vehicular mobility
would be irrelevant. The bridge would be constructed to maintain safe roadway design and avoid roadway conflicts with
driveways and coastal access points.
The mitigation measures identified above would reduce potential impacts associated with biological and cultural
resources and construction and operational noise effects to a less than significant level.
Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.

• NEPA compliance (issued by Caltrans);
• Consolidated Coastal Development Permit (issued by the California Coastal Commission [CCC]);
• Section 404 Nationwide Permit 14 (issued by the United States Army Corps of Engineers [USACE]);
• Section 7 Consultation (concurrent with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries Service
National Oceanic Atmospheric Administration Fisheries);
• Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement (issued by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife [CDFW]);
• Section 401 Water Quality Certification (issued by the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board [RWQCB]);
• National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit (issued by RWQCB);
• Habitat Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (acceptable to the USACE, USFWS, RWQCB, CDFW, and CCC); and
• Lease Agreement for Public Agency Use (issued by the California State Lands Commission to allow temporary access
onto state lands during construction).

