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NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

To:  State of California From: Lauren Cooper, Associate Director
Office of Planning and Research Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
State Clearinghouse Business and Financial Affairs
1400 Tenth Street San Diego State University
Sacramento, California 95812 5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, California 92182-1624

Notice: The Board of Trustees of the California State University will be the Lead Agency with
respect to preparation of a draft Environmental Impact Report ("EIR") for the proposed project
identified below. We need to know the views of your agency regarding the scope and content or
the environmental information which is germane to your agency’s statutory responsibilities in
connection with the proposed project. Your agency may need to use the EIR when considering
permits or other project approvals. The failure of an agency to respond to this notice, or
otherwise object to the conclusions made in the accompanying Initial Study, may prevent that

agency from later asserting that issues excluded by the Initial Study should have been included in
the Draft EIR.

A description of the proposed project, the project location and the probable environmental effects
are contained in the Initial Study, which follows this Notice.

Due to the time limits mandated by state law, your response must be sent at the earliest possible
date, but not later than 30 days after receipt of this Notice. Please send your written response to:
Lauren Cooper, Associate Director, Facilities Planning, Design and Construction, San Diego
State University, 5500 Campanile Drive, San Diego, California 92182-1624. We will also need
the name of the contact person in your agency.

Project Title: San Diego State University ("SDSU") 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision
Location: San Diego State University Campus and adjacent areas, San Diego, California

Public Information/Scoping Meeting: SDSU will hold a public information/scoping meeting
to discuss the proposed project, and to obtain information regarding the content and scope of the
Draft EIR. This scoping meeting will take place on Wednesday, February 21, 2007, from 6:30
p.m. — 8:30 p.m., at the Aztec Athletics Center Auditorium on the SDSU Campus. Free parking
will be available in SDSU Parking Structure 5, located on the corner of Montezuma Road and
55th Street. The Auditorium is located on 55th Street, just north of the Parking Structure. All
public agencies, organizations and interested parties are encouraged to attend and participate at
this meeting. The failure of any public agency, organization or interested party to attend this
scoping meeting may prevent that agency, organization or party from later asserting that issues
excluded by the Initial Study should have been included in the Draft EIR. ‘

Distribution List: A list of the federal, state and local agencies, organizations, and individuals
to whom this Notice has been distributed is provided at Section 7.0 of the attached Initial Study.

San Diego State University Notice of Preparation and Initial Study
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INITIAL STUDY
1.0 INTRODUCTION

In September 2005, the Board of Trustees of the California State University ("CSU") approved
the SDSU 2005 Campus Master Plan Revision, and certified the EIR prepared for the project as
adequate under the California Environmental Quality Act, Public Resources Code §§21000, et
seq. ("CEQA"), and its implementing state guidelines, 14 Cal.Code Regs. §§15000, et segq.
("CEQA Guidelines"). The following month, lawsuits were filed in San Diego Superior Court
challenging the adequacy of the EIR. One of the issues raised in the lawsuits was whether CSU
was responsible for the mitigation of significant impacts to off-campus roadways that would be
caused by the project. In July 2006, the California Supreme Court ruled against CSU on this
point in City of Marina v. Board of Trustees of The California State University (2006) 39 Cal.4th
341. As a result of the California Supreme Court's decision, CSU set aside its approval of the
2005 Campus Master Plan Revision project, and its related certification of the 2005 EIR.

CSU now proposes the 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision project ("proposed project™), which,
as described below, incorporates certain components from the 2005 Campus Master Plan
Revision project, deletes certain other components, and adds certain other components. This
Initial Study has been prepared by SDSU, Facilities Planning, Design and Construction, to
address the potential environmental effects associated with the proposed project. The proposed
project is located on the SDSU campus and areas immediately adjacent to the campus in San
Diego, California. The Lead Agency for the proposed project is the Board of Trustees of the
California State University.

The purpose of this Initial Study is to provide information to use as the basis for determining
whether to prepare an EIR or a negative declaration in compliance with CEQA and the CEQA
Guidelines. If an EIR is determined to be required, this Initial Study will assist in preparing the
EIR by, among other things: (a) focusing the EIR on the environmental effects determined
potentially to be significant; (b) identifying the effects determined not to be significant; and (c)
explaining the reasons for determining that potentially significant effects would not be
significant. This Initial Study has been prepared in accordance with the provisions of CEQA and
the CEQA Guidelines. Specifically, this Initial Study is intended to satisfy the “content”
requirements of CEQA Guidelines §§15063(d)(1)-(6).

1.1 PROJECT TITLE
SDSU 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision

1.2 LEAD AGENCY NAME AND ADDRESS
Board of Trustees of the California State University
P.O. Box 3502

Seal Beach, California 90740-7502
(213) 986-9495
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1.3 CONTACT PERSON AND PHONE NUMBER

Lauren Cooper

Associate Director of Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
Business and Financial Affairs

San Diego State University

5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, California 92182-1624

(619) 594-5224

1.4 PROJECT LOCATION

San Diego State University Campus and adjacent area
San Diego, California

1.5 PROJECT SPONSOR’S NAME AND ADDRESS

San Diego State University

Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
Business and Financial Affairs

5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, California 92182-1624

1.6 GENERAL PLAN/COMMUNITY PLAN DESIGNATION/ZONING

General Plan: Institutional
Community Plan: University Campus, Park
Zoning: Institutional/University Campus and Park/RI-5000

1.7 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
1.7.1 Local and Regional Setting

The project site is located on the SDSU campus, in the City of San Diego, approximately
eight miles east of downtown. (See, Figure 1, Regional Map.) As shown on Figure 2, Vicinity
Map, the general boundaries of the SDSU campus are Montezuma Road to the south, East
Campus Drive to the east, 55th Street/Remington Road to the west, and Adobe Falls Road/Del
Cerro Boulevard (lying north of Interstate-8 ("I-8")) to the north.

The SDSU campus is situated on approximately 280 acres of slightly undulating mesas,
which are intersected by steep canyons. The campus setting is largely urban in nature, with the
exception of the undeveloped Adobe Falls area lying north of I-8, and is comprised, primarily, of
campus buildings interspersed with open space amenities.

The SDSU campus is located within the College Area and Navajo Community Planning
Areas of the City of San Diego. Figure 3, College Area and Navajo Communities, shows the
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general boundaries of the College Area and Navajo Communities in relation to the SDSU
campus. The College Area Community Plan and Navajo Community Plan, which are both
components of the City of San Diego General Plan, designate the main campus as “University
Campus or Redevelopment Project Area” and “Park,” respectively. SDSU, which is state-owned
property, is not subject to planning and zoning laws, zoning ordinances or local general or
community plans of the City of San Diego, or any other local jurisdiction. In the event SDSU
ever discontinued its use as a campus site, future non-university uses would be subject to the
land use jurisdiction and permitting procedures of the City of San Diego.

A portion of the proposed project area lies within the Alvarado Road Sub-Area of the
College Area Community Redevelopment Project adopted by the Redevelopment Agency of the
City of San Diego on November 30, 1993. Under the Redevelopment Project, development of
the Alvarado Road Sub-Area would include University-serving office, and research and
development uses. The Third Implementation Plan for the College Area Community
Redevelopment Project (2004-2009) sets forth the specific projects planned for the project area
within the College Area Community through the year 2009. The Third Implementation Plan
contemplates development of Phase I of the Alvarado Sub-Area in Fiscal Year 2006. The
Redevelopment Agency does not anticipate tax increment from the Alvarado Road Sub-Area
given its University-serving nature.

For further information regarding the College Area Community Redevelopment Project,
please refer to the Third Five-year Implementation Plan (2004-2009) adopted by the
Redevelopment Agency of the City of San Diego on September 7, 2004. A copy of this
document is available for public review at SDSU, Facilities Planning, Design and Construction,
5500 Campanile Drive, San Diego, California, contact person Lauren Cooper at (619) 594-5224.
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Notice of Preparation
and Initial Study

1.7.2 Description Of Proposed Project

The proposed project is the adoption and subsequent implementation of the SDSU 2007
Campus Master Plan Revision. The Master Plan Revision will enable SDSU to meet projected
increases in student demand for higher education, as well as further enhance SDSU's status as a
premier undergraduate, graduate and research university. The proposed project will provide a
framework for implementing SDSU's goals and programs for the campus by identifying needed
buildings, facilities, improvements and services to support campus growth and development
from the current SDSU enrollment of 25,000 full-time equivalent students ("FTES") to a new
Campus Master Plan enrollment of 35,000 FTES by the 2024/25 academic year.

To accommodate the projected student increase, the proposed project involves the
development of classroom, housing and student support facilities on approximately 55 acres of
land located on the SDSU main campus and adjacent to it. (See, Figure 4, Proposed Campus
Master Plan.) As depicted on Figure 4, the proposed project consists of the following five
development components: T

L Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing — This project component, which would be
developed in two phases, consists of the development of faculty and staff housing on a
site approximately 33 acres in size located north of I-8. The development would consist
of an Upper Village and a Lower Village, and would include up to 370 housing units for
University faculty and staff residences upon full buildout. This project component also
would include a swimming pool, a 3,600 gross square foot ("GSF") community center,
and recreation areas for resident use only. The Upper Village portion of the site would be
developed in Phase 1, in the near-term following project approval, and would include 50-
70 housing units. The Lower Village, which would be developed long-term, would
include between 250 and 300 housing units. The total number of housing units ultimately
to be developed on the site is dependent in part upon available access routes and
associated vehicle carrying capacities.

11 Alvarado Campus - This project component, which includes an expansion of the
current Campus Master Plan northeastern boundary to incorporate additional property,
consists of the multi-phase development of approximately 612,000 GSF of
academic/research/medical space, and a 552,000 GSF vehicle parking structure, in the
northeastern portion of campus, as follows:

Phase 1 - D Lot: (i) Demolition of the existing structure at 6361 Alvarado Court
(12,155 GSF); and (ii) the development of a new 5-story, 110,000 GSF building for
academic uses;

Phase 2 - D Lot: Development of: (i) a 5-story, 85,000 GSF building to house
mixed office/research and development uses displaced in subsequent phases from the
Alvarado Core Site; and, (ii) a 5-story, 85,000 GSF building, 70,000 GSF to house
existing medical/office tenants displaced in subsequent phases from the Alvarado Core
Site, and 15,000 GSF to house mixed office/research and development uses displaced in
subsequent phases from Alvarado Core Site;

San Diego State University Page 7 of 60
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Subsequent Phase/s - Alvarado Core Site: (i) Demolition of 5 existing office
buildings [6475, 6495 and 6505 Alvarado Road; 6310 and 6330 Alvarado Court] totaling
116,523 GSF; (ii) the development of three 4/5-story, 100,000 GSF buildings, and one
4/5 story, 32,385 GSF building for academic uses; and (iii) the development of a 6/7-
story 552,000 GSF parking structure for 1840 vehicles with 191 additional surface and
existing parking spaces.

III.  Alvarado Hotel — This project component, which would be constructed in the
near-term following project approval, consists of the development of a 60,000 GSF, six-
story building with up to 120 hotel rooms and studio suites, located on approximately 2
acres of existing Lot C, immediately north of Villa Alvarado Hall. The hotel, which
would be owned by Aztec Shops and operated in cooperation with the SDSU School of
Hotel and Tourism Management, will contain a small meeting room, exercise room,
board room, business center, and hospitality suite.

IV.  Student Housing - This project component, which would be developed in two
phases, includes the demolition of two existing student housing structures and the
construction of three new housing structures, ultimately resulting in a net increase of
1400 new student housing beds on campus:

Phase 1 - G Lot Residence Hall: Near-term construction of a 10-story, 255,000
GSF Type-1 (reinforced concrete) structure to house 600 student beds, and the
reconfiguration of existing G parking lot, which would result in a 50% reduction in
available parking spaces;

Student and Residential Life Administration Building: Near-term
construction of a 2-story, 15,000 GSF Student and Residential Life Administration
("SRLA") building to replace the existing structure that would be demolished in Phase 2.

Phase 2 - SRLA/Olmeca/Maya Residence Hall Demolition/Construction:
Intermediate-term demolition of existing Olmeca Residence Hall (Bldg. No. 47; 39,000
GSF) and Maya Residence Hall (Bldg. No. 46; 39,000 GSF), each containing 300 beds,
and the demolition of the existing SRLA building (Bldg. No. 40; 7,000 GSF), followed
by the construction of two 9-story, 300,000 GSF Type-1 structures, each containing 700
beds, to be constructed on the site of the former Olmeca and Maya Residence Halls.

V. Student Union - This project component, which would be constructed in the
near-term following project approval, consists of: (i) the development of a new 70,000
GSF 3-story building on approximately one-half acre located east of Cox Arena (site of
existing tennis courts) to be used for meeting/conference space, office space, food
services and retail services; and (ii) the renovation of the existing Aztec Center, including
up to a 30,000 GSF expansion, to include social space, recreation facilities, student
organization offices, food services and retail services.
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Notice of Preparation
and Initial Study

The Student Housing, Student Union, and Alvarado Hotel project components each will
be analyzed at a project-level of environmental review such that no further CEQA review will be
required prior to project construction. Phase 1 of the Adobe Falls and Alvarado Campus project
components will be analyzed at the project-level as well, while Phase 2 of each of these two
project components will be analyzed at the program-level. (See, CEQA Guidelines §15168.)
The D Lot portion of the Alvarado Campus component was analyzed previously at the program-
level as part of the EIR for the SDSU Campus Master Plan 2000 project (SCH No. 2000051026).

The following table depicts the existing campus land use, the existing campus master
planned use, and the level of analysis to be undertaken in the EIR for each of the five project
components:

Table 1.0-1
Proposed Project Components

last an
(i) D Parking Lot (SDSU-owned (i) East Campus
land) Development Area  |/Program
Alvarado Campus (ii) Alvarado Core Site - Medical  [(ii) None
office park (SDSU Foundation- (ii) Program
owned land)
(i) Upper Village - Undeveloped (i) Not designated (i) Project
Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff land . _ (ii) Program
Housine (i) Lower Village — Undeveloped |(ii) Not designated
° land
(i) G Lot Residence Hall and (i) G Lot (i) Project
Student and Residential Life (ii) Student Housing (ii) Project
Student Housing ﬁdtministration Building - G Parking
0

(ii) Olmeca/Maya Reconstruction —
Student housing

Undeveloped Land/Aztec

Student Union Undeveloped Land/Aztec Center
Center

Project

Alvarado Hotel C Lot C Lot Project

Note: The eastern portion of the Alvarado Campus is situated on property owned by the SDSU Foundation. The Alvarado Campus
land is designated "Redevelopment Project Area” on the City of San Diego College Area Community Plan Planned Land Use
Map.

2.0 OTHER AGENCIES WHOSE APPROVAL MAY BE REQUIRED

The Board of Trustees of the California State University is the Lead Agency for the proposed
2007 Campus Master Plan Revision project. Other known public agencies whose approval may
be required as a prerequisite to future construction and/or implementation of the proposed project
include:

* U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Clean Water Act Section 404 permit, if necessary);

San Diego State University Page 11 of 60
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3.0

U.S. Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service (Section 7 or 10 take permit
of the Endangered Species Act, if necessary);

California Department of Fish and Game (permits pursuant to Section 1603 and/or
208 10f the Fish and Game Code, if necessary);

California Department of Transportation (right-of-way permits relating to
transportation improvements construction, if necessary);

State Historic Preservation Office (for approval of federally funded projects affecting
significant archaeological and historical resources, if necessary);

Division of the State Architect (handicap facilities compliance);

State Fire Marshal (approval of facility fire safety review);

San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board (National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permits and Clean Water Act Section 401 water quality
certification, if necessary);

San Diego Air Pollution Control Board (authority to construct and/or permits to
operate, if necessary);

City of San Diego (permits for construction w1th1n City rlght of-way, if necessary); and

Water, wastewater and sanitation special district approval, if necessary.

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental topics checked below would be potentially affected by the proposed project,
involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the
checklist on the following pages.

N X XX O K X K X X

X Aesthetics/Visual Quality

Biological Resources
Geology/Soils

Noise

Public Services
Transportation/Circulation
Agricultural Resources
Cultural Resources
Hazards

Parking
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Recreation

Utilities and Service Systems

Air Quality

Energy and Mineral Resources
Land Use and Planning

Population and Housing

Mandatory Findings of Significance

Water Quality/Hydrology

4.0 DETERMINATION

On the basis of this evaluation:

O

O

I find thét the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because the
mitigation measures described on the attached sheet have been added to the
project. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the
environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required..

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the
environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier
document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets,
if the effect is a “potentially significant impact™ or “potentially significant unless
mitigated.” An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must
analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.
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O I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case because all
potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR
pursuant to applicable standards; and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant
to that earlier EIR, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed
upon the proposed project.

By:

Lauren Cooper, \

Associate Director of Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
San Diego State University
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5.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

The following is a brief explanation of each environmental topic addressed in the Initial Study
Checklist. It should be noted that these discussions are intended to provide conclusions to
questions outlined in the Initial Study Checklist, Appendix G to the CEQA Guidelines. As
described in the project description section above, the project would entail modifications to
several campus facilities or areas. In accordance with Section 15063(d) of the CEQA Guidelines,
the following checklist was prepared to identify the potential environmental effects of the
proposed project. After each environmental topic is assessed, a brief discussion of the basis for
the assessment is also provided below.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant = Mitigation  Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
AESTHETICS / VISUAL QUALITY: Would the
proposed project:
(a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic v
vista?
(b) Substantially damage scenic  resources, v
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?
(c) Substantially degrade the existing visual v
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?
(d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare v

which would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area?

DiscussioN:  Construction of the Alvarado Campus, Alvarado Hotel, Student Union and
Student Residence Hall Expansion would alter the existing visual character of several areas
throughout the main campus. Construction of the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing complex
would alter the appearance of the existing undeveloped site to a residential land use. Changes
in land use, such as construction of a building in a location previously occupied by a parking
lot, would also have the potential to alter visual quality or campus community character. The
effects of exterior lighting on any buildings proposed for construction or renovation also would
have the potential to alter visual quality or campus community character. It is not anticipated
that the proposed project would significantly affect a public scenic vista or impact a state scenic
highway. A separate visual resources/community character technical report will be prepared in
conjunction with the Draft EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact  Impact

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: Would the proposed
project:

- (a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or v
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland),

as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of

the California Resources Agency, to non-

agricultural use?

(b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural v
use, or a Williamson Act contract?

(c) Involve other changes in the existing v
environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland,
to non-agricultural use?

DISCUSSION: There are no agricultural resources located on the SDSU campus or adjacent
land that would be impacted by implementation of the proposed project. Therefore, impacts to
- agricultural resources are not anticipated to occur as a result of the proposed project.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

AIR QuUALITY: Would the proposed project:

(a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 4
applicable air quality plan?

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 4
y quality
substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation?

(c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net ¢/
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

(d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial ' _ v
pollutant concentrations?

(e) Create objectionable odors affecting a 4
substantial number of people?

DiscuUssION: SDSU is located within the San Diego Air Basin, which currently is designated by
the California Air Resources Board as state non-attainment for ozone (O3) and particulate
matter (PM-10). Under federal standards, the Basin is a basic non-attainment area for ozone,
and a maintenance area for carbon monoxide (CO). Ozone is the principle air quality problem
in San Diego County, although carbon monoxide is also a growing problem as a result of
increased vehicle emissions. Implementation of various elements of the 2007 Campus Master
Plan Revision would result in increased vehicle traffic, which consequently would result in
increased emissions of criteria pollutants from mobile sources. These emissions may result in
potentially significant impacts to air quality. Additional development on the SDSU campus,
combined with known and reasonably foreseeable growth in the region, could result in
cumulatively considerable emissions of non-attainment pollutants. Analysis of the proposed
project’s potential air quality impacts and related mitigation measures will be provided.
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Issues (and supporting Information Sources)

B1OLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the proposed
project:

(a) Have a substantial

adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species identified as a candidate, sensitive,
or special status species in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? :

(b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any

riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans,
policies, regulations or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?

(c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally-

protected wetlands, as defined by Section 404
of the Clean Water Act (including, but not
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, erc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

(d) Interfere substantially with the movement of

any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites?

(e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances

®

protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted

Habitat  Conservation Plan. Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional or state habitat

conservation plan?

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
4
4
4
4
4
4

DISCUSSION: The Adobe Falls site is situated near, or in some cases at, the bottom of a canyon
area and supports coastal sage scrub and riparian vegetation. Construction of the Adobe Falls
Faculty/Staff Housing complex potentially could impact these habitat areas. Construction of the
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Alvarado Campus and Alvarado Hotel also potentially could impact Alvarado Creek riparian
areas. A biological resources technical report will evaluate the direct, indirect and cumulative
effects to biological resources, including sensitive habitats and wildlife species, due to the
construction of housing units, classrooms, auxiliary structures and roadways. In addition, the
biological resources technical report will delineate the project components’ relationship to the
City of San Diego’s Multiple Species Conservation Program Sub-Area Plan. Aside from the
project components listed above, it is anticipated that the other project components will be
located within developed campus areas. Therefore, no impact to sensitive plant or animal
species or sensitive habitat would occur within these proposed project areas.
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Potentially

Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the proposed
project:
(a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 4
significance of a historical resource as defined
in CEQA Guidelines §15064.57
(b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 4
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15064.5?7
(c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 4
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?
(d) Disturb any human remains, including those 4

interred outside of formal cemeteries?

DISCUSSION:  Development of the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing complex and Student
Residence Hall Expansion project components may impact existing cultural resources. The
nature of these resources, and their importance in California history, will be analyzed fully as
part of the EIR analysis. A cultural resources technical report will be prepared that will
inventory existing historical, archaeological and paleontological resources for each project
component and determine if any existing cultural resources have the potential to be altered or

damaged by implementation of the proposed project.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact  Impact

GEOLOGY AND SoILs: Would the proposed
project:

(a) Expose people or structures to potential v
substantial adverse effects, including the risk or
loss, injury or death involving:

(1) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as

"~ delineated on the most recent Alquist-

Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the area
or based on other substantial evidence of a
known fault?

(i1) Strong seismic ground shaking?

(ii1) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

(iv) Landslides?

(b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of v
topsoil?

(c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is v
unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

(d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in v
Table 18- 1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or
property?

(e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting v
the use of septic tanks or alternative waste
water disposal systems where sewer are not
available for the disposal of wastewater?

DiscussiON:  Ultimate construction of each of the project components will require that
earthwork be completed. Therefore, a geotechnical investigation will be performed. Although
the project site is not specifically located in an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone, as
mapped by the State Geologist, seismicity of the existing project area is influenced by both local
and regional fault systems. The nearest fault, with the potential for a 7.0 magnitude earthquake,
is located in Rose Canyon, approximately 6 miles from campus. Because SDSU is located
within seismically active southern California, the area could be subject to severe ground
shaking during a major earthquake. In general, the area north of I-8 is mapped as a “Sub-
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Area/Zone 4-1," which is the area “generally located outside the boundaries of definite mapped
landslides but contains observable unstable slopes underlain by both weak materials... and
adverse geologic structure” (Tan, 1995). The EIR’s geotechnical analysis will include a survey
of the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing site and an analysis of potential landslide risk.
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Issues (and supporting Information Sources)

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: Would
the proposed project:

(a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use
or disposal of hazardous materials?

(b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonable foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

(c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous
or acutely hazardous materials, substances or
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

(d) Be located on a site which is included on a list
of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code §65962.5 and, as a result,
would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?

(e) For a project located within an airport land use
plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of the public airport
or public use airport, would the project result in
a safety hazard for people residing or working
in the project area?

®

For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

(g) Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

(h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk
of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires,
including where wildland are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

and Initial Study
Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact  Impact
4
4
v
v
4
4
4
4
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DISCUSSION: The Alvarado Campus component of the proposed project includes research and
development facilities, which could entail the routine transport, use or disposal of hazardous
materials on the University grounds or in the surrounding community. However, compliance
with all applicable health and safety requirements would decrease potential hazards associated
with implementation of the proposed project. Chemicals necessary for operation of the science
and research facilities would be handled by qualified University personnel. All storage of
chemicals would be in compliance with applicable health and safety requirements. Project
implementation would not involve impacts to either the SDSU community or oulside citizens
involved in air traffic due to the absence of any nearby airport.

Demolition of Maya and Olmeca Residence Halls and the existing Student and Residential Life
Administration building may result in the release of contaminated materials such as asbestos,
etc. A Phase I Environmental Assessment will be conducted to fully analyze potential impacts
associated with the demolition of existing structures.
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Issues (and supporting Information Sources)

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: Would the
proposed project:

(a) Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements?

(b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere  substantially ~with  groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit
in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level (e.g., the production
rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to
a level which would not support existing land
uses or planned uses for which permits have
been granted)?

(c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
of the site -or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a
manner which would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

(d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result
in flooding on- or off-site?

(¢) Create or- contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned

stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted
runoftf?

(f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

(g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard
areas as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or
other flood hazard delineation map?

(h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows?
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact  Impact
(i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk 4
of loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a
levee or dam?
() Inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow? 4

DISCUSSION:  All project components, except the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing
development, would be located in the existing developed campus area or developed areas
immediately adjacent to campus. Development in these areas would be designed so run-off
would be collected and discharged to the existing storm drain system. Development of the
Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing parcel would involve grading of undeveloped land near
Alvarado Creek and potentially would alter existing drainage patterns. A hydrology/water
quality technical report will be prepared for the Draft EIR that will evaluate the impacts of the
proposed improvements on surface water quality and ground water hydrology and provide
mitigation as appropriate. Impacts to SDSU facilities, local storm drain systems and adjacent
land uses as a result of flooding and run-off will be evaluated.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact  Impact

LAND USE PLANNING: Would the project:

(a) Physically divide an established community? 4

(b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, 4
policy or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not
limited to the general plan, specific plan, local
coastal program or zoning ordinance) adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigation an
environmental effect?

(c) Conflict with any applicable habitat 4
conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

DISCUSSION:  Each component of the proposed project generally would be consistent with
adopted General Plan/Community Plan Planned Land Use Maps and the College Area
Redevelopment Plan. However, the Navajo Community Plan designates the Adobe Falls site for
“park’ uses. While the proposed project includes open space land, which is consistent with the
overall Community Plan designation, the development of housing units on the site would not be
consistent with the “park” designation. The Alvarado Campus component of the proposed
project, which is located in the College Area Community Redevelopment Plan, is consistent with
that Plan's designation of the site for University-related office and research and development
uses, and the number of square feet ultimately to be developed on the site. An existing land use,
planned land use and applicable policy and guideline analysis will be prepared for the EIR,
taking into consideration SDSU’s state agency status and the appropriate application of local
land use planning under the circumstances. The proposed project would not alter the physical
arrangement of the campus community. Structures planned to undergo renovation, redesign or
demolition and replacement with new structures, such as the Alvarado Campus area, may alter
the existing character of the campus relative to the surrounding campus community.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
MINERAL RESOURCES:  Would the proposed
project:
(a) Result in the loss of availability of a known 4

mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?

(b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally v
important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan
or other land use plan?

DISCUSSION: All project elements, except the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing component, are
located within MRZ-2 Zones, as indicated on the State of California Department of Conservation
Division of Mines and Geology Special Report 153 (Mineral Land Classification: Aggregate
Materials in the Western San Diego County Production-Consumption Region). MRZ-2 Zones are
defined as areas where adequale information indicates that significant mineral deposits are
present or where it is judged that a high likelihood for their presence exists. However, because
the project components within MRZ-2 Zones are to be located within currently developed areas,
the proposed project would not result in the loss of availability of existing, usable mineral
resources.

The Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing site is located within a MRZ-3 Zone, which is defined as
an area containing mineral deposils the significance of which cannot be evaluated from available
data. A site-specific mineral resource technical study will be prepared for the Draft EIR that will
assess, as appropriate, the extent of mineral resources at the Adobe Falls site.

The City of San Diego General Plan contains existing condition language relating to minerals
rather than specific mapped zones or avoidance/conservation guidelines. The College Area and
Navajo Community Plans do not include mineral resource zone overlays or avoidance directives.
While SDSU’s status as a state agency does not necessitate compliance with local plans or
policies including mineral resource protection guidelines, the project would not be inconsistent
with local policies in the General Plan or community plans that pertain to mineral protection.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Noise: Would the proposed project result in:

(a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise v
levels in excess of standards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?

(b) Exposure of persons to or generation of v
excessive groundborne vibration or
groundbome noise levels?

(c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient v
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project? '

(d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in v
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

(e) For a project located within an airport land use vV
plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area
to excessive noise levels?

() For a project within the vicinity of a private v
airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

DISCUSSION:  Possible increases in existing noise levels would be associated with certain
aspects of the proposed project, including the introduction of urban uses into an undeveloped
area and alterations in traffic patterns that would occur with implementation of the proposed
project. The noise analysis will evaluate the effects of facility operations and altered traffic
patierns on nearby sensitive receptors and will document any substantial increases 10 existing
ambient or community noise equivalent levels that would occur. The analysis will also
document impacts related to construction activities. SDSU is not located within the vicinity of
any airport; therefore, this consideration will not be discussed in the noise analysis.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the proposed
project:

(a) Induce substantial population growth in an v
area, either directly (for example, by proposing
new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension or roads or other
infrastructure)?

(b) Displace substantial numbers of existing v
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

(c) Displace substantial numbers of people, 4
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

DISCUSSION: In response to projected population growth in the San Diego Region and
California in general, the proposed project will increase the present SDSU enrollment limitation
from 25,000 full-time equivalent students ("FTES") to 35,000 FTES, an enrollment number that
is expected to be reached in 2024-25. This increase in student population would result in
related increases in faculty and staff, and the need for increased physical instruction, living and
auxiliary space. The analysis of these issues will include a discussion of how the project would
impact existing population numbers in the local community and potential impacts on housing
supply that subsequently may result. The demolition of Olmeca and Maya Residence Halls
would not occur until construction of the new 600-bed facility is complete. Therefore, any
impacts associated with the loss of Olmeca and Maya student housing facilities would be less
than significant.
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Issues (and supporting Information Sources)

PuBLIC SERVICES: Would the proposed project:

(a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, need
for new or physically altered govermnmental
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response
times or other performance objectives for any
of the public services:

(i) Fire protection?

(i1) Police protection?

(111) Schools?

(iv) Parks?

(v) Other public facilities?

and Initial Study
Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact  Impact
4
4
4
4
4

DiIScUSSION:  While most University-related public services are provided by SDSU itself, a
discussion of each project component’s impact on existing police, fire, school, parks and library
Jacilities will be included in the Draft EIR. The EIR will evaluate whether implementation of the
proposed project would increase demand for these public services, and compare the increased
demand with existing and planned equipment and staffing levels. The environmental impacts of
any potential capacity shortage will be evaluated in the EIR.
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Potentially

Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact  Impact
RECREATION:
(a) Would the proposed project increase the use of 4
existing neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated?
(b) Does the proposed project include recreational 4

facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might
have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

DISCUSSION: The Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing project component would include a
private swimming pool, community center and recreation area for use by the Sfaculty/staff
residents. These recreational facilities would be adequate to service the new University-
associated residents in the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing area. Additionally, the Student
Union component of the project includes additional indoor recreational facilities to serve
students, and the Student Housing component includes additional outdoor and indoor
recreational spaces also to serve the students. Therefore, the project is not expected to
substantially increase the use of existing recreational facilities resulting in accelerated
deterioration. The construction of these recreational facilities, however, may result in
potentially significant impacts unless mitigated.

Separately, the proposed increase in student enrollment and the campus population is expected
to result in additional demand for on-campus recreational space, and which may impact
indirectly the recreational capacity of nearby parks. The environmental impacts of any potential
capacity shortage will be evaluated in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation  Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact  Impact

TRANSPORTATION / TRAFFIC: Would the proposed
project:

(a) Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial 4
in relation to the existing traffic load and
capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a
substantial increase in either the number of
vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on
roads, or congestion at intersections)?

(b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a 4
level of service standard established by the
county congestion/management agency for
designated roads or highways?

(c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, v
including either an increase in traffic levels or a
change in location that results in substantial
safety risks?

(d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design 4
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

(e) Result in inadequate emergency access? v
(f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? v

(g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans or 4
programs supporting alternative transportation
(e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

DISCUSSION: A traffic and parking assessment will be prepared for the proposed project in
conjunction with the Draft EIR. The traffic analysis will determine how much new traffic will be
generated due to the project components. The traffic analysis also will determine the potential
shift in traffic volumes and patterns that would occur with implementation of the proposed
project. In addition, the traffic analysis will determine the project’s potential impacts on key
intersections and street segments and any recommended mitigation. The analysis also will
determine the project's necessary fair-share contribution to off-site roadway mitigation
improvements, consistent with the recent California Supreme Court decision in City of Marina v.
Board of Trustees of California State University. In addition, as part of the EIR, a feasibility
analysis of alternate access routes to/from the proposed Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing will
be conducted. The parking analysis will assess the project’s impact on existing parking
facilities on campus.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Would the
proposed project:
(a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of v

the applicable Regional Water Quality Control

Board?
(b) Require or result in the construction of new v

water or wastewater treatment facilities or

expansion of existing facilities, the construction

of which could cause significant environment

effects?
(c) Require or result in the construction of new v

storm water drainage facilities or expansion of

existing facilities, the construction of which

could cause significant environmental effect?
(d) Have sufficient water supplies available to 4

serve the project from existing entitlements and

resources, or are new or expanded entitlement

needed?
(e) Result in a determination by the wastewater 4

treatment provider which serves or may serve
the project?

(f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 4
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid
waste disposal needs?

(g) Comply with federal, state and local statutes 4
and regulations related to solid waste?

DISCUSSION: New facilities proposed in connection with the proposed project would necessitate
public services such as electricity, natural gas, communication systems, waler, sewer and storm
drainage. With the exception of the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing and Alvarado Campus
project components, electric, heating and air conditioning required for all project components
would be generated onsite at the SDSU Cogeneration Plant and Chilling Facility. This facility
was designed to serve additional uses, such as those proposed. Therefore, capacity shortfalls
are not anticipated. The public services needs of each project component will be analyzed in the

Draft EIR.  Existing facility and service capacity will be outlined and potential impacts
characterized.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact  Impact

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

(a) Does the proposed project have the potential to v

degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the
range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?

(b) Does the proposed project have impacts that are v
individually  limited, but  cumulatively
considerable?

(c) Does the proposed project have environmental v
effects which will cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?

DISCUSSION:  The areas planned for development generally do not support substantial
populations of rare, threatened or endangered plant or animal species or sensitive plant
communities. ~ The Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing site may support threatened or
endangered species, though not in substantial numbers, as evidenced by the site’s absence from
the Multiple Habitat Preservation Area ("MHPA"). For these reasons, the proposed project is
not anticipated to have the potential to: (1) substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species; (2) cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels; (3) threaten
to eliminate a plant or animal community; or (4) reduce the number or restrict the range of a
rare or endangered plant or animal. A biological resources technical report will be prepared to
Sfully address these issues.

The Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing development and Student Residence Hall Expansion
project components potentially could impact cultural resources. The nature of these resources,
and their importance in California history, will be analyzed fully as part of the EIR analysis.

A cumulative impacts analysis will be conducted for each environmental topic area discussed in
depth in the EIR. The cumulative analysis will address issues such as air quality and traffic,
which will focus on the project’s transportation and circulation impacts when combined with
existing and planned future traffic increases within the College and Navajo areas. Potentially
significant cumulative impacts may resull.
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6.0 PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING

To assist in determining the scope of the Draft EIR for the proposed project, SDSU will hold a
public information meeting regarding both the proposed project and the scope and content of the
Draft EIR. The scoping meeting will be held on Thursday, February 22, 2007, at 6:30 p.m. at the

Casa Real at Aztec Center on the SDSU Campus.

Paid parking will be available in SDSU

Parking Structure 6 and the Five Star parking lot at the corner of Linda Paseo and College
Avenue. All public agencies, organizations and interested parties are encouraged to attend and

participate at this meeting.

70  DISTRIBUTION LIST

This Initial Study and Notice of Preparation of the Draft EIR for the proposed SDSU 2007
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State of California Department of Transportation
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2829 Juan Street

San Diego, CA 92110

State of California

Department of Toxic Substances Control

Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch —
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Greg Holmes, Unit Chief
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U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Pacific Region
California/Nevada Operations Office

Steve Thompson, Operations Manager

2800 Cottage Way
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State of California

Department of Forestry & Fire Protection
Office of the State Fire Marshall

Steve Guarino, Code Enforcement South
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Monrovia, CA 91016-3600

State of California Department of Fish & Game

Habitat Conservation Division South Coast’
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Michael Mulligan, Deputy Director

Donald Chadwick, Habitat Conservation Planning
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San Diego, CA 92123
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Sacramento, CA 95814
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San Diego Regional Office
Mahendra Mehta, Regional Manager
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J.K. Bailey, Captain ‘
P.O. Box 942898
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San Diego, CA 92123
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Development Services Department
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San Diego, CA 92101-4155

San Diego Police Department
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San Diego, CA 92101-5729
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California State Senate
Senator Dede Alpert, 39" District

" 1557 Columbia Street (District Office)

San Diego, CA 92101-2934

California Department of Parks and Recreation
Office of Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Officer

1416 Ninth Street, Room 1442

Sacramento, CA 95814

California State Senate
Senator Christine Kehoe
2445 Fifth Avenue, Suite 200
San Diego, CA 92101

San Diego Association of Governments

(SANDAG)

Mario R. Oropeza, Project Manager
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Planner

Jeff Tayman, Director of Technical Services

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101-4231

San Diego County Water Authority
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San Diego, CA 92123

City of San Diego
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San Diego, CA 92101

City of San Diego Planning Department
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City of San Diego
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202 C Street, MS 35

San Diego, CA 92101
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San Diego, CA 92101
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Sandra L. Kerl, City Manager
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Jim Madaffer, City Councilmember, 11" District
City Administration Building

202 “C” Street

San Diego, CA 92101

City of San Diego Planning Department

Lesley Henegar, Navajo Area Community Planner
202-C Street, MS4A

San Diego, CA 92101

San Diego Historical Resources Board
City Administration Building

Council Committee Room, 12th Floor
202 C Street

San Diego, CA 92101

Jim Waring, Deputy Chief Operating Officer
For Land Use and Economic Development

City of San Diego

City Administration Building

202 C Street, 9" Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

Michael Fortney, Project Manager

College Community Project Area Committee
c/o City of San Diego Redevelopment Agency
600 B Street, Suite 400

San Diego, CA 92101

City of El Cajon

Kathi Henry, City Manager
Mary Ann Prall

200 East Main Street

El Cajon, California 92020-3996

San Diego County Dept. of Environmental
Health

1255 Imperial Avenue, 3 Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

COMMUNITY GROUPS/ORGANIZATIONS/OTHERS

Tom Scott, Chief Executive Officer
SDSU Foundation

Gateway Center

5250 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182

Matt Keipper, President
Associated Students of SDSU

San Diego State University

5500 Campanile Drive

Lower Aztec Center, Room 104
San Diego, California 92182-9100

"The Jamul Indian Village

Kenneth Mesa, Chairperson
P.O.612
Jamul, California 91935

The La Posta Band of Mission Indians
Gwendolyn Parrada, Chairperson
Crestwood Road

P.O. Box 1048

Boulevard, California 91905

The Manzanita Band of Mission Indians
Leroy J. Elliott, Chairperson

P.O. Box 1302

Boulevard, California 91905
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David A. Rosso

CSU Physical Planning and Development
California State University

410 Golden Shore

Long Beach, California 90802-4209

Navajo Community Planners Incorporated
Matt Adams, Chair

¢/o Building Industry Association

9201 Spectrum Center Blvd., Suite 110

San Diego, CA 92123

Allied Gardens Community Council
Cindy Martin 4

P.O. Box 600425

San Diego, CA 92160-0425

The Barona Band of Mission Indians
Clifford M. LaChappa, Tribal Chairperson
1095 Barona Road

Lakeside, CA 92040

The Campo Band of Mission Indians
Paul Cuero, Jr., Chairperson

36190 Church Road

Campo, CA 91906

The Ewiiaapaap Tribal Office
Harlan Pinto, Chairperson

4054 Willow Road

Alpine, CA 91901

The Inaja Band of Mission Indians
Rebecca Maxcy

P.O. Box 186

Santa Ysabel, CA 92070

Kumeyaay Cultural Repatriation Committee
Steve Banegas

1095 Barona Road

Lakeside, CA 92040

San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc.

Environmental Review Committee
James W. Royle, Jr., Chairperson
P.O. Box 81106

San Diego, CA 92138-1106

San Diego Audubon Society
Chris Redfern, Executive Director
4891 Pacific Highway, Suite 112
San Diego, CA 92110

Notice of Preparation
and Initial Study

The Mesa Grande Band of Mission Indians
Howard Maxcy, Chairperson

P.O. Box 270

Santa Ysabel, CA 92070

The San Pasqual Band of Mission Indians
Tribal Council

P.O. Box 365

Valley Center, CA 92082

The Santa Ysabel Band of Mission Indians
Ben Scerato, Chairperson

P.O. Box 130

Santa Ysabel, CA 92070

The Sycuan Band of Mission Indians
Georgia Tucker, Chairperson

5459 Dehesa Road

El Cajon, CA 92019

The Viejas Band of Mission Indians
Steven Tesam, Chairperson

P.O. Box 908

Alpine, CA 91903

Kumeyaay Cultural Historic Committee
Ron Christman

56 Viejas Grade Road

Alpine, CA 91901

San Diego Historical Society
Richard Crawford

P.O. Box 81825

San Diego, CA 93138

Mission Trails Regional Park
Citizens Advisory Committee
Dorothy Leonard, Chair
Walter Odenning, Ph.D.

4245 Tambor Court

San Diego, CA 92124

Gary Klockenga

Government Publications Librarian
San Diego Public Library

820 ‘E’ Street

San Diego, CA 92101

Charles Rynerson

Instruction Facilities Planning Dept.
San Diego City Schools

4100 Normal Street

Annex 2, Room 101

San Diego, CA 92103-2682
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Friends of Adobe Falls Len Bloom
Audrey Delahoussaye 2851 Camino del Rio South, Suite 400
5681 Del Cerro Boulevard San Diego, CA 92108
San Diego CA 92120
Edie Andrade
Smoke Tree Adobe Falls Owners Association Marketing Director

Patrick Culkin, President, Board of Directors Architects Mosher Drew Watson Ferguson
5657 Adobe Falls Road 4206 West Point Loma Boulevard, Suite 200
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92110

College Area Community Council Carol Gilmore, Marketing Coordinator

c/o Doug Case, Chair
5444 Reservoir Drive #20
San Diego, CA 92120

" Steve Laub, CACC
7593 El Paseo Street
La Mesa, CA 91942

California Native Plant Society
c¢/o Natural History Museum
P.O. Box 121390

San Diego, CA 92112

Del Cerro Action Council
Anne Brunkow, President
P.O. Box 600801

San Diego, CA 92160

Rob Hutsel

San Diego River Park Foundation
4891 Pacific Highway, Suite 114
San Diego, CA 92110

Michael Beck
Endangered Habitat League
P.O. Box 7729
San Diego, CA 92167-0729

Thomas J. Mulder
6525 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Sandy Alter, CACC
5520 Mary Lane Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Benjamin Branch Library
5188 Zion Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120-2728

Hope Engineering
1301 Third Avenue, Suite 300
San Diego, CA 92101

Ignacio Gonzalez
6768 Mohawk Street
San Diego, California 92115

San Carlos Branch Library
7265 Jackson Drive
San Diego, CA 92119

SDSU Love Library

Government Publications, 3* Floor
5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182-8050

Dr. and Mrs. Donald R. Fleming
5968 Caminito De La Taza
San Diego, CA 92120

Jim Boggus, CACC
5394 Caminito Velasquez
San Diego, California 92124

Dorothy Millbern
5463 Fremontia Lane
San Diego, CA 92115

Roberta and Donald Eidemiller
5328 Hewlett Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Massimo Boninsegni
4911 College Avenue
San Diego, CA 92115

Michael Bloom, CACC
5505 Mary Lane Drive
San Diego, CA 92115
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College Heights Branch Library
4710 College Avenue
San Diego, CA 92115-3905

Ken Levin
5546 Dorothy Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Pauline Graves
5125 Alumni Place
San Diego, California 92115

Robert Montana
6223 Mary Lane Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

William Rowland
4540 El Cerrito Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Alice Buck
1555 Sixth Avenue
San Diego, CA 92101-3215

Sandra Buehner
5114 North 67th Street
San Diego, CA 92115

John Conley
5436 Reland Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Charlene Larson
4934 64th Street
San Diego, CA 92115

Kristina Jacobs
8675 Lake Ashmere, #19
San Diego, CA 92119

Christina Kish, CACC
4074 College Avenue
San Diego, CA 92115

Priscilla Bramlette
5882 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Thomas S. Bigger
5882 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120
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Thomas Phelps, CACC
5255 Rincon Street
San Diego, CA 92115

Dan Cornthwaite, CACC
5161 College Gardens Court
San Diego, CA 92115

Rosary Grace Nepi, CACC
5105 Walsh Way
San Diego, CA 92115

Rev. Doug Knutson-Keller, CACC
7544 Volclay Drive
San Diego, CA 92119

Scott Moomjian, CACC
427 C Street, Suite 220
San Diego, CA 92101°

David Parsons
5494 Reservoir Drive, #C-2
San Diego, CA 92115

Frank Shine
5555 Yerba Anita Drive
San Diego, CA 92115-1026

Harold Webber, CACC
4968 Cresita Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Martin J. Tully
6112 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Alex and Kathryn Ruiz . .
6110 Capri Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Jo Ruth Wright
5631-D Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Ginger Forst
4643 El Cerrito Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Judi Hopps, CACC
5041 Tierra Baja Way
San Diego, CA 92115
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Rick Ryan
5882 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Pat Culkin
5683-C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Jack & Caterina Palestini
6011 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Celia Chavez
5272 Tipton Street
San Diego, CA 92115

Walter Mitte
5940 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Marc Rosenberg
5945 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

John F. Pilch
P.O. Box 19246
San Diego, CA 92159-0246

Agatha Graney
6142 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Addie Olazabal
4841 Del Monte Avenue, Apt. A
San Diego, CA 92120

Bill & Edie Singer
6002 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Greta Sloan

Sloan Property Management
5173 Waring Road

PMB 350

San Diego, CA 92120-2705

Mr. Charles E. Sloan
5860 Arboles Street
San Diego, CA 92120

John Adamske, CACC
5105 Remington Road
San Diego, CA 92115

Sally Ellis, CACC
5511 Drover Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Charles Maze, CACC

4677 El Cerrito Drive

San Diego, CA 92115

Jan Riley, CACC
4655 60™ Street
San Diego, CA 92115

Aaryn Belfer, CACC
6321 Mesita Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Mike Matthews, CACC
5076 College Place
San Diego, CA 92115

Martin Montesano, CACC
5840 Lindo Paseo Drive, #18
San Diego, CA 92115

Sally Roush

5500 Campanile Drive
MC 1620

San Diego, CA 92182

Arthur S. Moreau, Esq.
Carey L. Cooper, Esq.
Klinedinst PC

501 West Broadway, Suite 600
San Diego, CA 92101

Jenny K. Goodman, Esq.

J. Michael McDade, Esq.

Wertz McDade Wallace Moot & Brower
945 Fourth Avenue

San Diego, CA 92101

Alvarado Hospital Medical Center
Harris Koenig, Chief Executive Officer
6655 Alvarado Road

San Diego, CA 92120-5298
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Mary Skulavik
6393 Park Ridge Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Edouard Rodriguez
6152 Wenrich Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Jennifer Landers
5971 Lance Street
San Diego, CA 92120

Robert R. Rinehart
6434 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

David Parsons
P.O. Box 151092
San Diego, CA 92175

Susan Thomas
6154 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Mark Thomsen
MTS

1255 Imperial Avenue, Suite 1000

San Diego, CA 92101

Walt & Marilyn Tom
6184 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Patricia Isberg
6006 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Kathy Fennell
6003 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Sheryl Schultz-Rose
5779 Theta Place
San Diego, CA 92120

Pamela & John Gray
5787 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Lynn A. Wink
5823 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120
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Christine M. Fitzgerald, Deputy City Attorney
Joe B. Cordileone, Deputy City Attorney
Office of the City Attorney

1200 Third Avenue, #1100

San Diego, CA 92101-4103

June Collins

Dudek and Associates
605 Third Street
Encinitas, CA 92024

Jay Wilson
5835 Arbolas Street
San Diego, CA 92120

Tom Martin
5616 Marne Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Ron and Jeanne Withem
6151 Capri Drive
San Diego, CA 92120-4648

Ruth Zlotoff
5983 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

John Benz
6151 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Evelyn Brent
6029 Lamont Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Evelyn Cooperman
Silver Gate Publications
7579 Rowena Street
San Diego, CA 92119

Walter and Jacqueline Bochenek
5873 Madra Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Mrs. Betty Lyberg
6174 Camino Rico
San Diego, CA 92120-3118

Morton and Naomi Hirshman
5855 Madra Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120
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Fred & Michele Casey
5811 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Steve Barlow
5130 68™ Street
San Diego, CA 92115

Patricia Teaze
6111 Romany Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Michael and Mary Parende
5651 Genoa Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Warren Clement
6054 College Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Louise Ray
2404 Pomo Avenue
San Diego, CA 92104

Qakley S. Harper
6229 Cypress Point Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Brian Andrews
6228 Capri Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Richard Boyden Macfie
6251 Brynwood Court
San Diego, CA 92120

The Matthew Basham Family
6142 Romany Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Larry Lipera
6466 Wandermere Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Jeff and Doreen Phillips
Smoketree Complex
5643-A Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120-4662

Carol Klinger
5565C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Juan A. Martinez/Jacqueline Kenworthy-

Martinez
5786 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Rosemary Shosn
5611 Raymar Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Stuart R. and Yoelles Josephs
6408 Crystalaire Drive
San Diego, CA 92120-3834

Abe Kassam and Paula Kassam, Trustees

PAK Properties Trust
5942 Madra Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Audrey de la Houssaye
5681 Del Cerro Boulevard
San Diego, CA 92120

David & Barbara Oliver
54091 Del Cerro Boulevard
San Diego, CA 92120

Josh Weiselberg
5494 Reservoir Drive, #C-19
San Diego, CA 92120

Robert Mackey
5814 Malvern Court
San Diego, CA 92120

Ann B. Cottrell
5111 Manhasset
San Diego, CA 92115

Ray & Suzanna Schumacher
6160 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120 -

Glen & Shirley Marcus
5640 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Ivan Jackson & Leisa Lukes
6167 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120
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Emily J. Anderson
6186 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Joe and Carolyn Colmie
5667-A Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92182

Ray Fluta

LCDR U.S. Navy, Ret
5581A Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Marcus Overton
5518 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

S. Akotles
6130 Romany Drive
San Diego, CA 92120-4610

David and Barbara Oliver
5401 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Renee Park
5634 Adobe Falis Place
Del Cerro, CA 92120

Sue Braun
6515 Crystalaire Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Anita Colmie
5563-B Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Mr. Charlie Conatser
Ms. Shirley Conatser
6247 Chrismark Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Lotte Garber
5670 Genoa Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Ron and Dolores Thiel
6212 Capri Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

John Hale, P.E.
5871 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120
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Don & Maxine Amundson
6143 Arno Drive
San Diego, California 92120

Dolores & Ron Thiel
6212 Capri Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Amye & Mae Cubberley-Thomas
6107 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Craig & Angie Fisher
5605 Adobe Falls Place
San Diego, CA 92120

Elein S. Racine
5922 Eldergardens Street
San Diego, CA 92120

Nancy Sussman, Esq.
5667 Raymar Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Paula Brown Peeling
5908 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Dolores P. Torik
56731-C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Helen Norman
6148 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Douglas and Beverly Livingston
6266 Lambda Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Valarie Yruretgoyena
9222 Wister Drive
La Mesa, CA 91941

Kristen Harris
6174 Amo Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Amy Jo McVeigh
6149 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120
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Toby S. Hartman
5637-C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Walt and Marilyn Tom
6184 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Mary and Bob Medearis
5862 Lancaster Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Mark Rawlins
6652 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Kevin J. Elliott, President
Roel Construction Co., Inc.
3366 Kurtz Street

San Diego, CA 92110

Michael and Margaret Sexton
6335 Lambda Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Jeri Deneen and John Powell
Deneen Powell Atelier, Inc.
5924 Adobe Falls Road

San Diego, CA 92120

Jane F. Bredon
4052 Loma Riviera Circle
San Diego, CA 92110

Marsha Eiseman
6166 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Sarah B. Husbands
6375 Elmhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Mary Manzella
6019 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Brian J. McCullough
5853 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Doug Livingston
6266 Lambda Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Barbara Weldon
6131 Romany Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

David A. and Claudia Kay
750 “B” Street, Suite 1850
San Diego, CA 92101

Catherine J. Todd
6027 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Michele Nash-Hoff
6360 Glenmont Street
San Diego, CA 92120

Clydene J. Shepherd
5657 Adobe Falls Place
San Diego, CA 92120

Stephen Chan
5678 Adobe Falls Place
San Diego, CA 92120

Albert E. Harasty
6170 Romany Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Troy L. Smith
5824 Malvern Ct,
San Diego, CA 92120

Jerry Satuloff
5581-C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Susan Thomas
6154 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

James and Patricia Call
6285 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Sharon Carter
5926 Madra Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120
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Milo and Jeanette Peterson
5737-A Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92110

Robert G. Stewart
6337 Dwane Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Joyce Pepper and Paul Bragoli
5956 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Dr. Barbara Walsh
6454 Caminito Estrellado
San Diego, CA 92120

The Carolyn M. Holmer Trust
US Bank, H. Eugene Swantz, Jr.
Joan Rapp, Co-Trustees

Re: 6367 Alvarado Court

400 Prospect Street
"La Jolla, CA 92037

Warren B. Treisman
6398 Del Cerro Blvd., Ste. §
San Diego, CA 92120

Nancy A. Marlin, Provost
San Diego State University
5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182-8010

Jacqueline Osborne
5797 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Moselio Schaechter

Adjunct Professor, San Diego State University
6345 Rockhurst Drive

San Diego, CA 92120
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Scott Flaming
6128 Lourdes Terrace
San Diego, CA 92120

Jeffrey and Marilyn Hinck
5664 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Don Macdonald
6274 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Randy and Toni Chase
5758 Malvern Court
San Diego, CA 92120

Richard H. McAlter
5661-D Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Emma Lou Beecroft
6286 Lambda Drive
San Diego, CA 92190-4606

David Jespersen
6219 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Judith Mansfield
6555 Norman Lane
San Diego, CA 92120

John M. Stevenson
6210 Camino Corto
San Diego, CA 92120

Estelle Greenstein
6235 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Edward and Barbara Underwood
5995 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

8.00 LIST OF PERSONS WHO PREPARED INITIAL STUDY

This Initial Study was prepared by SDSU, Facilities Planning and Management. The persons
participating in the Initial Study include: (a) W. Anthony Fulton, Director of Facilities Planning,
Design and Construction; (b) Lauren Cooper, Associate Director, Facilities Planning, Design and
Construction; (c) June Collins, Principal, Environmental Sciences Division, Dudek;
(d) Sarah Lozano, Environmental Planner, Environmental Sciences Division, Dudek; and, (e)
Mark J. Dillon and Michael S. Haberkorn, Gatzke Dillon & Ballance LLP.
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL

[ am a resident of the County of San Diego; I am over the age of 18 years and not a party
to this matter. My business address is: 1525 Faraday Avenue, Suite 150, Carlsbad, California,
92008.

On February 2, 2007, [ served the attached document: NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; INITIAL STUDY - SAN DIEGO STATE
UNIVERSITY 2007 CAMPUS MASTER PLAN REVISION, by placing true copies thereof,
enclosed in a sealed envelope, addressed as follows:

SEE ATTACHMENT A

I placed said envelopes with Golden State Overnight, each marked "Guaranteed Priority
Overnight Delivery."

Pursuant to these practices, with which I am readily familiar, the sealed and addressed envelopes
are deposited in the ordinary course of business with Golden State Overnight at 1525 Faraday
Avenue, Suite 150, Carlsbad, California 92008. On the same date, they are collected and
processed by Golden State Overnight.

[ further served the attached document by placing a true copy thereof, enclosed in a sealed
envelope, with First Class/Certified Mail/Return Receipt Requested postage thereon fully
prepaid, in the United States mail at Carlsbad, California, addressed as follows:

SEE ATTACHMENT B

I am “readily familiar” with the firm’s practice for the collection and processing of
correspondence for mailing. It is deposited with U.S. Postal Service on the same day in the
ordinary course of business. I am aware that service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation

date or postage meter date is more than one day after the date of deposit for mailing in the
affidavit.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on February 2, 2007, in Carlsbad, California.

(i £ SHva,

Christine E. Miller
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ATTACHMENT A

Department of the Army

Los Angeles District, Corps of Engineers
San Diego Field Office

Robert Smith

16885 West Bernardo Drive, Suite 300A
San Diego, CA 92127

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Pacific Region
California/Nevada Operations Office

Steve Thompson, Operations Manager

2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, CA 95825

State of California Department of Transportation
Caltrans — District 11

Development Review Branch

Mario H. Orso, Chief

Mark Rayback, Assistant Division Chief

2829 Juan Street

San Diego, CA 92110

Office of Planning and Research

State Clearinghouse

Terry Roberts, State Clearinghouse Director
Scott Morgan, Associate Planner

1400 Tenth Street

| Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

State of California Department of Fish & Game

Habitat Conservation Division South Coast Region

Michae! Mulligan, Deputy Director

Donald Chadwick, Habitat Conservation Planning
Supervisor

4949 Viewridge Avenue

San Diego, CA 92123

California Department of Parks and Recreation
Office of Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Officer

1416 Ninth Street, Room 1442

Sacramento, CA 95814

San Diego Air Pollution Control District
9150 Chesapeake Drive
San Diego, CA 92123-1096

San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board
John Robertus, Executive Director

9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100

San Diego, CA 92123-4340

Jim Waring, Deputy Chief Operating Officer
For Land Use and Economic Development

City of San Diego

202 C Street, 9" Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

Michael Fortney, Project Manager

College Community Project Area Committee
c/o City of San Diego Redevelopment Agency
600 B Street, Suite 400

San Diego, CA 92101

County of San Diego Recorder/Clerk

The County Administration Center

1600 Pacific Highway, Room 206, MS A-33
San Diego, CA 92101
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ATTACHMENT B

State of California

Department of Forestry & Fire Protection
Office of the State Fire Marshall

Steve Guarino, Code Enforcement South
602 East Huntington, Suite A

Monrovia, CA 91016-3600

Native American Heritage Commission
Carol Gaubatz, Program Analyst

915 Capital Mall, Room 364

Sacramento, CA 95814

Division of State Architect

State of California Dept. of Toxic Substances Control
Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch -

San Diego Regional Office Cypress Office
Mahendra Mehta, Regional Manager Greg Holmes, Unit Chief
16680 West Bernardo Drive 5796 Corporate Avenue
San Diego, CA 92127 Cypress, CA 90630-4732

California State Senate

Senator Dede Alpert, 39" District
1557 Columbia Street (District Office)
San Diego, CA 92101-2934

Department of California Highway Patrol
J K. Bailey, Captain

P.O. Box 942898

Sacramento, CA 94298-0001

California State Senate
Senator Christine Kehoe
2445 Fifth Avenue, Suite 200
San Diego, CA 92101

Deanna Spehn

Office of Senator Christine Kehoe
2445 Fifth Avenue, Suite 200

San Diego, CA 92101

San Diego Police Department
Chief William Lansdowne
1401 Broadway

San Diego, CA 92101-5729

San Diego River Conservancy
Michael Nelson, Executive Officer
1350 Front Street., Suite 3024

San Diego, CA 92101

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)

Mario R. Oropeza, Project Manager

Chris Kluth, Regional Transportation/Land Use
Planner

Jeff Tayman, Director of Technical Services

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101-4231

San Diego County

Department of Planning and Land Use
Eric Gibson, Deputy Director

5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B

San Diego, CA 92123

City of San Diego

Development Services Department

Land Development Review Division
Marsela Escobar-Eck, Chief Deputy Director
Chris Zirkle, Assistant Deputy Director

1222 First Avenue, MS 501

San Diego, CA 92101-4155

City of San Diego

Fire and Hazard Prevention
Fire and Life Safety Services
Samuel L. Oates, Fire Marshal
1010 Second Avenue, Suite 300
San Diego, CA 92101

San Diego County Water Authority
4677 Overland Avenue
San Diego, CA 92123

City of San Diego Planning Department

Lesley Henegar, Navajo Area Community Planner
202-C Street, MS4A

San Diego, CA 92101
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City of San Diego Planning Department

Melissa Devine, College Area Community
Planner

202-C Street, MS4A

San Diego, CA 92101

City of San Diego Water Department
600 B Street, Suite 1100
San Diego, CA 92101

Metropolitan Transit Development Board
Conan Cheung, Planning Director

1255 Imperial Avenue, Suite 1000

San Diego, CA 92101-7490

City of San Diego

Engineering and Capital Projects
Patti Boekamp, Acting Deputy Director
1010 Second Avenue, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

City of San Diego Wetland Advisory Board
Robin Stribley

202 C Street, MS 35

San Diego, CA 92101

City of L.a Mesa

Sandra L. Kerl, City Manager
8130 Allison Avenue

La Mesa, California 91941

Jim Madaffer, City Councilmember, 11" District
City Administration Building

202 “C” Street

San Diego, CA 92101

San Diego Historical Resources Board
City Administration Building

Council Committee Room, 12th Floor
202 C Street

San Diego, CA 92101

City of El Cajon

Kathi Henry, City Manager
Mary Ann Prall

200 East Main Street

El Cajon, California 92020-3996

Tom Scott, Chief Executive Officer
SDSU Foundation

Gateway Center

5250 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182

Matt Keipper, President
Associated Students of SDSU

San Diego State University

5500 Campanile Drive

Lower Aztec Center, Room 104
San Diego, California 92182-9100

The Jamul Indian Village
Kenneth Mesa, Chairperson
P.O. 612

Jamul, California 91935

The La Posta Band of Mission Indians
Gwendolyn Parrada, Chairperson
Crestwood Road

P.O. Box 1048

Boulevard, California 91905

The Manzanita Band of Mission Indians
Leroy J. Elliott, Chairperson

P.O. Box 1302

Boulevard, California 91905

David A. Rosso

CSU Physical Planning and Development
California State University

410 Golden Shore

Long Beach, California 90802-4209

Navajo Community Planners Incorporated
Matt Adams, Chair

c/o Building Industry Association

9201 Spectrum Center Blvd., Suite 110

San Diego, CA 92123

Allied Gardens Community Council
Cindy Martin

P.O. Box 600425

San Diego, CA 92160-0425

The Barona Band of Mission Indians
Clifford M. LaChappa, Tribal Chairperson
1095 Barona Road

Lakeside, CA 92040
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The Campo Band of Mission Indians
Paul Cuero, Jr., Chairperson

36190 Church Road

Campo, CA 91906

The Ewiiaapaap Tribal Office
Harlan Pinto, Chairperson

4054 Willow Road

Alpine, CA 91901

The Inaja Band of Mission Indians
Rebecca Maxcy :
P.O. Box 186

Santa Ysabel, CA 92070

Kumeyaay Cultural Repatriation Committee
Steve Banegas

1095 Barona Road

Lakeside, CA 92040

San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc.

Environmental Review Committee
James W. Royle, Jr., Chairperson
P.O. Box 81106

San Diego, CA 92138-1106

San Diego Audubon Society
Chris Redfern, Executive Director
4891 Pacific Highway, Suite 112
San Diego, CA 92110

The Mesa Grande Band of Mission Indians
Howard Maxcy, Chairperson

P.O. Box 270

Santa Ysabel, CA 92070

The San Pasqual Band of Mission Indians
Tribal Council

P.O. Box 365

Valley Center, CA 92082

The Santa Ysabel Band of Mission Indians
Ben Scerato, Chairperson

P.O.Box 130

Santa Ysabel, CA 92070

The Sycuan Band of Mission Indians
Georgia Tucker, Chairperson

5459 Dehesa Road

El Cajon, CA 92019

The Viejas Band of Mission Indians
Steven Tesam, Chairperson

P.O. Box 508

Alpine, CA 91903

Kumeyaay Cultural Historic Committee
Ron Christman

56 Viejas Grade Road

Alpine, CA 91901

San Diego Historical Society
Richard Crawford
P.O. Box 81825

Mission Trails Recreational Park
Citizens Advisory Committee
Dorothy Leonard, Chair

San Diego, CA 93138 Walter Odenning, Ph.D.
4245 Tambor Court
San Diego, CA 92124
Len Bloom Gary Klockenga

2851 Camino del Rio South, Suite 400
San Diego, CA 92108

Government Publications Librarian
San Diego Public Library

820 °E’ Street

San Diego, CA 92101

Friends of Adobe Falls
Audrey Delahoussaye
5681 Del Cerro Boulevard
San Diego CA 92120

Smoke Tree Adobe Falls Owners Association
Patrick Culkin, President, Board of Directors
5657 Adobe Falls Road

San Diego, CA 92120

College Area Community Council
¢/o Doug Case, Chair

5444 Reservoir Drive #20

San Diego, CA 92120

Steve Laub, CACC
7593 El Paseo Street
La Mesa, CA 91942
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California Native Plant Society
c/o Natural History Museum
P.0O. Box 121390

San Diego, CA 92112

Del Cerro Action Council
Anne Brunkow, President
P.O. Box 600801

San Diego, CA 92160

Rob Hutsel

San Diego River Park Foundation
4891 Pacific Highway, Suite 114
San Diego, CA 92110

Michael Beck
Endangered Habitat League
P.O. Box 7729
San Diego, CA 92167-0729

Thomas J. Mulder
6525 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Sandy Alter, CACC
5520 Mary Lane Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Benjamin Branch Library
5188 Zion Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120-2728

Charles Rynerson

Instruction Facilities Planning Dept.
San Diego City Schools

4100 Normal Street

Annex 2, Room 101

San Diego, CA 92103-2682

Edie Andrade

Marketing Director

Architects Mosher Drew Watson Ferguson
4206 West Point Loma Boulevard, Suite 200
San Diego, CA 92110

Carol Gilmore, Marketing Coordinator
Hope Engineering

1301 Third Avenue, Suite 300

San Diego, CA 92101

Ignacio Gonzalez
6768 Mohawk Street
San Diego, California 92115

San Carlos Branch Library
7265 Jackson Drive
San Diego, CA 92119

SDSU Love Library
Government Publications, 3™ Floor
5500 Campanile Drive
San Diego, CA 92182-8050

Dr. and Mrs. Donald R. Fleming
5968 Caminito De La Taza
San Diego, CA 92120

Jim Boggus, CACC
5394 Caminito Velasquez
San Diego, California 92124

San Diego County Dept. of Environmental
Health

1255 Imperial Avenue, 3™ Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

Roberta and Donald Eidemiller
5328 Hewlett Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

College Heights Branch Library
4710 College Avenue
San Diego, CA 92115-3905

Alvarado Hospital Medical Center
Harris Koenig, Chief Executive Officer
6655 Alvarado Road

San Diego, CA 92120-5298

Ken Levin
5546 Dorothy Drive
San Diego, CA 92115
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Pauline Graves
5125 Alumni Place
San Diego, California 921135

Robert Montana
6223 Mary Lane Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

William Rowland
4540 El Cerrito Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Alice Buck
1555 Sixth Avenue
San Diego, CA 92101-3215

Sandra Buehner
5114 North 67th Street
San Diego, CA 92115

John Conley
5436 Reland Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Charlene Larson
4934 64th Street
San Diego, CA 92115

Kristina Jacobs
8675 Lake Ashmere, #19
San Diego, CA 92119

Christina Kish, CACC
4704 College Avenue
San Diego, CA 92115

Priscilla Bramlette
5882 Adobe Falis Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Massimo Boninsegni
4911 College Avenue
San Diego, CA 92115

Michael Bloom, CACC
5505 Mary Lane Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Rosary Grace Nepi, CACC
5105 Walsh Way
San Diego, CA 92115

Rev. Doug Knutson-Keller, CACC
7544 Volclay Drive
San Diego, CA 92119

Scott Moomjian, CACC
427 C Street, Suite 220
San Diego, CA 92101

David Parsons
5494 Reservoir Drive, #C-2
San Diego, CA 92115

Frank Shine
5555 Yerba Anita Drive
San Diego, CA 92115-1026

Harold Webber, CACC
4968 Cresita Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Martin J. Tully
6112 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Alex and Kathryn Ruiz
6110 Capri Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Jo Ruth Wright
5631-D Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Thomas S. Bigger
5882 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Rick Ryan
5882 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Pat Culkin
5683-C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Jack & Caterina Palestini
6011 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Celia Chavez
5272 Tipton Street
San Diego, CA 92115
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Walter Mitte
5940 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Marc Rosenberg
5945 Adobe Fails Road
San Diego, CA 92120

John F. Pilch
P.O. Box 19246
San Diego, CA 92159-0246

Agatha Graney
6142 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Addie Olazabal
4841 Del Monte Avenue, Apt. A
San Diego, CA 92120

Bill & Edie Singer
6002 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Greta Sloan

Sloan Property Management
5173 Waring Road

PMB 350

San Diego, CA 92120-2705

Ginger Forst
4643 El Cerrito Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Arthur S. Moreau, Esq.
Carey L. Cooper, Esq.
Klinedinst PC

501 West Broadway, Suite 600
San Diego, CA 92101

Christine M. Fitzgerald, Deputy City Attorney
Joe B, Cordileone, Deputy City Attorney
Office of the City Attorney

1200 Third Avenue, #1100

San Diego, CA 92101-4103

June Collins

Dudek and Associates
605 Third Street
Encinitas, CA 92024

Tom Martin
5616 Marne Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Jay Wilson
5835 Arbolas Street
San Diego, CA 92120

Ron and Jeanne Withem
6151 Capri Drive
San Diego, CA 92120-4648

Ruth Zlotoff
5983 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

John Benz
6151 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Thomas Phelps, CACC
5255 Rincon Street
San Diego, CA 92115

Dan Cornthwaite, CACC
5161 College Gardens Court
San Diego, CA 92115

Mr. Charles E. Sloan
5860 Arboles Street
San Diego, CA 92120

Mary Skulavik
6393 Park Ridge Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Robert R. Rinehart
6434 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

David Parsons
P.O. Box 151092
San Diego, CA 92175
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Susan Thomas
6154 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Mark Thomsen

MTS

1255 Imperial Avenue, Suite 1000
San Diego, CA 92101

Walt & Marilyn Tom
6184 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Patricia Isberg
6006 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Stuart R. and Yoelles Josephs
6408 Crystalaire Drive
San Diego, CA 92120-3834

Dolores & Ron Thiel
6212 Capri Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Kathy Fennell
6003 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Sheryl Schultz-Rose
5779 Theta Place
San Diego, CA 92120

Lynn A. Wink
5823 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Evelyn Brent
6029 Lamont Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Judi Hopps, CACC
5041 Tierra Baja Way
San Diego, CA 92115

Evelyn Cooperman
Silver Gate Publications
7579 Rowena Street
San Diego, CA 92119

Walter and Jacqueline Bochenek
5873 Madra Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

John Adamske, CACC
5105 Remington Road
San Diego, CA 92115

Mrs. Betty Lyberg
6174 Camino Rico
San Diego, CA 92120-3118

Morton and Naomi Hirshman
5855 Madra Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Juan A. Martinez/Jacqueline Kenworthy-Martinez
5786 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Rosemary Shosn
5611 Raymar Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Abe Kassam and Paula Kassam, Trustees
PAK Properties Trust

5942 Madra Avenue

San Diego, CA 92120

Audrey de la Houssaye
5681 Del Cerro Boulevard
San Diego, CA 92120

David & Barbara Oliver
54091 Del Cerro Boulevard
San Diego, CA 92120

Josh Weiselberg
5494 Reservoir Drive, #C-19
San Diego, CA 92120

Fred & Michele Casey
5811 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Steve Barlow
5130 68™ Street
San Diego, CA 92115
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Patricia Teaze
6111 Romany Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Michael and Mary Parende
5651 Genoa Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Warren Clement
6054 College Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Louise Ray
2404 Pomo Avenue
San Diego, CA 92104

Oakley S. Harper
6229 Cypress Point Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Brian Andrews
6228 Capri Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Richard Boyden Macfie
6251 Brynwood Court
San Diego, CA 92120

The Matthew Basham Family
6142 Romany Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Larry Lipera
6466 Wandermere Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Jeff and Doreen Phillips
Smoketree Complex
5643-A Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120-4662

Carol Klinger
5565C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Robert Mackey
5814 Malvern Court
San Diego, CA 92120

Ann B. Cottrell
5111 Manhasset
San Diego, CA 92115

Ray & Suzanna Schumacher
6160 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Glen & Shirley Marcus
5640 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Don & Maxine Amundson
6143 Arno Drive
San Diego, California 92120

Amye & Mae Cubberley-Thomas
6107 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Craig & Angie Fisher
5605 Adobe Falls Place
San Diego, CA 92120

Elein S. Racine
5922 Eldergardens Street
San Diego, CA 92120

Nancy Sussman, Esq.
5667 Raymar Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Paula Brown Peeling
5908 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Dolores P. Torik
56731-C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Emily J. Anderson
6186 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Joe and Carolyn Colmie
5667-A Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92182
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Ray Fluta

LCDR U.S. Navy, Ret
5581 A Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Marcus Overton
5518 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

S. Akotles
6130 Romany Drive
San Diego, CA 92120-4610

David and Barbara Oliver
5401 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Renee Park
5634 Adobe Falls Place
Del Cerro, CA 92120

Sue Braun
6515 Crystalaire Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Anita Colmie
5563-B Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Mr. Charlie Conatser
Ms. Shirley Conatser
6247 Chrismark Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Lotte Garber
5670 Genoa Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Ron and Dolores Thiel
6212 Capri Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

John Hale, P.E.
5871 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Helen Norman
6148 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Douglas and Beverly Livingston
6266 Lambda Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Valarie Yruretgoyena
9222 Wister Drive
L.a Mesa, CA 91941

Kristen Harris
6174 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Amy Jo McVeigh
6149 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Doug Livingston
6266 Lambda Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Barbara Weldon
6131 Romany Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

David A. and Claudia Kay
750 “B” Street, Suite 1850
San Diego, CA 92101

Catherine J. Todd
6027 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Michele Nash-Hoff
6360 Glenmont Street
San Diego, CA 92120

Clydene J. Shepherd
5657 Adobe Falls Place
San Diego, CA 92120

Stephen Chan
5678 Adobe Falls Place
San Diego, CA 92120

Albert E. Harasty
6170 Romany Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Toby S. Hartman
5637-C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Walt and Marilyn Tom
6184 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Page 58 of 60
2007 Campus Master Plan Revision

San Diego State University
February 2, 2007




Notice of Preparation

and Initial Study

Mary and Bob Medearis Mark Rawlins
5862 Lancaster Drive 6652 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120
Kevin J. Elliott, President Michael and Margaret Sexton
Roel Construction Co., Inc. 6335 Lambda Drive
3366 Kurtz Street San Diego, CA 92120
San Diego, CA 92110
Jeri Deneen and John Powell Jane F. Bredon
Deneen Powell Atelier, Inc. 4052 Loma Riviera Circle
5924 Adobe Falls Road San Diego, CA 92110
San Diego, CA 92120
Marsha Eiseman Sarah B, Husbands
6166 Arno Drive 6375 Elmhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120
Mary Manzella Brian J. McCullough
6019 Adobe Falls Road 5853 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120
Troy L. Smith Jerry Satuloff
5824 Malvern Ct. 5581-C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120
Susan Thomas James and Patricia Call
6154 Arno Drive 6285 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120
Sharon Carter Scott Flaming
5926 Madra Avenue 6128 Lourdes Terrace
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120
Jeffrey and Marilyn Hinck Don Macdonald
5664 Del Cerro Blvd. 6274 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120
Randy and Teni Chase Richard H. McAlter
5758 Malvern Court 5661-D Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120
Warren B. Treisman Nancy A. Marlin, Provost
6398 Del Cerro Blvd,, Ste. 5 San Diego State University
San Diego, CA 92120 5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182-8010
Jacqueline Osborne Milo and Jeanette Peterson
5797 Adobe Falls Road 5737-A Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92110
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Robert G. Stewart
6337 Dwane Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Joyce Pepper and Paul Bragoli
5956 Adobe Fails Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Dr. Barbara Walsh
6454 Caminito Estrellado
San Diego, CA 92120

Moselio Schaechter

Adjunct Professor, San Diego State University

6345 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Emma Lou Beecroft
6286 Lambda Drive
San Diego, CA 92190-4606

David Jespersen
6219 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Judith Mansfield
6555 Norman Lane
San Diego, CA 92120

John M. Stevenson
6210 Camino Corto
San Diego, CA 92120

Estelle Greenstein
6235 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Edward and Barbara Underwood
5995 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Sally Ellis, CACC
5511 Drover Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Charles Maze, CACC
4677 El Cerrito Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Jan Riley, CACC
4655 60" Street
San Diego, CA 92115

Aaryn Belfer, CACC
6321 Mesita Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Mike Matthews, CACC
5076 College Place
San Diego, CA 92115

Martin Montesano, CACC
5840 Lindo Paseo Drive, #18
San Diego, CA 92115

Sally Roush Ivan Jackson & Leisa Lukes
5500 Campanile Drive 6167 Arno Drive
MC 1620

San Diego, CA 92182

San Diego, CA 92120

Dorothy Millbern
5463 Fremontia Lane
San Diego, CA 92115

The Carolyn M. Holmer Trust
US Bank, H. Eugene Swantz, Jr.
Joan Rapp, Co-Trustees

Re: 6367 Alvarado Court

400 Prospect Street

La Jolla, CA 92037
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SAN DIEGO STATE For: 610~ 594 - 4860
UNIVERSITY Ay

FBLEI

- Gregory J. Srith, Recorder/County Clerk
February 8, 2007 FEB 1 5 2007
A. Consul
B, DEPUTY

Re:  SDSU Scoping Meeting - February 21, 2007

Dear Recipient,

On Wednesday, February 21, 2007, at 6:30 p.m., San Diego State University ("SDSU")
will hold a Scoping Meeting to discuss the proposed 2007 SDSU Campus Master Plan Revision, -
and to obtain information regarding the content and scope of the draft environmental :ifnpact
report to be prepared for the project. ' P

Please note that fhe Notice of Preparation of Draft Environmental Impact Report;
Initial Study, dated February 2, 2007, incorrectly reportedsat page 36 that the Scoping
Meeting would be held Thursday, February 22, 2007, at 6: 30 p.m. at the Casa Real at Aztec
. Center.

"-1.

THE CORRECT DATE, TIME AND LOCATION FOR THE SDSU SCOPING

MEETING ARE AS FOLLOWS: N
SDSU Scoping Meeting <7
Wednesday, February 21, 2007
6:30 p.m. - 8:30 p.m. L

Aztec Athletics Center Auditorium, SDSU Campus ~ -

Please see the enclosed Notice of Scoping Meeting for further information regardmg the
meeting.

We look forward to seeing you Wednesday, February 21, 2007, at 6:30 p.m.

San Diego State University

'F”_ED IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY CLERK
~ SanDi oCoung FEB 15 2007
" posted FED 1 020U/ EBLO 2007 meioved = 77

Returned to agency on
Deputy A__Consul

~ Enclosure

THE CALIFORMIA STATE UNIVERSITY - BAKERSFELD - CHANNELISLANDS - CHICO - DOMINGUEZHILLS - EAST BAY - FRESNO - FULLERTON - HUMBOLDT - LONGBEACH - LOS ANGELES
MARITIME ACADEMY - MONTEREY BAY - NORTHRIDGE - POMONA - SACRAMENTO - SAN BERNARDINO - SAN DIEGO - SAN FRANCISCO « SAN JOSE - SAN LUIS OBISPO - SAN MARCOS - SONOMA - STANISLAUS



Do s:  NOTICE OF SCOPING MEETING

UNIVERSITY

Project Title: San Diego State University 2607 Campus Master Plan Revision
Lead Agency: The Board of Trustees of the California State University

Project Sponsor: San Diego State University, Facilities Planning, Design.and Construction
5500 Campanile Drive, San Diego, California 92182-1624

The Board of Trustees of the California State University has conducted an Initial Study for the
proposed adoption and subsequent implementation of the San Diego State Umversny ("SDSU")
2007 Campus Master Plan Revision ("proposed project") and has determined that an
Environmental Impact Report ("EIR") will be prepared for the proposed project. The 2007
Campus Master Plan Revision will enable SDSU to meet projected increases in student. demand
for higher education, as well as further enhance SDSU's status as a premier undergraduate,
graduate and research university. The proposed project will provide a framework.:for
implementing SDSU's goals and programs for the campus by identifying needed buildings,
facilities, improvements and services to support campus growth and development from the
current SDSU enrollment of 25,000 full-time equivalent students ("FTES") to a new Campus
Master Plan enrollment of 35,000 FTES by the 2024/25 academic year. To accommodate the
projected student increase, the proposed project involves the near- ~terti1. and -long-term
development of classroom, student and faculty/staff housing, and student stport facﬂltles Bn
approximately 55 acres of land located within the SDSU central campus, Alvarado and Adobe
Falls areas. - -

SCOPING MEETING .

SDSU w111 hold a public information/scoping meeting to discuss the proposed.projeet, and to
obtain information regarding the content and scope of the Draft EIR. This stoping meeting will
take place on Wednesday, February 21, 2007, from 6:30 p.m. — 8:30 p.m., at the Aztec
Athletics Center Auditorium on the SDSU Campus. [Note: A previously reported meeting
date of February 22 is incorrect.] Free parking will be available in SDSU Parking Structure 5,
located on the comer of Montezuma Road and 55th Street. The Auditorium is located on 55th
Street, just north of the Parking Structure. All public agencies, organizations and interested
parties are encouraged to attend and participate at this meeting The failure of any public
agency, organization or interested party to attend this scopmg meeting may prevent that agency,
s ,»,orgamzatlon or party from later assertmg that certain issues should have been included in the

A copy of the Nouce of Preparatlon/Imtlal Study prepared in connection with the proposed
project is available for review at www.sdsu.edu/masterplan. For additional information
regarding the SDSU 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision, please see www.sdsu.edu/masterplan,
or phone Lauren Cooper at 619-594-6619.

- Notice of Scoping Meeting
TECTIVER FEB 2 3 200 Notice Mailing Date: February 8, 2007
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sanDrcosur: NOTICE OF SCOPING MEETING

UNIVERSITY

Project Title: San Diego State University 2607 Campus Master Plan Revision
Lead Agency: The Board of Trustees of the California State University

Project Sponsor: San Diego State University, Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
5500 Campanile Drive, San Diego, California 92182-1624

The Board of Trustees of the California State University has conducted an Initial Study for the
proposed adoption and subsequent implementation of the San Diego State University ("SDSU")
2007 Campus Master Plan Revision ("proposed project”) and has determined that an
Environmental Impact Report ("EIR") will be prepared for the proposed project. The 2007
Campus Master Plan Revision will enable SDSU to meet projected increases in student. demand
for higher education, as well as further enhance SDSU's status as a premier undergraduate,

graduate and research university. The proposed project will provide a framework.:for -

implementing SDSU's goals and programs for-the campus by identifying needed buildings,
facilities, improvements and services to support campus growth and development from the
current SDSU enrollment of 25,000 full-time equivalent students ("FTES") to a new Campus
Master Plan enrollment of 35,000 FTES by the 2024/25 academic year. To accommodate the
projected student increase, the proposed project involves the near-terri1. and -long-term
development of classroom, student and faculty/staff housing, and student sgppott facilifies’r';tan
approximately 55 acres of land located within the SDSU central campus, Alvarado and Adobe
Falls areas. N SRR

SCOPING MEETING .

SDSU will hold a public information/scoping meeting to discuss the proposed. project, and to
obtain information regarding the content and scope of the Draft EIR. This scoping meeting will
take place on Wednesday, February 21, 2007, from 6:30 p.m. — 8:30 p.m., at the Aztec
Athletics Center Auditorium on the SDSU Campus. [Note: A previously reported meeting
date of February 22 is incorrect.] Free parking will be available in SDSU Parking Structure 5,
located on the comer of Montezuma Road and 55th Street. The Auditorium is located on 55th
Street, just north of the Parking Structure. All public agencies, organizations and interested
parties are encouraged to attend and participate at this meeting. The failure of any public
agency, organization or interested party to attend this scoping meeting may prevent that agency,

.organization or party from later asserting that certain issues should have been included in the
‘Draft EIR. T A |

A copy of the Notice of Preparation/Initial Study prepared in connection with the proposed
project is available for review at www.sdsu.edwmasterplan. For additional information
regarding the SDSU 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision, please see www.sdsu.edw/masterplan,
or phone Lauren Cooper at 619-594-6619.

. Notice of Scoping Meeting
TBECTIVER FEB 2 3 2007 Notice Mailing Date: February 8, 2007

B



Affidavit of Publication

GATZKE, DILLON & BALANCE LLP Affidavit of Publication of
ATTN: MICHAEL HABERKORN
1525 FARADAY AVENUE, STE. 150 Legal Classified Advertisement
Ad # 2077255
CARLSBAD, CA 92008 Ordered by: MICHAEL HABERKORN

STATE OF CALIFORNIA} ss.
County of San Diego}

SCOPINGl lf\:\EE ING: ‘.,:‘

The Undersigned, declares under
penalty of perjury under the laws of the
State of California: That....She is a
resident of the County of San Diego.
THAT....She is and at all times herein mentioned
was a citizen of the United States, over the age of
twenty-one vears, and that ... She is not a
party to, nor interested in the above entitled
matter; that ...She iS.....cccoveerreereoriecnenae Chief
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for the dissemination of local news and
intelligence of a gemeral character, and which
newspaper at all the times herein mentioned had
and still has a bona fide subscription list of
paying subscribers, and which newspaper has
been established, printed and published at regular
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SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA
FEBRUARY 21, 2007

MR. COLLINS: Good evéning, ladies and
gentleﬁen. Thank you for attending the EIR Scoping
meeting_for
San Diego Stafe University 2007 Campus Master Plan.
My name is Steven Collins. I am the Director of
Government Community Relations here at San Diego
State, and I will serve as your moderator of
tonight's meeting.

We are here tonigh£ because SDSU is seeking
approval for a revision to its exiéting Campus . Master
Plan. This plan will help SDSU continue to meet the
demand for higher education. It includes the
academic facilities, student services; and housing
that will help us accommodate future generations of
students. We have recently begun the environmental
review process for this plan by issuing a notice of
preparation for the environmental impact report or
EIR.

The notice of preparation for the EIR was
issued on February 2nd. It includes information that
will be used as the basis for determining an area of
potential environmental impact. There is a 30-day

public comment period on the notice of preparation.
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We are seeking your comments on issues that need to

-be addressed in the EIR. You may submit comments in

writing to SDSU, or you can offer vérbal comments at
tonight's meeting.

If you would like to comment at this
meetihg, please fill out a speaker slip. We will
collect the slipsvand call the names from the slips

received. You will notice a microphone on the left

side of the auditorium. To make sure we have time to

hear all of your comments tonight, I will céll out
names of the first three speakers. Please liﬁe up
behind the microphoné and be prepared to speak after
the speaker before you is done.

I will continue to call names of the

speakers who will be on deck as other speakers are

finished. Each speaker will have one opportunity to
séeak. And we ask that you limit your comments.to
two minutes in length. I will be timing the speakers
to ensure that éveryone who would like to speak has
the opportunity to do so. If you aren't able to
finish your comments within the allotted time, we
invite you to submit additional comments in writing.

Tonight is an opportunity for us to hear
from individuals, so we ask that there be no

organized presentations and that you do not
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'reiinquish your time to others to speak. This will

ensure that we have the opportunity to hear from all
who would like to comment this evening. We ask that
YOu'keep your comments relevant to the topic of
issues to be Addressed in the EIR.

We have a court reporter recording all
comments this evening. So when it is your turn to
speak, please state your name, spell your last name,
and state your address for the record before making
your comments.

| Before we get started thisfévening I would
like to make a few introductions and give a brief
overview of SDSU's impact and the need for the Master

Plan. Tony Fulton is here, director of SDSU's

Facilities Planning, Design, and Construction, will

provide a summary of the proposed plan in just a few

moments. With Tony are Lauren Cooper and
Celeste Manouas also from the Facilities Planning
Department and Construction Department. Would you
raise your hands? These ladies over here.

Jack Beresford is here. Jack, in the back
of the room. Jack is Assistant Vice President for |
Marketing Communications. I saw someone else here.
Dean -- yes. I know you.

MR. SCOTT: Former Dean.
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MR. COLLINS: Former Dean.

Vice President Tom Scott is here from the
SDSﬁ Research Foundation. And finally
Fred Hernbeck, the chair of SDSU's Faculty>Senate, is
here with us tenight. Fred, I understand you have a-
few comments.

MR. HORNBECK: I will be happy to say all

of them.

MR. COLLINS: Well, come on then.

MR. HORNBECK: Thank you, Steve.

I arrived on the cempus in 1968. I have
been -- I am currently chair -- professor of

psYchology and chair of the Senate. I previously
served as chair of our Campus Development Committee,
served on that committee for many years. I have been
engaged in a material way as a faculty participanﬁ in
the shared governments of the university and the
Research Foundation throughout my career. So some_of
you may have seen me before, not recently, but in the
past at CACC meetings and elsewhere.

We need to expand. The mandate was from
the Board of Trustees of the California State
University System. Our college population is
expanding. San Diego State is a wonderful place. I

am happy to be affiliated with it. I have enjoyed my
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career, andvI would like to see us have the capacity
to serve more students and to serve them well. The
faculty and staff administration of.San Diego State’
seek to provide excellence in education. I believe
we do so, and we would like to continue doing sb;
And wé would like to continue to shoulder our share
of‘responsibility’for educating young folks of
California.

MR. COLLINS: Thank you, Dr. Hornbeck.

SDSU has been serving the higher education
of the San Diego region for over 110 years. it is
the largest university in San Diego County and the
fifth largest in the state. We award upwards of
variety of industries.

SDSU graduates make up two-thirds of the
region's teachers, the majority of the region's
nurses with bachelor's degrees, and half the region's
engineers. All told, SDSU generates an annual
economic impact of $3.5 billion to the San Diego
economy .

Community service is an important component
of the SDSU experience. Our students contribute more
than 3 million hours each year for community service

in programs such as the City Heights Educational
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'Collabofative, the SDSU Sweetwater Compact for

Succéss, and Nurses Now.

Increasing access to quality higher
éducation is one of the most important challenges
facing San Diégo today. Our region's iﬁdustries are.
requiriﬁg a more educated workforce, and the demand
for higher education continues to grow. The CSU
Board of Trustees has decided that no new campuses
will be built. So it is up to the existing campuses
to meet the increasing demand for higher education in
the feéion and the state.

' Thé Campus Master Plan serves as the
blueprint for the grbwth and development of the

campus for the next 20 years. Because SDSU is

reaching the limit of the current Master Plan, we are

seeking a revision to ensure that we can continue to
fulfill our mission of ensuring access to a
university education for all qualified students who
seek it.

With that, let me introduce my brother from

another mother, Tony Fulton, director of SDSU's

Facility and Planning Design Construction, who will
talk you through the components of the Master Plan.
Tony.

MR. FULTON: Thank you, Steven.
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As some of you know, we went through this

~ process several years ago of updating our Master

Plan. And that plan was approved bj our Board of
Trustees in September 2005. Since that time the
California Supreme Court issued a ruling in the case
of the City of Marina versus the CSU Board of
Trustees which resulted in the need for CSU to
deceftify the Master Plan for San Diego State and set
aside its approval. Because the,need'fbr the CampUs
Master Pian revision remains, we have reviséd»that
plan to reflect current circumstances, and aré now
preparing a new EIR.

Let me tell you a littlevbiﬁ'about the City
of Marina decision. The City okoarina decision
requires the CSU to séek funding for its fair share
of costs for off-site infrastructure improvements
needed as a result qf the university's development.
This decision not only applies to the.entire CsSu
system, but it applies to community colleges, UC, and
other state agencies.

We are currently working with the City of
San Diego to discuss what that fair share mitigation
obligation ought to be as a result of our campus
Master Plan. Once our fair share is determined, we

will need to make a funding request to the
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- legislature of the State of California. The

legislature is not, at this point, dealing with it.
It is brand new to them as well. So we can
anticipate that there will be a lot of mutﬁal

lobbying of the legislature in order to fulfill the

- requirements of the Master Plan. Necessary

mitigations for these off-site impacts and SDSU's
fair share, however, will be addressed‘in the EIR;
and there will be a fair share obligation discovery.

The 2007 Campus Master Plan revision is a
compfeﬁensive'plan that will help us accommodéte and
house more sfudents on campus. It'incorporate§
increased academic space, increased student housing
and services, and faculty and staff housing for our
faculty and staff.

Because SDSU has reached its current
enrollment ceiling of 25,000 FTE, full—time_
equivalent students, we are seeking to increase that
enrollment capacity to 35,000. The demand‘for
admission to San Diego State continues to grow. We
received a record 57,600 applications for 9,000
available spots for fall of 2007. This is fully a
9 percent increase from last year. Increasing our
enrollment capacity will allow San Diego State to

continue to produce the qualified graduates that help
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fuel San Diego‘s workforce, a very important
imperative for us. |

The Master Plan proposes how, as opposed to
the last time, housing for an additional 1,400
student beds on campus. This is an increase of
approximately 40 percent of the current nuﬁber of.
beds we curréntly have on campus. Because of the
uncertainty of a redevélopment project adjacent to
£he campus, the Master Plan includes a Significant
increase.ih the number of beds on campus in'o;der to
ensure that student housing is provided in a ﬁimely
manner. This last fall we had a ‘waiting list for
student housing of well over 600 beds before we had
to cut it off, primarily because‘we don't have enough
housing. We need to build it now.

In an effort to become a more residential
campus our goal is -- still remains to house
25 percent of our students either on éampus or within
one mile of campus in university-affiliated housing
or nearby apartment complexes. Additionally, we are
talking with private developers about constructing
student housing around trolley stations. So that
students have convenient access to campus without a
car.

The trolley has already been a tremendous

10
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impact and success at San Diego State. More than
4,000 trolley passes have been sold to students, and
traffic around the campus has decreésed despite an :
increase in enrollment.

New classroom and sports facilities fbr the
univefsity will need to be also provided, and we plan
on housing those at our Alvarado Campus on l;nd that
is currently owned by our San Diego State.ReSearch
Foundation. Approximately 715,000 squére feet of
space ﬁill house new facilities for the coileges of
educatioh, engineering, health and human services,
and the sciences. A.parking.structure with}1,800'
cars is also part of that plan to support that‘
expansion of that location. Our plans for this site.
are consistent with plans that were previously
proposed in the college community redevelopment plan,
e#actly the same number of square footage. |

In the Adobe Falls area, exactly north of
I8 in Del Cerro, this was proposed as the site for
high quality, affordable faculty and staff hoﬁéing.
San Diego's housing costs are some of the highest in
the nation, and this is impacting the university's
ability to recruit and maintain outstanding faculty
and staff. Providing a more affordable housing

option close to campus will help San Diego State with
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'its recruitment and retention efforts for faculty and

staff.

In 2005, a conceptual plan was developed
that included up to 540 units for this site. As a
result of furfher study, the number of units proposed
has been reduced from the original plan. We are now
proposing up to 370 units of development on the site,
no more than 70 units for what we call the upper
village area, and no more than 300 units for the»
lower village area.

We have begun discussions with leaders in
the Del Cerro community about this proposal and'hqpe
to work closely with them in the coming weeks to
refine and di#cuss the details of this project. EIR
for this project will analyze the upper village at
the project level, meaning that following project
approval by the Board of Trustees and certification
of the EIR, no further environmental review will be
necessary.

The lower village, however, will be
analyzed at fhe program level. Very conceptual,
it will require further public and environmental
review and a subsequent action by the Board of
Trustees before anything can be constructed in this

area.
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It is important to note, if approved, this.
project will be phased over several years. We do not.
intend to build 370 units all at onée. As part of
the environmental analysis for Adobe Falls a
feasibility analysis of alternate access routes will
be cohductedf‘ As SDSU agreed to dQ in discussioﬂs
with the community in the previous EIR, we will do

that analysis and do it more thoroughly. The project

will incorporate public trails that will allow

neighbbrsyaccess to the falls and open spaée area.
The native habitat and the wet lands will also be
preserved and enhanced as part of the project.

In our previous Master Plan we proposed a
site for a student union building. The students havé’
now voted to build that structure and are waiting for
this Master Plan to be endorsed so that they can
begin the design and construction of that faciiity.

A new student buildihg has been proposed now adjacent
to the east area of Cox Arena, and that will be
coupled with the renovation to the existing

Aztec Center and will provide all additional space
for meetings, food, and retail services, recreational
amenities, and student organizational office. They
have recently approved to build this facility and
instituted a fee to build this facility. So we are

13
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"waiting for this Master Plan to be approved to go

ahead with that.

Lastly, the Alvarado Hotel was proposed the
last*time. It is still there proposed for
120 rooms with.studio suites that will»provide nearby
accommodations for guests'of the university, visiting~
scholars, and conference attendees. It will also
provide internships for students in SDSU's hotel and
tourism management program.

We have listed here the areas of study
whichvwill be studied in the EIR. These are areas
which will address and analyze potential impacts that
are the result of these projects in the campus's
expansion. We have a handout available which
describes eaeh of these study areas in more detail.
If you will notice, the preparation discusses these
areas; and this is the subject of your comments this
evening, to let us know if there are areas that we
have not studied.

Throughout the review process of the Campus
Master Plan Revision we will be meeting with a number
of stakeholdersithat have interest in the plan. We
will be working with community groups, our neighbors,
regional organizations, and public agencies.

Comments on the NLP will be accepted through March

14
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the 7th. We anticipate that the araft EIR wiil be
available for public reviéw and comment in April of
this year and that the plan will bevpresented to the
Board of Trustees at the meeting on September 18th
and 19th of this fall,

If you would like some more informatioﬁ
after tonight's meeting, please visit the project

website at www.sdsu.edu\masterplan or call my office,

Facilities Planning, Design and Construction,

 619-594-5224, and we can provide you with

information.

After the meeting, we will be very happy to
be out here in the lobby to answer any casual
questions that you have, but if there are answers
that you want publicly recorded, you need to follow
the procedures that Steven outlined and speak them so
that we can form;lly answer them in writing or
address them through the EIR process. With that I
will turn it back over to Steven who can help
facilitate your comments this evening.

MR. COLLINS: Thank you, Tony.

I will begin by calling the first three
speakers. Please line up behind the microphone on
the left side of the auditorium. After each speaker
is done, I will call the next speaker on deck who can

15
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join the other speakers waiting for their turn to
comment. Our first speaker tonight is
Michael McSweeney, Jim Call, Steve Gilbert. You have
two'mihutes; please. |

MR. MCSWEENEY: Thank you, Steven. My
question is how does SDSU go about projecting the
increaSe in enrollment? And the reason for my
question is eight years ago the San Diego Unified
School District expected enrollment to surge. And
part of the bond measure, and the reason for passing
it, was the increase in students to the district:
Where eight»fears 1até¥ instead of the surge, we are
now 40,000 students less. So I was just wondering
what your methodology is and how you go about
determining thét surge. Because you have to plan so
far into the future, what happens if that surge isn't
what you planned for?

MR. COLLINS: Thank you, Mike. Jim Call(
Steve Gilbert, and Cory Harp.

MR. CALL: Hi. My concern is with the
Adobe Falls éroject -

MR. CCLLINS: Spell your last name, please.

MR. CALL: C-a-1-1.

-—- is with the Adobe Falls project. 1In the
last study I believe you did your traffic study in

16
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" the summertime when the schools were out. So I would

like some confirmation that you actually will do your
studies when all of the schools are in.
Also, in the last proposal I believe you

had retired facilities -- or facilities for the

. retired faculty. And based on your présentation

tonight) I don't understand how retired faculty'will‘:
help you teach additional students at San Diego

State. So I would like clarification that there :
woﬁ't be any retired faculty facilities at the
locaﬁién.

And also, when you are looking at
alternatives for the traffic, I would like to know
that you are iooking at all alternatives, including a
bridge over the 8 or a tunnel under it, and also
access on the west side of your location to Waring
Road and that you are going to look for the optimal
solution, not just the most expeditious and cheapest
solution to solve that traffic problem. Thank you.

MR. COLLINS: Steve Gilbert is not here.

Cory Harp.

MR. SHARP: It's Sharp.

MR. COLLINS: Sharp?

MR. SHARP: Sharp.

MR. COLLINS: Okay. If you will give us

17
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your address, please.

MR. SHARP: 5636 Adobe Fails Place.

MR. COLLINS: Joe Colmie, Anita Colby,
Dr. Norman Mann.

MR. SHARP: Can I get the hands of all the
Del Cerro residents that are here tonighté All
right. My name is Cory Sharp. I am the founder of

the save Del Cerro.com website. I was also the chair

of the Save Del Cerro Committee -- former save

Del Cerro chair.

I have spent numerous hours -- I ha&e spent
about nine months -- numerous hours meeting with
peliticians and lawyers and SDSU staff. Though I am
not an expert, I have got a pretty good idea of what
is going to happen and what we are about to encounter
here.

From the beginning SDSU has always shown én
arrogance as a state-sponsored organization.

It is obvious by this new Master Plan that they plan
to destroy our community. The last Master Plan
caused SDSU to be publicly humiliated and
embarrassed, both’within the San Diego community and
within the trustees.

To help solve this problem SDSU has hired a
political consultant at $10,000 a month on the
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" taxpayer dime to help navigate the political waters

and to help the community and sway public opinion.
Both SDSU and our politicians were caught off guard
and ho£ pfepared to handle the outrage that came out
of Del Cerro.‘

| I want tobbe very clear with this next
statemeht: SDSU will not be embarrassed again. They
have a game plan. It is well played out. It is well
funded, and they will not lose again. With this new
and improved Master Plan, the politicians will have
no choice but to jump aboard. So we have lost that
avenue. The cards are not stacked in our favor. We
have many hurdles to overcome. We might have won the
battle last -- with the last lawsuit, but the war is
far from being over.

MR. COLLINS: Thank you, Mr. Shérp.

MR. SHARP: It is my humble opinion that
this meeting does not -- do nothing but help our
cause in any Qay because SDSU has already decided
that they are not going to -- that they are going to
destroy our community. It is also my opinion that
this meeting oniy helps SDSU and their attorneys to
better understand how to fight Del Cerro residents.

As far as I am concerned this meeting is

over. Because no matter what we say here tonight, it
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will not change one thing in this Master Plan.

MR. COLLINS: Mr. Sharp --

MR. SHARP: Now is the tiﬁe to come
together as a community. I respectfully ask thatvyou
now join me outside, and trust together that we can
save 6ur community. Thank you.

MR. COLMIE: Joe Colmie, C-o-l-m-i-e.

5667A Adobe Falls Road. I reside in a condo complex

entitled Smoketree Adobe Falls.

My one comment -- and after lookihg at the
pictures, I am not so sure how applicable it is, but
from my reading it séemed to be that you plan
single-family housing in the upper villagé and the
multiple-story housing in the lower village. And we
would ask that you construct as much single-family
housing in the lower village as possible. Our condo
complex borders the north and west borders of your --
the Adobe Falls area. And so we would like to
minimize noise that would probably cpme‘from
multi-story buildings.

The other comment‘I would like to make is
in relation to what was previously said. Running a
road through our place in order to support the
Adobe Falls building is absolutely unacceptable. All

our roads there are private roads. They are not
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designed to be public st;eets.

MR. COLLINS: Thank you, sir.

THE PUBLIC: Could you turn that other mic
up so we can here them better?

MR. COLLINS: Agatha Grainey.

MS. COLBY: Anita Colby. 5563B Adobe Falls
Road. I am concerned about the -- I am concerned
about the cumulative traffic impact regarding Del
Cerro residents»aqcess to Alvarado Hospital. It is
not really covered in the NLP. Under "hazards" it
says'that there is no impact. And then undefstand
public serviée access —-- the hospital access ién't
listed. Specifically, for example, I am concerned
that if I get stung by a bee and I use my epi pad and
I have 20 minutes to get to the hospital, can I still
make it? I can make it in 10 now, and I would 1like
to see what the cumulative impact of what the traffic
is going to be.

MR. COLLINS: Marcia Eiseman.

MR. MANN: I am Dr. Norman Mann, M-a double
n. 5056 54th Street San Diego, just south of
Montezuma.

Number one is I don't see why San Diego
State has to expand. You have San Marcos. We have
plenty of room in the South Bay area which would

21
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facilitate another university. I am very proud to be
near San Diego State becaﬁse I use the gym facilities,
and love walking through the campus. I admif_that~‘
San Diego State is a very well integrated campus and
I respect it.

On the other hand, living so clése to ﬁhe
school on 54th Street, they have created an

abominétion at least from the impact of educating the

bstudents. They do not know how to live in a

single-family community, parties, beér, aléohol, and
other types of nuisance developments. So from.that
standpoint, I realize that with all the dorms you are
going to put in most of the students want to live off
the campus.

My third prbblem with San Diego State is
you talk about a school with looking at judgment.
San Diego State for the last number of years has beén
taking massive ads from Miller Lite Brewing Company.
They are all over the campus, the gym, the Cox, the
baseball field, the women's baseball diamond, the
outdoor theatre; and I suspect I see a sign going up
in the swimming pool area. I am just waiting to see
if there is a Miller Lite sign at that area. So from
the standpoint of judgment, any school that has a bar

on the campus, that also takes money from Miller
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Lite, I have a feeling that I am not so confident in .
their judgment. Thank you very much.

MR. COLLINS: Thanks, Dr..Mann5

THE PUBLIC: Marcia Eiseman is next.

MS. EISEMAN: I haven't prepared this’
questibn. My name a Marcia Eiseman, E-i-s-e-m-a-n,
at 6166 Arnold Drive. We are asking these questiqns.
Who are going to answer them? Are we here just to
talk, just to voice our opinions, and nobody is here
to ansﬁer us?

MR. COLLINS: We are taking -- go aﬁead.

MR. FULTON: The purpose of this meeting is
to hear your comments about the scope of the EIR, and
to ask us if we have addressed those items or will we
address those items. It is not to be a dissertation
about questions and answers, because at this point we
have not completed the draft EIR, nor do we have thé
appropriate answers to your questions.

We will answer your questipns. ‘If you pose
a question to this group, we will answer your
questions through the draft‘EIR process, rather than
stand here and have oral discussion about things.

And that is the purpose of the scoping meeting.
MS. EISEMAN: Okay. My questions. Number

one, it seems to me that SDSU has open pockets. You
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"are a state university. You live by the taxes of the

people here in California. And I would like to know
where this budget is coming from that you are able to
hire lawyers, consultants, mailings, that are costing
so much money to keep on this thing. I really would
like to know where the money is coming from. Has thé
State given you a specific budget? Are you taking
this money away from the stﬁdents, or where is i£
coming from?

Number two, I would like to know if
Dr. Wébﬁer, who lives in Alvarado Heights here -- or
Gardens, and his staff hés personally driven between
7:30 and 8:30 in the morning and 4:00, 4:30 in the
afternoon from Adobe Falls to SDSU and back again.

If they can see the congestién of what is going on
with parents, children, people going back and forth
to work.

My third comment is I spoke to Mr. Aguirre
of the City Attorney's office. BAnd he said that his
office is looking into the Qualcomm Stadium for SDSU.
And I would like to know is that a viable choice or
is that just pié in the sky. Thank you.

MR. COLLINS: Thank you.

MS. GRAINEY: My name is Agatha Graney,

G-r-a-n-e-y. I live at 6142 Arnold Drive.

PETERSON REPORTING, VIDEO & LITIGATION SERVICES

24



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

As much as I -- no, I was not relieved to
see 370 units. That means that the traffic is only

seven times our present traffic instead of is ten

times our present traffic. That is a major concern
to me.

I -- on a differeﬁt note, I wondered if you
have put into.youf mind a little more creativity. I

notice that on the corner of Waring and Adobe Falls
Road there is a new project -- housing‘project going
up. I am wondering is it any less expensi#e for the
university to buy that project from the Lyon Company
and then everybody might be happy. That is it.

MR. COLLINS: Thank you.

MS. BRUNKOW: My name is Anne Brunkow. I
am the president of the Del Cerro Action Council.
Address -- thank you. Address is PO Box 600801,

San Diego, 92160. My address is also, my home
address is 5658 Rayman Avenue, San Diego, California,
92120.

The first comment I would like to make --
first of all I was extremely disappointed in theulaék
of detail in your description of the Adobe Falls
project tonight and your intentions. But my first.
comment is that in the EIR for 2005, SDSU expressed a
commitment to doing a program level EIR for the Adobe

25
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'Falls project prior to doing a project-specific EIR.

And I am concerned because now the upper village is
going to a project-specific analysis prior to any
valid érogram level review being done. So’I would
like that considered.

Secondly, I believe that SDSU should
consider the cumulative impacts in the EIR rather
than separate impacts of each level of development,
because this whole project is going to have a
combined impact on the surrounding communities. So I
feel if important, number one, not to separate them
in terms of program and project-specific review; but
also to review the cumulative impact even if SDSU
goes forward with project-specific for the upper
development.

And finally, as far as that point is
concerned, in a project-specific analysis I would
like more specificity than what has been set forth.so
far, than up to 70 units. I believe that for
project-specific analysis you need more specificity
regarding the number of units.

Secondly, I want to remind SDSU that the
City of Marina decision indicated that public
agencies have a requirement to either avoid or

mitigate the significant impacts of their projects.
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So while itkis comforting to know that SDSU is gqing 
to request funding for the mitigation requirement, I
want to remind SDSU that not only dé you.need to
request that funding from thé.legislature, but you
simply need to mitigate. So assuming that the
1egislature denies your request for funding, that
does not eliminate your responsibility to mitigate
the project.

I would also like to see a détailed traffic
analysis of the traffic impacts and safety impacts on
the surrounding community. I would like to sée, as
SDSU has acknowledged in a previdus meeting with
myself and other members of the Del Cerro Action
Council, that they acknowledge that our streets are
local residential streets as classified in the San
Diego Traffic Manual.

MR. COLL;NS: Thank you, Anne.

MS. BRUNKOW: I have a few ﬁore comments.

I would like a detailed engineering and
analysis of alternative access routes and the
alternative for a lower density of this project. I
would like an analysis of all emergency access
impacts because that was absent in the first
go-round.

And finally, what I would like SDSU to

27
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'"do -- it notes on -- let's see -- page 11 and 12 of

the NLP that there are other agencies whose approval
may be required such as the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, the U.S. Department of Fish and Wildlife

Services, et cetera, et cetera. You know who they

- are. I would like you to do a preliminary consult

with them regarding the feasibility of building in
Adobe Falls and whether or not you would even get é
permit in the first place to build there. Thank you.
| MR. COLLINS: Thank you, Anne.

Thank you all forVYQur comments tonight.
As we move through the process of the 2007 éampus
Master Plan Revision, we will continue meeting with
stakeholders fhat are interested in the plan. We
encourage ydur continued participation and comments.
As a reminder, if you would like more information
about the plan, please visit our website at
www.sdsu.edu/masterplan or call Facilities, Planning,
Design, and Construction at 619-594-5224. Thank you
again for your participation in tonight's meeting.

MS. SCHRAER: Can I please make a comment?

MR. COLLINS: Sure.

MS. SCHRAER: My name is Miriam Schraer. I
live in Del Cerro at 6067 Bounty Street.

MR. COLLINS: Would you spell your last
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name, please.

MS. SCHRBRER: S, as in Sam, c-h-r-a-e-r.

I have a question; which is when SDSU plans
to increase by 10,000 studenés, are they going to
guarantee four years in dorms for those studenté or
just one, two, or three years? And if it is not four
years, where do they expect those students to live
when they leave the dorms? Because they find houses
in our neighborhoods and change our whéle
neighborhood. And it seems like thevunivefsity is
not responsible for how that is affecting us.‘ So I
would like to know hbw many years of dorm space is
guaranteed to the student when you expand and also
right now.

The second question I have is have you read
the article that was recently in the LA Times about
the USC study on effects of living within 500 yards
of a freeway on children? I have an article here.
that I would like to hand out to everyone before you
leave. I will read just a little bit of it. "In the
largest and longest study Qf its kind USC researchers
have found that children living near busy highways
have significant impairments in the development of.
their lungs that can lead to respiratory problems for
the rest of their lives. The 13-year study of more
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than 3,600 children in 12 Central and Southern
California communities found that the damage of
living within 500 yards of a freeway is about the
same as that from living in éommunities with the
highest pollution 1evels, the team reported
Thursday."

By the Qay, I believe the Adobe Falls site

and Qualcomm are both within 500 yards of a freeway.

"1 This tells me I wouldn't want to be raising my

children near a sighificant source of fine particle
air pollﬁtion,' said economist C. Arden Pope III of
Brigham Young Univeréity, an expert on air pollution
and health who was not involved in the study. 'I
myself would want to be living in areas where the
exposure is lower.' The concern is that the exposure
leaves young adults with smaller lungs than they
might have had othe:wise. This could leave them more
vulnerable to lung diseases and more éusceptible to
the effects of pneumonia and other infections.

"All researchers conceded that there.is
little that can be done to mitigate the effects of
the traffic pollution now. But when local
governments and universities are planning new schools
and new housing developments, this should be taken
into account."
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MR. COLLINS: Thank you very much.

MS. SCHRAER: I would like to also say Ijust
one more short thing.

I read in the paper that SDSU is
conside;ing a satellite campus in Chula Vista. I
think this would be‘much better for everybody becausé
you would not be damaging our community, you would
not be damaging people's lungs, and I hope you will
consider that. Thank you.

MR. COLLINS: Thank you very much. That
concludes our program for tonight. Thank you all for
coming and have a safe drive home.

(Proceedings concluded at 7:15 p.m.)
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I, NICOLE R. HARNISH, Certified Shorthand Reporter

for the State of California, do hereby certify:

., That the foregoing proceedings were reported by me
stenographically and later transcribed into typewriting
under my direction; that the foregoing is a true record

of the proceedings taken at that time.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have subscribed my name this

W
LEL” day of Y\avob— , 200 %t , at San Diego,

California.

NICOLE R. HARNISH
C.S.R. NO. 13101
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[Revised] Notice of Preparation
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[REVISED] NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

To:  State of California From: Lauren Cooper, Associate Director
Office of Planning and Research Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
State Clearinghouse Business and Financial Affairs
1400 Tenth Street San Diego State University
Sacramento, California 95812 5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, California 92182-1624

Notice: On February 2, 2007, a Notice of Preparation of Draft Environmental Impact Report
("EIR"); Initial Study ("NOP/IS") was circulated in connection with the San Diego State
University ("SDSU") 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision project ("proposed project"). Since
that date, SDSU has determined to revise the proposed project in two respects. First, in response
to comments submitted by residents of the surrounding College Area community, SDSU has
revised the proposed project to provide for the near- and long-term development of an additional
1,576 on-campus student housing beds. Second, the proposed project has been revised to
provide for the long-term development of a 70,000 gross square foot ("GSF") Campus
Conference Center on the central campus, in addition to a 70,000 GSF expansion/renovation of

the existing Aztec Center. In all other respects, the proposed project remains the same as the one
described in the February 2, 2007 NOP/IS.

The Board of Trustees of the California State University will be the Lead Agency with respect to
preparation of a draft EIR for the proposed project. We need to know the views of your agency
regarding the scope and content or the environmental information which is germane to your
agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed project. Your agency may
need to use the EIR when considering permits or other project approvals. The failure of an
agency to respond to this notice, or otherwise object to the conclusions made in the
accompanying Initial Study, may prevent that agency from later asserting that issues excluded by
the Initial Study should have been included in the Draft EIR. However, please note that all
written comments submitted in response to the February 2, 2007 NOP/IS have been
reviewed by SDSU staff and will be made a part of the Draft EIR prepared for the
proposed project. For that reason, it is not necessary for commentors to re-submit those
comments previously submitted to SDSU in response to the February 2 NOP/IS.

A description of the proposed project as revised, the project location, and the probable
environmental effects, are contained in the Initial Study, which follows this Notice.

Due to the time limits mandated by state law, your response must be sent at the earliest possible
date, but not later than 30 days after receipt of this Notice. Please send your written response to:
Lauren Cooper, Associate Director, Facilities Planning, Design and Construction, San Diego
State University, 5500 Campanile Drive, San Diego, California 92182-1624. We also will need
the name of the contact person in your agency.

Project Title: San Diego State University ("SDSU") 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision

Location: San Diego State University Campus and adjacent areas, San Diego, California

Distribution List: A list of the federal, state and local agencies, organizations, and individuals
to whom this Notice has been distributed is provided at Section 6.0 of the attached Initial Study.

San Diego State University [Revised] Notice of Preparation and Initial Study
2007 Campus Master Plan Revision April 17, 2007
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and Initial Study

INITIAL STUDY
PREFACE

On February 2, 2007, a Notice of Preparation of Draft Environmental Impact Report ("EIR");
Initial Study ("NOP/IS") was circulated in connection with the San Diego State University
("SDSU") 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision project ("proposed project"). Since that date,
SDSU has determined to revise the proposed project in two respects. First, in response to
comments submitted by residents of the surrounding College Area community, SDSU has
revised the proposed project to provide for the near- and long-term development of an additional
1,576 on-campus student housing beds. Second, the proposed project has been revised to
provide for the long-term development of a 70,000 gross square foot ("GSF") Campus
Conference Center on the central campus, in addition to a 70,000 GSF expansion/renovation of
the existing Aztec Center. In all other respects, the proposed project remains the same as the one
described in the February 2, 2007 NOP/IS. Revisions to the February 2007 NOP/IS Project
Description are noted in a document compare format, with new/additional text shown in
boldface type, and deleted text shown in strikeeut.

All written comments submitted in response to the February 2, 2007 NOP/IS have been
reviewed by SDSU staff and will be made a part of the Draft EIR prepared for the
proposed project. For that reason, it is not necessary for commentors to re-submit those
comments previously submitted to SDSU in response to the February 2 NOP/IS.

1.0 INTRODUCTION

In September 2005, the Board of Trustees of the California State University ("CSU") approved
the SDSU 2005 Campus Master Plan Revision, and certified the EIR prepared for the project as
adequate under the California Environmental Quality Act, Public Resources Code §§21000, es
seq. ("CEQA"), and its implementing state guidelines, 14 Cal.Code Regs. §§15000, e seq.
("CEQA Guidelines"). The following month, lawsuits were filed in San Diego Superior Court
challenging the adequacy of the EIR. One of the issues raised in the lawsuits was whether CSU
was responsible for the mitigation of significant impacts to off-campus roadways that would be
caused by the project. In July 2006, the California Supreme Court ruled against CSU on this
point in City of Marina v. Board of Trustees of The California State University (2006) 39 Cal.4th
341. As a result of the California Supreme Court's decision, CSU set aside its approval of the
2005 Campus Master Plan Revision project, and its related certification of the 2005 EIR.

CSU now proposes the 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision project ("proposed project"), which,
as described below, incorporates certain components from the 2005 Campus Master Plan
Revision project, deletes certain other components, and adds certain other components. This
Initial Study has been prepared by SDSU Facilities Planning, Design and Construction, to
address the potential environmental effects associated with the proposed project. The proposed
project is located on the SDSU central campus and areas immediately adjacent to the central
campus in San Diego, California. The Lead Agency for the proposed project is the Board of
Trustees of the California State University.

San Diego State University Page 1 of 61
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and Initial Study

The purpose of this Initial Study is to provide information to use as the basis for determining
whether to prepare an EIR or a negative declaration in compliance with CEQA and the CEQA
Guidelines. If an EIR is determined to be required, this Initial Study will assist in preparing the
EIR by, among other things,: (a) focusing the EIR on the environmental effects determined
potentially to be significant; (b) identifying the effects determined not to be significant; and (c)
explaining the reasons for determining that potentially significant effects would not be
significant. This Initial Study has been prepared in accordance with the provisions of CEQA and

the CEQA Guidelines.

requirements of CEQA Guidelines §§15063(d)(1)-(6).

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

PROJECT TITLE
SDSU 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision
LEAD AGENCY NAME AND ADDRESS

Board of Trustees of the California State University
Office of the Chancellor

401 Golden Shore

Long Beach, California 90802

(562) 951-4020

CONTACT PERSON AND PHONE NUMBER

Lauren Cooper

Associate Director of Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
Business and Financial Affairs '

San Diego State University

5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, California 92182-1624

(619) 594-5224

PROJECT LOCATION

San Diego State University central campus and adjacent area
San Diego, California

PROJECT SPONSOR’S NAME AND ADDRESS

San Diego State University

Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
Business and Financial Affairs

5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, California 92182-1624

Specifically, this Initial Study is intended to satisfy the “content”
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GENERAL PLAN/COMMUNITY PLAN DESIGNATION/ZONING

General Plan: Institutional
Community Plan: University Campus, Park
Zoning: Institutional/University Campus and Park/RI-5000

1.7 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
1.7.1 Local and Regional Setting

The project site is located on the SDSU campus, in the City of San Diego, approximately
eight miles east of downtown. (See, Figure 1, Regional Map.) As shown on Figure 2, Vicinity
Map, the general boundaries of the SDSU campus are Montezuma Road to the south, East
Campus Drive to the east, 55th Street/Remington Road to the west, and Adobe Falls Road/Del
Cerro Boulevard (lying north of Interstate-8 ("I-8")) to the north.

The SDSU campus is situated on approximately 280 acres of slightly undulating mesas,
which are intersected by steep canyons. The campus setting is largely urban in nature, with the
exception of the undeveloped Adobe Falls area lying north of 1-8, and is comprised, primarily, of
campus buildings interspersed with open space amenities.

The SDSU campus is located within the College Area and Navajo Community Planning
Areas of the City of San Diego. Figure 3, College Area and Navajo Communities, shows the
general boundaries of the College Area and Navajo Communities in relation to the SDSU
campus. The College Area Community Plan and Navajo Community Plan, which are both
components of the City of San Diego General Plan, designate the main campus as “University
Campus or Redevelopment Project Area” and “Park,” respectively. SDSU, which is state-owned
property, is not subject to planning and zoning laws, zoning ordinances or local general or
community plans of the City of San Diego, or any other local jurisdiction. In the event SDSU
ever discontinued its use as a campus site, future non-university uses would be subject to the
land use jurisdiction and permitting procedures of the City of San Diego.

A portion of the proposed project area lies within the Alvarado Road Sub-Area of the
College Area Community Redevelopment Project adopted by the Redevelopment Agency of the
City of San Diego on November 30, 1993. Under the Redevelopment Project, development of
the Alvarado Road Sub-Area would include University-serving office, and research and
development uses. The Third Implementation Plan for the College Area Community
Redevelopment Project (2004-2009) sets forth the specific projects planned for the project area
within the College Area Community through the year 2009. The Third Implementation Plan
contemplates development of Phase I of the Alvarado Sub-Area in Fiscal Year 2006. The
Redevelopment Agency does not anticipate tax increment from the Alvarado Road Sub-Area
given its University-serving nature.
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For further information regarding the College Area Community Redevelopment Project,
please refer to the Third Five-year Implementation Plan (2004-2009) adopted by the
Redevelopment Agency of the City of San Diego on September 7, 2004. A copy of this
document is available for public review at SDSU, Facilities Planning, Design and Construction,
5500 Campanile Drive, San Diego, California, contact person Lauren Cooper at (619) 594-5224.

1.7.2 Description Of Proposed Project

The proposed project is the adoption and subsequent implementation of the SDSU 2007
Campus Master Plan Revision. The Master Plan Revision will enable SDSU to meet projected
increases in student demand for higher education, as well as further enhance SDSU's status as a
premier undergraduate, graduate and research university. The proposed project will provide a
framework for implementing SDSU's goals and programs for the campus by identifying needed
buildings, facilities, improvements and services to support campus growth and development
from the current SDSU enrollment of 25,000 full-time equivalent students ("FTES") to a new
Campus Master Plan enrollment of 35,000 FTES by the 2024/25 academic year.

To accommodate the projected student increase, the proposed project involves the
development of classroom, housing and student support facilities on approximately 55 acres of
land located on the SDSU central campus and adjacent to it. (See, Figure 4, Proposed Campus
Master Plan.) As depicted on Figure 4, the proposed project consists of the following fivesix
development components:

I Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing — This project component, which would be
developed in two phases, consists of the development of faculty and staff housing on a
site approximately 33 acres in size located north of I-8. The development would consist
of an Upper Village and a Lower Village, and would include up to 370 housing units for
University faculty and staff residences upon full buildout. This project component also
would include a swimming pool, a 3,600 gross square foot ("GSF") community center,
and recreation areas for resident use only. The Upper Village portion of the site would be
developed in Phase 1, in the near-term following project approval, and would include 50-

70 housing units. The Lower Village, which would be developed long-term, would

include between 250 and 300 housing units. The total number of housing units ultimately
to be developed on the site is dependent in part upon available access routes and
associated vehicle carrying capacities.

11 Alvarado Campus - This project component, which includes an expansion of the
current Campus Master Plan northeastern boundary to incorporate additional property,
consists of the multi-phase  development of approximately 612,000 GSF of
academic/research/medical space, and a 552,000 GSF vehicle parking structure, in the
northeastern portion of campus, as follows: —

Phase 1 - D Lot: (i) Demolition of the existing structure at 6361 Alvarado Court
(12,155 GSF); and (11) the development of a new 5-story, 110,000 GSF bulldlng for
academic uses;

San Diego State University Page 7 of 61
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Phase 2 - D Lot: Development of: (i) a 5-story, 85,000 GSF building to house
mixed office/research and development uses displaced in subsequent phases from the
Alvarado Core Site; and, (ii) a S-story, 85,000 GSF building, 70,000 GSF to house
existing medical/office tenants displaced in subsequent phases from the Alvarado Core
Site, and 15,000 GSF to house mixed office/research and development uses displaced in
subsequent phases from Alvarado Core Site;

Subsequent Phase/s - Alvarado Core Site: (i) Demolition of 5 existing office
buildings [6475, 6495 and 6505 Alvarado Road; 6310 and 6330 Alvarado Court] totaling
116,523 GSF; (ii) the development of three 4/5-story, 100,000 GSF buildings, and one
4/5 story, 32,385 GSF building for academic uses; and (iii) the development of a 6/7-
story 552,000 GSF parking structure for 1840 vehicles with 191 additional surface and
existing parking spaces.

IIl.  Alvarado Hotel — This project component, which would be constructed in the
near-term following project approval, consists of the development of a 60,000 GSF, six-
story building with up to 120 hotel rooms and studio suites, located on approximately 2
acres of existing Lot C, immediately north of Villa Alvarado Hall. The hotel, which
would be owned by Aztec Shops and operated in cooperation with the SDSU School of
Hospitality and Tourism Management, will contain a small meeting room, exercise room,
board room, business center, on-site restaurant, and hospitality suite.

V. Campus Conference Center — This project component, which would be
constructed in the long-term, consists of the development of a new 70,000 GSF 3-

story building on approximately one-half acre located east of Cox Arena for
meeting/conference space.

V. Student Housing - This project component, which would be developed in
twomultiple phases, includes the demolition of two existing student housing structures
and the construction of threefive new housing structures, ultimately resulting in a net
increase of +4002,976 new student housing beds on campus:

Phase 1 - G Lot Residence Hall: Near-term construction of a 10-story,
233;000350,000 GSF Type-1 (reinforced concrete) structure to house 6080800 student
beds, and the reconfiguration of existing G parking lot, which would result in a 5090%
reduction in available surface parking spaces;

Office of Housing Administration and Residential Education
(“HA/RE”): Near-term construction of a 2-story, 15,000 GSF HA/RE building to replace
the existing structure that would be demolished in Phase 2.

Phase 2 - HA/RE/Olmeca/Maya Residence Hall Demolition/Construction:
IntermediateNear-term demolition of existing Olmeca Residence Hall (Bldg. No. 47;
39,000 GSF) and Maya Residence Hall (Bldg. No. 46; 39,000 GSF), each-containing
300with a combined total of 424 beds, and the demolition of the existing HA/RE
building (Bldg. No. 40; 7,000 GSF), followed by the construction of two 910-story,

Page 8 of 61 San Diego State University
April 17, 2007 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision



[Revised] Notice of Preparation
and Initial Study

300,0600350,000 GSF Type-1 structures, each containing 700800 beds, to be constructed
on the site of the former Olmeca and Maya Residence Halls.

Phase 3 - U Lot Residence Hall: Long-term development of a 10-story, 350,000
GSF, Type-1 structure to house 800 student beds, to be constructed atop the
previously master-planned Parking Structure 7. The development site presently
serves as U parking lot. The Parking Structure would contain spaces for 750 vehicles,
250 more than previously master-planned.

Phase 4 - Villa Alvarado Residence Hall Expansion: Long-term development of
50 additional two-bedroom apartments, housing 200 student beds, in 2-3-story
structures, as part of the Villa Alvarado housing complex located on C Lot.

VI.  Student Union/Aztec Center Expansion and Renovation - This project
component Wthh would be constructed in the near-term followmg prOJect approval

renovatlon of the ex1st1ng Aztec Center 1nclud1ng up to a 39—00070 000 GSF expansion,
to include social space, meeting space, recreation facilities, student organization offices,
food services and retail services.

San Diego State University Page 9 of 61
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The Student-HeusingG Lot Residence Hall, Olmeca/Maya Residence Halls, Student
Union/Aztec Center Expansion, and Alvarado Hotel project components each will be analyzed
at a project-level of environmental review such that no further CEQA review will be required
prior to project construction. Phase 1 of the Adobe Falls and Alvarado Campus project
components will be analyzed at the project-level as well, while Phase 2 of each of these two
project components will be analyzed at the program-level. Program-level review requires
further CEQA review and CSU/SDSU approval before project construction can begin. The
Campus Conference Center, U Lot Residence Hall, and Villa Alvarado Residence Hall
Expansion also will be analyzed at the program-level. (See, CEQA Guidelines §15168.) The
D Lot portion of the Alvarado Campus component was analyzed previously at the program-level
as part of the EIR for the SDSU Campus Master Plan 2000 project (SCH No. 2000051026).

The following table depicts the existing campus land use, the existing campus master
planned use, and the level of analysis to be undertaken in the EIR for each of the five project
components:

Table 1.0-1
Proposed Project Components

lan Us Analys
(i) Upper Village - Undeveloped |(i) Not designated (i) Project
Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff . Jand ’ _ ,
Housing (ii) Lower Village — Undeveloped |(ii) Not designated (ii) Program
land
(i) D Parking Lot (SDSU-owned |(i) East Campus _ (i) Project
land) Development Area /Program
Alvarado Campus (ii) Alvarado Core Site - Medical |(ii) None (ii) Program
office park (SDSU
Foundation-owned land)
Alvarado Hotel CLot CLlot Project
Campus Conference Center Undeveloped Land Undeveloped Land Program
(i) G Lot Residence Hall and (i) G Lot (i) Project
Student and Residential Life
Administration Building - G
Parking Lot
i (ii) Olmeca/Maya Reconstruction |(ii) Student Housing (ii) Project
Student Housing ~ Student housing
(iii) U Lot Residence Hall - U (iii) Parking Structure 7 |(iii) Program
Parking Lot
(iv) Yilla Alvarado Residence (iv) C Lot (iv) Program
Hall Expansion — C Parking
Lot
Student 'Umon/Aztec Center Aztec Center Aztec Center Project
Expansion

Note: The eastern portion of the Alvarado Campus is situated on property owned by the SDSU Foundation. The Alvarado Campus
land is designated "Redevelopment Project Area" on the City of San Diego College Area Community Plan Planned Land Use
Map.
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OTHER AGENCIES WHOSE APPROVAL MAY BE REQUIRED

The Board of Trustees of the California State University is the Lead Agency for the proposed
2007 Campus Master Plan Revision project. Other known public agencies whose approval may
be required as a prerequisite to future construction and/or implementation of the proposed project

include:

3.0

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Clean Water Act Section 404 permit, if necessary);
U.S. Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service (Section 7 or 10 take permit
of the Endangered Species Act, if necessary);

California Department of Fish and Game (permits pursuant to Section 1603 and/or
20810f the Fish and Game Code, if necessary);

California Department of Transportation (right-of-way permits relating to
transportation improvements construction, if necessary);

State Historic Preservation Office (for approval of federally funded projects affecting
significant archaeological and historical resources, if necessary);

Division of the State Architect (handicap facilities compliance);

State Fire Marshal (approval of facility fire safety review);

San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board (National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permits and Clean Water Act Section 401 water quality
certification, if necessary);

San Diego Air Pollution Control Board (authority to construct and/or permits to
operate, if necessary);

City of San Diego (permits for construction within City right-of-way, if necessary); and
Water, wastewater and sanitation special district approval, if necessary.

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental topics checked below would be potentially affected by the proposed project,
involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the
checklist on the following pages. '

X Aesthetics/Visual Quality

X Biological Resources
X Geology/Soils
X Noise
X Public Services
DY Transportation/Circulation
Page 12 of 61 ‘ San Diego State University
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Agricultural Resources
Cultural Resources

Hazards

Parking

Recreation

Utilities and Service Systems
Air Quality

Energy and Mineral Resources
Land Use and Planning
Population and Housing
Mandatory Findings of Significance

Water Quality/Hydrology

4.0 DETERMINATION

On the basis of this evaluation:

:

O

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because the
mitigation measures described on the attached sheet have been added to the
project. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the
environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the
environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier
document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets,
if the effect is a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant unless
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mitigated.” An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must
analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

O I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case because all
potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR
pursuant to applicable standards; and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant
to that earlier EIR, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed
upon the proposed project.

Lauren Cooper, !
Associate Director of Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
San Diego State University
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5.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

The following is a brief explanation of each environmental topic addressed in the Initial Study
Checklist. It should be noted that these discussions are intended to provide conclusions to
questions outlined in the Initial Study Checklist, Appendix G to the CEQA Guidelines. As
described in the project description section above, the project would entail modifications to
several campus facilities or areas. In accordance with Section 15063(d) of the CEQA Guidelines,
the following checklist was prepared to identify the potential environmental effects of the
proposed project. After each environmental topic is assessed, a brief discussion of the basis for
the assessment is also provided below.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
AESTHETICS / VISUAL QUALITY: Would the
proposed project:
(a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic v
vista?
(b) Substantially damage scenic  resources, v
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?
(c) Substantially degrade the existing visual v
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?
(d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare v

which would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area?

DisCUSSION:  Construction of the Alvarado Campus, Alvarado Hotel, Campus Conference
Center, Student Union and Student Housing expansion would alter the existing visual character
of several areas throughout the main campus. Construction of the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff
Housing complex would alter the appearance of the existing undeveloped site to a residential
land use. Changes in land use, such as construction of a building in a location previously
occupied by a parking lot, would also have the potential to alter visual quality or campus
community character. The effects of exterior lighting on any buildings proposed for
construction or renovation also would have the potential to alter visual quality or campus
community character. It is not anticipated that the proposed project would significantly affect a
public scenic vista or impact a state scenic highway. A separate visual resources/community
character technical report will be prepared in conjunction with the Draft EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact  Impact
AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: Would the proposed
project:
(2) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or v
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland),
as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of
the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?
(b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural v
use, or a Williamson Act contract?
(c) Involve other changes in the existing v

environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland,
to non-agricultural use?

DISCUSSION: There are no agricultural resources located on the SDSU campus or adjacent
land that would be impacted by implementation of the proposed project. Therefore, impacts to
agricultural resources are not anticipated to occur as a result of the proposed project.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

AIR QUALITY: Would the proposed project:

(a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the v
applicable air quality plan?

(b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute v
substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation?

(c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net v
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial v
p p
pollutant concentrations?

(e) Create objectionable odors affecting a v
substantial number of people?

DISCUSSION: SDSU is located within the San Diego Air Basin, which currently is designated by
the California Air Resources Board as state non-attainment for ozone (0°) and particulate
matter (PM'°). Under federal standards, the Basin is a basic non-attainment area for ozone,
and a maintenance area for carbon monoxide (CO). Ozone is the principle air quality problem
in San Diego County, although carbon monoxide is also a growing problem as a result of
increased vehicle emissions. Implementation of various elements of the 2007 Campus Master
Plan Revision would result in increased vehicle traffic, which consequently would result in
increased emissions of criteria pollutants from mobile sources. These emissions may result in
potentially significant impacts to air quality. Additional development on the SDSU campus,
combined with known and reasonably foreseeable growth in the region, could result in
cumulatively considerable emissions of non-attainment pollutants. Analysis of the proposed
project’s potential air quality impacts and related mitigation measures will be provided.
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Issues (and supporting Information Sources)

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the proposed
project:

(a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species identified as a candidate, sensitive,
or special status species in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

(b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans,
policies, regulations or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?

(c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally-
protected wetlands, as defined by Section 404
of the Clean Water Act (including, but not
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, efc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

(d) Interfere substantially with the movement of
any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites?

(e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

(f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat  Conservation Plan. Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional or state habitat
conservation plan?

DiscUsSION: The Adobe Falls site is situated near,

and Initial Study
Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation  Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
4
4
4
v
4
4

or in some cases at, the bottom of a canyon

area and supports coastal sage scrub and riparian vegetation. Construction of the Adobe Falls
Faculty/Staff Housing complex potentially could impact these habitat areas. Construction of the
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Alvarado Campus and Alvarado Hotel also potentially could impact Alvarado Creek riparian
areas. A biological resources technical report will evaluate the direct, indirect and cumulative
effects to biological resources, including sensitive habitats and wildlife species, due to the
construction of housing units, classrooms, auxiliary structures and roadways. In addition, the
biological resources technical report will delineate the project components’ relationship to the
City of San Diego’s Multiple Species Conservation Program Sub-Area Plan. Aside from the
project components listed above, it is anticipated that the other project components will be
located within developed campus areas. Therefore, no impact to sensitive plant or animal
species or sensitive habitat would occur within these proposed project areas.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation = Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact  Impact
CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the proposed
project:
(a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the v
significance of a historical resource as defined
in CEQA Guidelines §15064.57
(b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the v
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15064.57
(c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique v
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature? ‘
(d) Disturb any human remains, including those v

interred outside of formal cemeteries?

DI1SCUSSION:

Development of the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing complex and Student

Housing expansion project components may impact existing cultural resources. The nature of
these resources, and their importance in California history, will be analyzed fully as part of the
EIR analysis. A cultural resources technical report will be prepared that will inventory existing
historical, archaeological and paleontological resources for each project component and
determine if any existing cultural resources have the potential to be altered or damaged by

implementation of the proposed project.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

GEOLOGY AND SoILs: Would the proposed
project:

(a) Expose people or structures to potential v
substantial adverse effects, including the risk or
loss, injury or death involving:

(1) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the area
or based on other substantial evidence of a
known fault?

(i1) Strong seismic ground shaking?

(iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

(iv) Landslides?

(b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of v
topsoil?

(c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 4
unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

(d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in 4
Table 18- 1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or
property?

(e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting 4
the use of septic tanks or alternative waste
water disposal systems where sewer are not
available for the disposal of wastewater?

DiscussION:  Ultimate construction of each of the project components will require that
earthwork be completed. Therefore, a geotechnical investigation will be performed. Although
the project site is not specifically located in an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone, as
mapped by the State Geologist, seismicity of the existing project area is influenced by both local
and regional fault systems. The nearest fault, with the potential for a 7.0 magnitude earthquake,
is located in Rose Canyon, approximately 6 miles from campus. Because SDSU is located
within seismically active southern California, the area could be subject to severe ground
shaking during a major earthquake. In general, the area north of 1-8 is mapped as a “Sub-
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Area/Zone 4-1,” which is the area “generally located outside the boundaries of definite mapped
landslides but contains observable unstable slopes underlain by both weak materials... and
adverse geologic structure” (Tan, 1995). The EIR’s geotechnical analysis will include a survey
of the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing site and an analysis of potential landslide risk.
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Issues (and supporting Information Sources)

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: Would
the proposed project:

(a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use
or disposal of hazardous materials?

(b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonable foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

(c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous
or acutely hazardous materials, substances or
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

(d) Be located on a site which is included on a list
of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code §65962.5 and, as a result,
would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?

(e) For a project located within an airport land use
plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of the public airport
or public use airport, would the project result in
a safety hazard for people residing or working
in the project area?

®

For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

(g) Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

(h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk
of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires,
including where wildland are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact  Impact
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
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DISCUSSION: The Alvarado Campus component of the proposed project includes research and
development facilities, which could entail the routine transport, use or disposal of hazardous
materials on the University grounds or in the surrounding community. However, compliance
with all applicable health and safety requirements would decrease potential hazards associated
with implementation of the proposed project. Chemicals necessary for operation of the science
and research facilities would be handled by qualified University personnel. All storage of
chemicals would be in compliance with applicable health and safety requirements. Project
implementation would not involve impacts to either the SDSU community or outside citizens
involved in air traffic due to the absence of any nearby airport.

Demolition of Maya and Olmeca Residence Halls and the existing Olffice of Housing
Administration and Residential Education building may result in the release of contaminated
materials such as asbestos, etc. A Phase I Environmental Assessment will be conducted to fully
analyze potential impacts associated with the demolition of existing structures.
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Issues (and supporting Information Sources)

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: Would the
proposed project:

(a) Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements?

(b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere  substantially = with  groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit
in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level (e.g., the production
rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to
a level which would not support existing land
uses or planned uses for which permits have
been granted)?

(c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a
manner which would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

(d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result
in flooding on- or off-site?

(e) Create or- contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted
runoff?

(f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

(g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard
areas as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or
other flood hazard delineation map?

(h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows?
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
(i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk v
of loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a
levee or dam?
(j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow? v

DISCUSSION:  All project components, except the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing
development, would be located in the existing developed campus area or developed areas
immediately adjacent to campus. Development in these areas would be designed so run-off
would be collected and discharged to the existing storm drain system. Development of the
Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing parcel would involve grading of undeveloped land near
Alvarado Creek and potentially would alter existing drainage patterns. A hydrology/water
quality technical report will be prepared for the Draft EIR that will evaluate the impacts of the
proposed improvements on surface water quality and ground water hydrology and provide
mitigation as appropriate. Impacts to SDSU facilities, local storm drain systems and adjacent
land uses as a result of flooding and run-off will be evaluated.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

LAND USE PLANNING: Would the project:
(a) Physically divide an established community? v

(b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, v
policy or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not
limited to the general plan, specific plan, local
coastal program or zoning ordinance) adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigation an
environmental effect?

(c) Conflict with any applicable habitat v
conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

DISCUSSION: Each component of the proposed project generally would be consistent with
adopted General Plan/Community Plan Planned Land Use Maps and the College Area
Redevelopment Plan. However, the Navajo Community Plan designates the Adobe Falls site for
“park” uses. While the proposed project includes open space land, which is consistent with the
overall Community Plan designation, the development of housing units on the site would not be
consistent with the “park” designation. The Alvarado Campus component of the proposed
project, which is located in the College Area Community Redevelopment Plan, is consistent with
that Plan's designation of the site for University-related office and research and development
uses, and the number of square feet ultimately to be developed on the site. An existing land use,
planned land use and applicable policy and guideline analysis will be prepared for the EIR,
taking into consideration SDSU’s state agency status and the appropriate application of local
land use planning under the circumstances. The proposed project would not alter the physical
arrangement of the campus community. Structures planned to undergo renovation, redesign or
demolition and replacement with new structures, such as the Alvarado Campus area, may alter
the existing character of the campus relative to the surrounding campus community.
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MINERAL RESOURCES:  Would the proposed
project:
(a) Result in the loss of availability of a known v

mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?

(b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally v
important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan
or other land use plan?

DISCUSSION: All project elements, except the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing component, are
located within MRZ-2 Zones, as indicated on the State of California Department of Conservation
Division of Mines and Geology Special Report 153 (Mineral Land Classification: Aggregate
Materials in the Western San Diego County Production-Consumption Region). MRZ-2 Zones are
defined as areas where adequate information indicates that significant mineral deposits are
present or where it is judged that a high likelihood for their presence exists. However, because
the project components within MRZ-2 Zones are to be located within currently developed areas,
the proposed project would not result in the loss of availability of existing, usable mineral
resources.

The Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing site is located within a MRZ-3 Zone, which is defined as
an area containing mineral deposits the significance of which cannot be evaluated from available
data. A site-specific mineral resource technical study will be prepared for the Draft EIR that will
assess, as appropriate, the extent of mineral resources at the Adobe Falls site.

The City of San Diego General Plan contains existing condition language relating to minerals
rather than specific mapped zones or avoidance/conservation guidelines. The College Area and
Navajo Community Plans do not include mineral resource zone overlays or avoidance directives.
While SDSU’s status as a state agency does not necessitate compliance with local plans or
policies including mineral resource protection guidelines, the project would not be inconsistent
with local policies in the General Plan or community plans that pertain to mineral protection.

Page 28 of 61 San Diego State University
April 17, 2007 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision



[Revised] Notice of Preparation
and Initial Study

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact  Impact
NoOISE: Would the proposed project result in:
(a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise v
levels in excess of standards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?
(b) Exposure of persons to or generation of v
excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?
(c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient v
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project?
(d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in v

ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

(e) For a project located within an airport land use
plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area
to excessive noise levels?

(f) For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

DISCUSSION: Possible increases in existing noise levels would be associated with certain
aspects of the proposed project, including the introduction of urban uses into an undeveloped
area and alterations in traffic patterns that would occur with implementation of the proposed
project. The noise analysis will evaluate the effects of facility operations and altered traffic
patterns on nearby sensitive receptors and will document any substantial increases to existing

ambient or community noise equivalent levels that would occur.

The analysis will also

document impacts related to construction activities. SDSU is not located within the vicinity of
any airport; therefore, this consideration will not be discussed in the noise analysis.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the proposed
project:

(2) Induce substantial population growth in an v
area, either directly (for example, by proposing
new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension or roads or other
infrastructure)?

(b) Displace substantial numbers of existing v
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

(c) Displace substantial numbers of people, v
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

DISCUSSION:  In response to projected population growth in the San Diego Region and
California in general, the proposed project will increase the present SDSU enrollment limitation
Jfrom 25,000 full-time equivalent students ("FTES") to 35,000 FTES, an enrollment number that
is expected to be reached in 2024-25. This increase in student population would result in
related increases in faculty and staff, and the need for increased physical instruction, living and
auxiliary space. The analysis of these issues will include a discussion of how the project would
impact existing population numbers in the local community and potential impacts on housing
supply that subsequently may result. The demolition of Olmeca and Maya Residence Halls
would not occur until construction of the new 600800-bed G Lot Residence Hall facility is
complete. Therefore, any impacts associated with the loss of Olmeca and Maya student housing
Jacilities would be less than significant.
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Issues (and supporting Information Sources)

Potentially
Significant

PUBLIC SERVICES: Would the proposed project:

(a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, need
for new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response
times or other performance objectives for any

of the public services:

(i) Fire protection?

(ii) Police protection?

(iii) Schools?

(iv) Parks?

(v) Other public facilities?

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact lmpact
4
4
4
4
4

DISCUSSION: While most University-related public services are provided by SDSU itself, a
discussion of each project component’s impact on existing police, fire, school, parks and library
facilities will be included in the Draft EIR. The EIR will evaluate whether implementation of the
proposed project would increase demand for these public services, and compare the increased
demand with existing and planned equipment and staffing levels. The environmental impacts of
any potential capacity shortage will be evaluated in the EIR.
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Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact  Impact
RECREATION:
(a) Would the proposed project increase the use of 4
existing neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated?
(b) Does the proposed project include recreational 4

facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might
have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

DiscussioN: The Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing project component would include a
private swimming pool, community center and recreation area for use by the faculty/staff
residents. These recreational facilities would be adequate to service the new University-
associated residents in the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing area. Additionally, the Student
Union/Aztec Center Expansion component of the project includes additional indoor
recreational facilities to serve students, and the Student Housing component includes additional
outdoor and indoor recreational spaces also to serve the students. Therefore, the project is not
expected to substantially increase the use of existing recreational facilities resulting in
accelerated deterioration. The construction of these recreational facilities, however, may result
in potentially significant impacts unless mitigated.

Separately, the proposed increase in student enrollment and the campus population is expected
to result in additional demand for on-campus recreational space, which may impact indirectly
the recreational capacity of nearby parks. The environmental impacts of any potential capacity
shortage will be evaluated in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact  Impact

TRANSPORTATION / TRAFFIC: Would the proposed
project:

(a) Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial v
in relation to the existing traffic load and
capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a
substantial increase in either the number of
vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on
roads, or congestion at intersections)?

(b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a v
level of service standard established by the
county congestion/management agency for
designated roads or highways?

(¢) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, v
including either an increase in traffic levels or a
change in location that results in substantial
safety risks?

(d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design v
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

(e) Result in inadequate emergency access? v
(f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? v

(g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans or v
programs supporting alternative transportation
(e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

DISCUSSION: A traffic and parking assessment will be prepared for the proposed project in
conjunction with the Draft EIR. The traffic analysis will determine how much new traffic will be
generated due to the project components. The traffic analysis also will determine the potential
shift in traffic volumes and patterns that would occur with implementation of the proposed
project. In addition, the traffic analysis will determine the project’s potential impacts on key
intersections and street segments and any recommended mitigation. The analysis also will
determine the project's necessary fair-share contribution to off-site roadway mitigation
improvements, consistent with the recent California Supreme Court decision in City of Marina v.
Board of Trustees of California State University. In addition, as part of the EIR, a feasibility
analysis of alternate access routes to/from the proposed Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing will
be conducted. The parking analysis will assess the project’s impact on existing parking
facilities on campus.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact  lmpact

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Would the |
proposed project:
(a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of v

the applicable Regional Water Quality Control

Board?
(b) Require or result in the construction of new v

water or wastewater treatment facilities or

expansion of existing facilities, the construction

of which could cause significant environment

effects?
(c) Require or result in the construction of new v

storm water drainage facilities or expansion of

existing facilities, the construction of which

could cause significant environmental effect?
(d) Have sufficient water supplies available to v

serve the project from existing entitlements and

resources, or are new or expanded entitlement

needed?
(e) Result in a determination by the wastewater v

treatment provider which serves or may serve
the project?

(f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 4
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid
waste disposal needs?

(g) Comply with federal, state and local statutes 4
and regulations related to solid waste?

DISCUSSION: New facilities proposed in connection with the proposed project would necessitate
public services such as electricity, natural gas, communication systems, water, sewer and storm
drainage. With the exception of the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing and Alvarado Campus
project components, electric, heating and air conditioning required for all project components
would be generated onsite at the SDSU Cogeneration Plant and Chilling Facility. This facility
was designed to serve additional uses, such as those proposed. Therefore, capacity shortfalls
are not anticipated. The public services needs of each project component will be analyzed in the

Draft EIR. Existing facility and service capacity will be outlined and potential impacts
characterized.

Page 34 of 61 San Diego State University
April 17, 2007 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision



[Revised] Notice of Preparation
and Initial Study

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Issues (and supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact  Impact

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

(a) Does the proposed project have the potential to v

degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the
range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?

(b) Does the proposed project have impacts that are 4
individually  limited, but  cumulatively
considerable?

(c) Does the proposed project have environmental 4
effects which will cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?

DISCUSSION: The areas planned for development generally do not support substantial
populations of rare, threatened or endangered plant or animal species or sensitive plant
communities. The Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing site may support threatened or
endangered species, though not in substantial numbers, as evidenced by the site’s absence from
the Multiple Habitat Preservation Area ("MHPA"). For these reasons, the proposed project is
not anticipated to have the potential to: (1) substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species; (2) cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels; (3) threaten
to eliminate a plant or animal community; or (4) reduce the number or restrict the range of a
rare or endangered plant or animal. A biological resources technical report will be prepared to
Sfully address these issues.

The Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing development and Student Housing expansion project
components potentially could impact cultural resources. The nature of these resources, and
their importance in California history, will be analyzed fully as part of the EIR analysis.

A cumulative impacts analysis will be conducted for each environmental topic area discussed in
depth in the EIR. The cumulative analysis will address issues such as air quality and traffic,
which will focus on the project’s transportation and circulation impacts when combined with
existing and planned future traffic increases within the College and Navajo areas. Potentially
significant cumulative impacts may result.
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This Revised Initial Study and Notice of Preparation of the Draft EIR for the proposed SDSU
2007 Campus Master Plan Revision project was distributed to the following public agencies,

organizations and other interested parties:

FEDERAL AGENCIES

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Office

Therese O’Rourke, Assistant Field Supervisor
Ayoola Folarin

6010 Hidden Valley Road

Carlsbad, CA 92011

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Pacific
Region

California/Nevada Operations Office
Steve Thompson, Operations Manager
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, CA 95825

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

San Diego Field Office

Robert Smith

Laurie Ann Monarres

16885 West Bernardo Drive, Suite 300A
San Diego, CA 92127

STATE AGENCIES

State of California

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit
Scott Morgan, Senior Planner

1400 Tenth Street

Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

California Department of Parks
And Recreation

Office of Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Officer
1416 Ninth Street, Room 1442
Sacramento, CA 95814

Department of California Highway Patrol
J1K. Bailey, Captain

2555 First Ave.

Sacramento, CA 95818

Division of State Architect

San Diego Regional Office
Mahendra Mehta, Regional Manager
16680 West Bernardo Drive

San Diego, CA 92127

Native American Heritage Commission
Carol Gaubatz, Program Analyst

915 Capital Mall, Room 364
Sacramento, CA 95814

State of California

Department of Fish & Game

South Coast Regional Office

Michael Mulligan, Deputy Regional Manager
Conservation Planning Supervisor

Heather Schmalbach

4949 Viewridge Avenue

San Diego, CA 92123

San Diego Regional Water Quality
Control Board

John Robertus, Executive Director
Christopher Means

9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100
San Diego, CA 92123-4340

San Diego Air Pollution
Control District

10124 Old Grove Road
San Diego, CA 92131
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State of California

Department of Forestry & Fire Protection
Office of the State Fire Marshall

Steve Guarino, Code Enforcement South
602 East Huntington, Suite A

Monrovia, CA 91016-3600

State of California

Dept. of Toxic Substances Control
Southern California Cleanup
Operations Branch — Cypress
Greg Holmes, Unit Chief

5796 Corporate Avenue

Cypress, CA 90630-4732

State of California
Department of Transportation
Caltrans — District 11
Development Review Branch
Alex Cox, Chief

2829 Juan Street

San Diego, CA 92110

California State Senate

Senator Dede Alpert, 39th District
1557 Columbia Street (District Office)
San Diego, CA 92101-2934

California State Senate
Senator Christine Kehoe
2445 Fifth Avenue, Suite 200
San Diego, CA 92101

LOCAL AGENCIES

County of San Diego Recorder/Clerk

The County Administration Center

1600 Pacific Highway, Room 206, MS, A-33
San Diego, CA 92101

City of San Diego Planning Department
Mary Wright

202 C Street, 4th Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

San Diego Association of Governments
(SANDAG)

Stephan M. Vance

Senior Regional Planner

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101-4231

San Diego County

Department of Planning and Land Use
Eric Gibson, Deputy Director

5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B

San Diego, CA 92123

Office of the City Attorney

City of San Diego

Marianne Greene, Deputy City Attorney
1200 Third Avenue, Suite 1620

San Diego, CA 92101-4108

Office of the City Attorney

City of San Diego

Christine M. Fitzgerald, Deputy City Attorney
Joe B. Cordileone, Deputy City Attorney

1200 Third Avenue, Suite 1620

San Diego, CA 92101-4108

San Diego Police Department
Chief William Lansdowne
1401 Broadway

San Diego, CA 92101-5729

San Diego County Water Authority
4677 Overland Avenue
San Diego, CA 92123
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City of San Diego

Fire-Rescue Department

Tracy Jarman, Chief

Samuel L. Qates, Deputy Fire Chief
1010 Second Avenue, Suite 300
San Diego, CA 92101

City of San Diego Planning Department
Melissa Devine

College Area Community Planner
202-C Street, MS4A

San Diego, CA 92101

City of San Diego Planning Department
Lesley Henegar

Navajo Area Community Planner
202-C Street, MS4A

San Diego, CA 92101

City of San Diego Development Services
Terri Bumgardner

Robert J. Manis, Assistant Deputy Director
Land Development Review Division

1222 First Avenue, MS 501

San Diego, CA 92101-4155

Metropolitan Transit Development Board
Conan Cheung, Planning Director

1255 Imperial Avenue, Suite 1000

San Diego, CA 92101-7490

City of San Diego

Engineering and Capital Projects

Patti Boekamp, Acting Deputy Director
1010 Second Avenue, Suite 8§00

San Diego, CA 92101

City of San Diego Wetland Advisory Board
Robin Stribley

202 C Street, MS 35

San Diego, CA 92101

City of San Diego Water Department
Carolyn McQueen, Associate Planner
600 B Street, Suite 700, MS 907

San Diego, CA 92101-4506
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City of La Mesa

Bill Chopyk, Planning & Development Services
Director

8130 Allison Avenue

P. O. Box 937

La Mesa, California 91944-0937

Jim Madaffer, City Councilmember
7th  District

City Administration Building

202 “C” Street

San Diego, CA 92101

San Diego Historical Resources Board
City Administration Building

Council Committee Room, 12th Floor
202 C Street

San Diego, CA 92101

Land Use and Economic Development
Jim Waring, Deputy Chief

City of San Diego

202 C Street, 9th Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

City of EI Cajon

Kathi Henry, City Manager
Mary Ann Prall

200 East Main Street

El Cajon, California 92020-3996

San Diego County Dept. of
Environmental Health

1255 Imperial Avenue, 3rd Floor
San Diego, CA 92101

Gary Klockenga

Government Publications Librarian
San Diego Public Library

820 ‘E’ Street

San Diego, CA 92101

Allied Gardens/Benjamin Branch Library
5188 Zion Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120-2728

College Rolando Branch Library
6600 Montezuma Road
San Diego, CA 92115
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College Community Project Area Committee
Michael Fortney, Project Manager

c/o City of San Diego Redevelopment Agency
600 B Street, Suite 400

San Diego, CA 92101

San Carlos Branch Library
7265 Jackson Drive
San Diego, CA 92119

SDSU Library

Government Publications, 3rd Floor
5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182-8050

Assistant Chief of Police William Maheu
San Diego Police Department

1401 Broadway

San Diego, CA 92101-5729

Merrilee Willoughby, Demographer
San Diego City Schools

4100 Normal Street

Annex 2, Room 101

San Diego, CA 92103-2682

ORGANIZATIONS

CSU Physical Planning and Development
California State University

David A. Rosso

401 Golden Shore

Long Beach, California 90802-4209

Navajo Community Planners
Incorporated

Matt Adams, Chair

c¢/o Building Industry Association

9201 Spectrum Center Blvd., Suite 110
San Diego, CA 92123

Allied Gardens Community Council
Cindy Martin

P.O. Box 600425

San Diego, CA 92160-0425

Associated Students of SDSU

San Diego State University

Matt Keipper, President

5500 Campanile Drive

Lower Aztec Center, Room 104
San Diego, California 92182-7804

Jamul Indian Village
Lee Acebedo, Chairman
P.O. 612

Jamul, California 91935

La Posta Band of Mission Indians
Gwendolyn Parrada, Chairperson
Crestwood Road

P.O. Box 1048

Boulevard, California 91905

Manzanita Band of Mission Indians
Leroy J. Elliott, Chairperson

P.O. Box 1302

Boulevard, California 91905

The Barona Band of Mission Indians
Clifford M. LaChappa, Tribal Chairperson
1095 Barona Road

Lakeside, CA 92040

The Campo Band of Mission Indians
Paul Cuero, Jr., Chairperson

36190 Church Road

Campo, CA 91906

The Mesa Grande Band of Mission Indians
Mark Romero, Chairman

P.O. Box 270

Santa Ysabel, CA 92070

San Pasqual Band of Mission Indians
Allen Lawson, Chairman

27458 North Lake Wohlford Road
Valley Center, CA 92082

The Santa Ysabel Band of Mission
Indians

Johnny Hernandez, Chairman

P.O. Box 130

Santa Ysabel, CA 92070

The Sycuan Band of Mission Indians
DavidTucker, Chairperson

5459 Dehesa Road

El Cajon, CA 92019
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The Ewiiaapaap Tribal Office
Harlan Pinto, Chairperson
4054 Willow Road

Alpine, CA 91901

. The Viejas Band of Mission Indians
Steven Tesam, Chairperson

P.O. Box 908

Alpine, CA 91903

Kumeyaa Cultural Repatriation Committee
Steve Banegas

1095 Barona Road

Lakeside, CA 92040

San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc.

Environmental Review Committee
_ James W. Royle, Jr., Chairperson
P.O. Box 81106

San Diego, CA 92138-1106

San Diego Audubon Society
Chris Redfern, Executive Director
4891 Pacific Highway, Suite 112
San Diego, CA 92110

San Diego Historical Society

David S. Watson, Executive Director
1649 El Prado, Suite 3

San Diego, CA 92101

Mission Trails Recreational Park
Citizens Advisory Committee
Dorothy Leonard, Chair

Walter Odenning, Ph.D.

4245 Tambor Court

San Diego, CA 92124

Friends of Adobe Falls
Audrey Delahoussaye
5681 Del Cerro Boulevard
San Diego CA 92120

Smoke Tree Adobe Falls Owners Association
Patrick Culkin, President, Board of

Directors

5657 Adobe Falls Road

San Diego, CA 92120
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Del Cerro Action Council
Anne Brunkow, President
P.O. Box 600801

San Diego, CA 92160

Rob Hutsel

San Diego River Park Foundation
4891 Pacific Highway, Suite 114
San Diego, CA 92110

College Area Community Council
c/o Doug Case, Chair

5444 Reservoir Drive #20

San Diego, CA 92120

Sandy Alter, CACC
5520 Mary Lane Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

John Adamske, CACC
5105 Remington Road
San Diego, CA 92115

Aaryn Belfer, CACC
6321 Mesita Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Michael Bloom, CACC
5505 Mary Lane Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Jim Boggus, CACC
5394 Caminito Velasquez
San Diego, California 92124

Dan Cornthwaite, CACC
5161 College Gardens Court
San Diego, CA 92115

Sally Ellis, CACC
5511 Drover Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Judi Hopps, CACC
5041 Tierra Baja Way
San Diego, CA 92115

Rev. Doug Knutson-Keller, CACC
7544 Volclay Drive
San Diego, CA 92119
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California Native Plant Society
¢/o Natural History Museum
P.O. Box 121390

San Diego, CA 92112

Mike Matthews, CACC
5076 College Place
San Diego, CA 92115

Charles Maze, CACC
4677 El Cerrito Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Martin Montesano, CACC
5840 Lindo Paseo Drive, #18
San Diego, CA 92115

Scott Moomjian, CACC
427 C Street, Suite 220
San Diego, CA 92101

Architects Mosher Drew Watson Ferguson
Edie Andrade

Marketing Director

4206 West Point Loma Blvd., Suite 200
San Diego, CA 92110

Hope Engineering

Carol Gilmore, Marketing Coordinator
1301 Third Avenue, Suite 300

San Diego, CA 92101

Alvarado Hospital Medical Center
Harris Koenig, Chief Executive Officer
6655 Alvarado Road

San Diego, CA 92120-5298

The Carolyn M. Holmer Trust
US Bank, H. Eugene Swantz, Jr.
Joan Rapp, Co-Trustees

Re: 6367 Alvarado Court

400 Prospect Street

La Jolla, CA 92037

S. Akotles
6130 Romany Drive
San Diego, CA 92120-4610

Christina Kish, CACC
4704 College Avenue
San Diego, CA 92115

Rosary Grace Nepi, CACC
5105 Walsh Way
San Diego, CA 92115

Thomas Phelps, CACC
5255 Rincon Street
San Diego, CA 92115

Jan Riley, CACC
4655 60th Street
San Diego, CA 92115

Harold Webber, CACC
4968 Cresita Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

INDIVIDUALS

Emily J. Anderson
6186 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Steve Barlow
5130 68th Street
San Diego, CA 92115

The Matthew Basham Family
6142 Romany Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Emma Lou Beecroft
6286 Lambda Drive
San Diego, CA 92190-4606

John Benz
6151 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

R. L. Berlet
4962 Cresita Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Samuel W. Bettwy

Susan R. Benninghoff-Bettwy
5924 Arboles Street

San Diego, CA 92120
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Don & Maxine Amundson
6143 Arno Drive
San Diego, California 92120

Len Bloom

2851 Camino del Rio South
Suite 400

San Diego, CA 92108

Walter and Jacqueline Bochenek
5873 Madra Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Joyce Pepper and Paul Bragoli
5956 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Priscilla Bramlette
5882 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Sue Braun
6515 Crystalaire Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Jane F. Bredon
4052 Loma Riviera Circle
San Diego, CA 92110

Alice Buck
1555 Sixth Avenue
San Diego, CA 92101-3215

James and Patricia Call
6285 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Sharon Carter
5926 Madra Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Fred & Michele Casey
5811 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Stephen Chan
5678 Adobe Falls Place
San Diego, CA 92120

[Revised] Notice of Preparation
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Celia Chavez
5272 Tipton Street
San Diego, CA 92115

Rosemary Chosn
5611 Raymar Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Warren Clement
6054 College Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Joe and Carolyn Colmie
5667-A Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92182

Mr. Charlie Conatser
Ms. Shirley Conatser
6247 Chrismark Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Ann B. Cottrell
5111 Manhasset
San Diego, CA 92115

Pat Culkin
5683-C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Anita Colmie
5563-B Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Dudek and Associates
June Collins

605 Third Street
Encinitas, CA 92024

Roberta and Donald Eidemiller
5328 Hewlett Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Marsha Eiseman
6166 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Kevin J. Elliott, President
Roel Construction Co., Inc.
3366 Kurtz Street

San Diego, CA 92110
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Randy and Toni Chase
5758 Malvern Court
San Diego, CA 92120

Kathy Fennell
6003 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Craig & Angie Fisher
5605 Adobe Falls Place
San Diego, CA 92120

Scott Flaming
6128 Lourdes Terrace
San Diego, CA 92120

Dr. and Mrs. Donald R. Fleming
5968 Caminito De La Taza
San Diego, CA 92120

Ray Fluta

LCDR U.S. Navy, Ret
5581 A Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Lotte Garber
5670 Genoa Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Steve Gilbert
5832 Lancaster Drive
San Diego, CA 92120-4533

Agatha Graney
6142 Ao Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Pauline Graves
5125 Alumni Place
San Diego, CA 92115

Pamela & John Gray
5787 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Estelle Greenstein
6235 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Albert E. Harasty
6170 Romany Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Oakley S. Harper
6229 Cypress Point Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Toby S. Hartman
5637-C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Jeffrey and Marilyn Hinck
5664 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Morton and Naomi Hirshman
5855 Madra Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Michele Nash-Hoff
6360 Glenmont Street
San Diego, CA 92120

Sarah B. Husbands
6375 Elmhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Patricia Isberg
6006 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

David Jespersen
6219 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Stuart R. and Yoelles Josephs
6408 Crystalaire Drive
San Diego, CA 92120-3834

Abe Kassam and Paula Kassam, Trustees
PAK Properties Trust

5942 Madra Avenue

San Diego, CA 92120

David A. and Claudia Kay
750 “B” Street, Suite 1850
San Diego, CA 92101
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John Hale, P.E.
5871 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Stanley E. King
4360 Woodland Drive
La Mesa, CA 91941

Carol Klinger
5565C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Evelyn Kooperman
Silver Gate Publications
7579 Rowena Street
San Diego, CA 92119

Armin and Rhea Kuhlman
5069 Catoctin Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Jennifer Landers
5971 Lance Street
San Diego, CA 92120

Steve Laub
7593 El Paseo Street
La Mesa, CA 91942

Larry Lipera
6466 Wandermere Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Douglas and Beverly Livingston
6266 Lambda Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Tvan Jackson & Leisa Lukes
6167 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Mrs. Betty Lyberg
6174 Camino Rico
San Diego, CA 92120-31138
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Robert Mackey
5814 Malvern Court
San Diego, CA 92120

Judith Mansfield
6555 Norman Lane
San Diego, CA 92120

Mary Manzella
6019 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Glen & Shirley Marcus
5640 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Nancy A. Marlin, Provost
San Diego State University
5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182-3010

Tom Martin
5616 Marne Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Juan A. Martinez

Jacqueline Kenworthy-Martinez
5786 Adobe Falls Road

San Diego, CA 92120

Brian J. McCullough
5853 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Amy Jo McVeigh
6149 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Mary and Bob Medearis
5862 Lancaster Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Dorothy Millbern
5463 Fremontia Lane
Sand Diego, CA 92115

Don Macdonald
6274 Rockhurst Drive Walter Mitte
San Diego, CA 92120 5940 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120
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Richard Boyden Macfie
6251 Brynwood Court
San Diego, CA 92120

Robert Montana
6223 Mary Lane Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Arthur S. Moreau, Esq.

Carey L. Cooper, Esq.
Klinedinst PC

501 West Broadway, Suite 600
San Diego, CA 92101

Thomas J. Mulder
6525 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Helen Norman
6148 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

David & Barbara Oliver
5401 Del Cerro Boulevard
San Diego, CA 92120

Jack & Caterina Palestini
6011 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Michael and Mary Parende
5651 Genoa Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Renee Park
5634 Adobe Falls Place
Del Cerro, CA 92120

Paula Brown Peeling
5908 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Milo and Jeanette Peterson
5737-A Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92110

John F. Pilch
P.O. Box 19246
San Diego, CA 92159-0246

Elein S. Racine
5922 Eldergardens Street
San Diego, CA 92120

Alan C. Reed
5821 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Robert R. Rinehart
6434 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Sheryl Schultz-Rose
5779 Theta Place
San Diego, CA 92120

Marc Rosenberg
5945 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Sally Roush g
5500 Campanile Drive
MC 1620

San Diego, CA 92182

William Rowland
4540 E] Cerrito Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Mark Rawlins
6652 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Alex and Kathryn Ruiz
6110 Capri Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Jerry Satuloff
5581-C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Moselio Schaechter

Adjunct Professor, San Diego State
University

6345 Rockhurst Drive

San Diego, CA 92120

Ray & Suzanna Schumacher
6160 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120
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Jeri Deneen and John Powell
Deneen Powell Atelier, Inc.
5924 Adobe Falls Road

San Diego, CA 92120

Roy H. Seifert, Land Architect
10780 Queen Avenue
La Mesa, CA 91941

Michael and Margaret Sexton
6335 Lambda Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Clydene J. Shepherd
5657 Adobe Falls Place
San Diego, CA 92120

Frank Shine
5555 Yerba Anita Drive
San Diego, CA 92115-1026

Bill & Edie Singer
6002 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Mary Skulavik
6393 Park Ridge Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Mr. Charles E. Sloan
5860 Arboles Street
San Diego, CA 92120

Greta Sloan

Sloan Property Management
5173 Waring Road

PMB 350

San Diego, CA 92120-2705

Troy L. Smith
5824 Malvern Ct.
San Diego, CA 92120

John M. Stevenson
6210 Camino Corto
San Diego, CA 92120

Robert G. Stewart
6337 Dwane Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120
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Patricia Teaze
5681 Linfield Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Ron and Dolores Thiel
6212 Capri Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Amye & Mae Cubberley-Thomas
6107 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Susan Thomas
6154 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Mark Thomsen, MTS
1255 Imperial Avenue, Suite 1000
San Diego, CA 92101

Catherine J. Todd
6027 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Walt and Marilyn Tom
6184 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Mike Toomey
6126 Capri Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Dolores P. Torik
56731-C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Warren B. Treisman
6398 Del Cerro Blvd., Ste. 5
San Diego, CA 92120

Martin J. Tully
6112 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Edward and Barbara Underwood
5995 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120
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Nancy Sussman, Esq.
5667 Raymar Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Barbara Weldon
6131 Romany Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Wertz McDade Wallace Moot & Brower
Jenny K. Goodman, Esq.

J. Michael McDade, Esq.

945 Fourth Avenue

San Diego, CA 92101

Ron and Jeanne Withem
6151 Capri Drive
San Diego, CA 92120-4648

Jay Wilson
5836 Arbolas Street
San Diego, CA 92120

Dr. Barbara Walsh
6454 Caminito Estrellado
San Diego, CA 92120

Lynn A. Wink
5823 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Jo Ruth Wright
5631-D Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Valarie Yruretgoyena
9222 Wister Drive
La Mesa, CA 91941

Ruth Zlotoff
5983 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

7.0 LIST OF PERSONS WHO PREPARED INITIAL STUDY

This [Revised] Notice of Preparation and Initial Study was prepared by SDSU Facilities
Planning, Design and Construction. The persons participating in the Initial Study include: (a)
W. Anthony Fulton, Director of Facilities Planning, Design and Construction; (b) Lauren
Cooper, Associate Director, Facilities Planning, Design and Construction; (¢) June Collins,
Principal, Environmental Sciences Division, Dudek; (d) Sarah Lozano, Environmental Planner,
Environmental Sciences Division, Dudek; and, (e) Mark J. Dillon and Michael S. Haberkorn,

Gatzke Dillon & Ballance LLP.
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL

I am a resident of the County of San Diego; I am over the age of 18 years and not a party
to this matter. My business address is: 1525 Faraday Avenue, Suite 150, Carlsbad, California,
92008.

On April 17, 2007, 1 served the afttached document: [REVISED] NOTICE OF
PREPARATION OF DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; INITIAL STUDY -
SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY 2007 CAMPUS MASTER PLAN REVISION, by placing
true copies thereof, enclosed in a sealed envelope, addressed as follows:

SEE ATTACHMENT A

I placed said envelopes with Golden State Overnight, each marked "Guaranteed Priority
Ovemight Delivery."

Pursuant to these practices, with which I am readily familiar, the sealed and addressed envelopes
are deposited in the ordinary course of business with Golden State Overnight at 1525 Faraday
Avenue, Suite 150, Carlsbad, California 92008. On the same date, they are collected and
processed by Golden State Overnight.

I further served the attached document by placing a true copy thereof, enclosed in a sealed
envelope, with First Class/Certified Mail/Return Receipt Requested postage thereon fully
prepaid, in the United States mail at Carlsbad, California, addressed as follows:

SEE ATTACHMENT B

I am “readily familiar” with the firm’s practice for the collection and processing of
correspondence for mailing. It is deposited with U.S. Postal Service on the same day in the
ordinary course of business. I am aware that service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation

date or postage meter date is more than one day after the date of deposit for mailing in the
affidavit.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on April 17, 2007, in Carlsbad, California.

Lili Mansour
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Attachment A
GGolden State Overniosht

U.S. Fish And Wildlife Service
Carlsbad Fish And Wildlife Office
Therese O’Rourke, Assistant Field
Supervisor

Ayoola Folarin

6010 Hidden Valley Road

Carlsbad, Ca 92011

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Pacific Region

California/Nevada Operations Office
Steve Thompson, Operations Manager

2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

San Diego Field Office

Robert Smith

Laurie Ann Monarres

16885 West Bernardo Drive, Suite 300A
San Diego, CA 92127

State of California

Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research

State Clearinghouse and Planning
Unit

Scott Morgan, Senior Planner

1400 Tenth Street

Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

California Department of Parks
And Recreation

Office of Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Officer
1416 Ninth Street, Room 1442
Sacramento, CA 95814

Department of California Highway
Patrol

J.K. Bailey, Captain

2555 First Ave.

Sacramento, CA 95818

Division of State Architect

San Diego Regional Office
Mahendra Mehta, Regional Manager
16680 West Bernardo Drive

San Diego, CA 92127

Native American Heritage
Commission

Carol Gaubatz, Program Analyst
915 Capital Mall, Room 364
Sacramento, CA 95814

State of California

Department of Fish & Game
South Coast Regional Office
Michael Mulligan, Deputy Regional
Manager

Conservation Planning Supervisor
Heather Schmalbach

4949 Viewridge Avenue

San Diego, CA 92123

San Diego Regional Water Quality
Control Board

John Robertus, Executive Director
Christopher Means

9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100

San Diego, CA 92123-4340

San Diego Air Pollution
Control District

10124 Old Grove Road
San Diego, CA 92131

State of California

Department of Forestry & Fire
Protection

Office of the State Fire Marshall

Steve Guarino, Code Enforcement South

602 East Huntington, Suite A
Monrovia, CA 91016-3600
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State of California

Dept. of Toxic Substances Control
Southern California Cleanup
Operations Branch — Cypress

Greg Holmes, Unit Chief

5796 Corporate Avenue

Cypress, CA 90630-4732

State of California
Department of Transportation
Caltrans — District 11
Development Review Branch
Alex Cox, Chief

2829 Juan Street

San Diego, CA 92110

County of San Diego Recorder/Clerk
The County Administration Center
1600 Pacific Highway

Room 206, MS, A-33

San Diego, CA 92101

Office of the City Attorney

City of San Diego

Marianne Greene, Deputy City Attorney
1200 Third Avenue, Suite 1620

San Diego, CA 92101-4108

City of San Diego Development
Services

Terri Bumgardner

Robert J. Manis, Assistant Deputy
Director .
Land Development Review Division
1222 First Avenue, MS 501

San Diego, CA 92101-4155

College Community Project Area
Committee

Michael Fortney, Project Manager

c/o City of San Diego Redevelopment
Agency

600 B Street, Suite 400

San Diego, CA 92101

[Revised] Notice of Preparation
and Initial Study

Land Use and Economic Development
Jim Waring, Deputy Chief

City of San Diego

202 C Street, 9th Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

San Diego County Dept. of
Environmental Health

1255 Imperial Avenue, 3rd Floor
San Diego, CA 92101
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T1.S. Certified Mail/Return Receint

California State Senate

Senator Dede Alpert, 39th District
1557 Columbia Street (District Office)
San Diego, CA 92101-2934

California State Senate
Senator Christine Kehoe
2445 Fifth Avenue, Suite 200
San Diego, CA 92101

City of San Diego Planning Department
Mary Wright

202 C Street, 4® Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

San Diego Association of
Governments

(SANDAG)

Stephan M. Vance

Senior Regional Planner
401 B Street, Suite 800
San Diego, CA 92101-4231

San Diego County

Department of Planning and Land
Use

Eric Gibson, Deputy Director

5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B

San Diego, CA 92123

Office of the City Attorney

City of San Diego

Christine M. Fitzgerald, Dep. City Atty.
Joe B. Cordileone, Dep. City Atty.
1200 Third Avenue, Suite 1620

San Diego, CA 92101-4108

San Diego Police Department
Chief William Lansdowne
1401 Broadway

San Diego, CA 92101-5729

San Diego County Water Authority
4677 Overland Avenue
San Diego, CA 92123

City of San Diego

Fire-Rescue Department

Tracy Jarman, Chief

Samuel L. Oates, Deputy Fire Chief
1010 Second Avenue, Suite 300
San Diego, CA 92101

City of San Diego Planning
Department

Melissa Devine

College Area Community Planner
202-C Street, MS4A

San Diego, CA 92101

City of San Diego Planning
Department

Lesley Henegar

Navajo Area Community Planner
202-C Street, MS4A

San Diego, CA 92101

Metropolitan Transit Development
Board

Conan Cheung, Planning Director
1255 Imperial Avenue, Suite 1000
San Diego, CA 92101-7490

City of San Diego

Engineering and Capital Projects
Patti Boekamp, Acting Deputy Director
1010 Second Avenue, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

City of San Diego Wetland Advisory
Board

Robin Stribley

202 C Street, MS 35

San Diego, CA 92101
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City of San Diego Water Department
Carolyn McQueen, Associate Planner
600 B Street, Suite 700, MS 907

San Diego, CA 92101-4506

City of La Mesa

Bill Chopyk, Planning & Development
Services Director

8130 Allison Avenue

P. 0. Box 937

La Mesa, California 91944-0937

Jim Madaffer, City Councilmember
7th  District

City Administration Building

202 “C” Street

San Diego, CA 92101

San Diego Historical Resources Board
City Administration Building

Council Committee Room, 12th Floor
202 C Street

San Diego, CA 92101

City of El Cajon

Kathi Henry, City Manager
Mary Ann Prall

200 East Main Street

El Cajon, California 92020-3996

Gary Klockenga

Government Publications Librarian
San Diego Public Library

820 ‘E’ Street

San Diego, CA 92101

Allied Gardens/Benjamin Branch
Library

5188 Zion Avenue

San Diego, CA 92120-2728

College Rolando Branch Library
6600 Montezuma Road
San Diego, CA 92115

[Revised] Notice of Preparation
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San Carlos Branch Library
7265 Jackson Drive
San Diego, CA 92119

SDSU Library

Government Publications, 3rd Floor
5500 Campanile Drive -

San Diego, CA 92182-8050

Assistant Chief of Police William Maheu
San Diego Police Department

1401 Broadway

San Diego, CA 92101-5729

Merrilee Willoughby, Demographer
San Diego City Schools

4100 Normal Street

Annex 2, Room 101

San Diego, CA 92103-2682

CSU Physical Planning and
Development

California State University

David A. Rosso

401 Golden Shore

Long Beach, California 90802-4209

Navajo Community Planners
Incorporated

Matt Adams, Chair

¢/o Building Industry Association

9201 Spectrum Center Blvd., Suite 110
San Diego, CA 92123

Allied Gardens Community Council
Cindy Martin

P.O. Box 600425

San Diego, CA 92160-0425

Associated Students of SDSU
San Diego State University

Matt Keipper, President

5500 Campanile Drive

Lower Aztec Center, Room 104
San Diego, California 92182-7804
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Jamul Indian Village
Lee Acebedo, Chairman
P.O. 612

Jamul, California 91935

La Posta Band of Mission Indians
Gwendolyn Parrada, Chairperson
Crestwood Road

P.O. Box 1048

Boulevard, California 91905

Manzanita Band of Mission Indians
Leroy J. Elliott, Chairperson

P.O. Box 1302

Boulevard, California 91905

The Barona Band of Mission Indians
Clifford M. LaChappa, Tribal
Chairperson

1095 Barona Road

Lakeside, CA 92040

The Campo Band of Mission Indians
Paul Cuero, Jr., Chairperson

36190 Church Road

Campo, CA 91906

The Mesa Grande Band of Mission
Indians

Mark Romero, Chairman

P.O. Box 270

Santa Ysabel, CA 92070

San Pasqual Band of Mission Indians
Allen Lawson, Chairman

27458 North Lake Wohlford Road
Valley Center, CA 92082

The Santa Ysabel Band of Mission
Indians

Johnny Hernandez, Chairman

P.O. Box 130

Santa Ysabel, CA 92070

The Sycuan Band of Mission Indians
David Tucker, Chairperson

5459 Dehesa Road

Cajon, CA 92019

The Ewiiaapaap Tribal Office
Harlan Pinto, Chairperson

4054 Willow Road

Alpine, CA 91901

The Viejas Band of Mission Indians
Steven Tesam, Chairperson

P.O. Box 908

Alpine, CA 91903

Kumeyaa Cultural Repatriation
Committee

Steve Banegas

1095 Barona Road

Lakeside, CA 92040

San Diego County Archaeological
Society, Inc.

Environmental Review Committee
James W. Royle, Jr., Chairperson
P.O. Box 81106

San Diego, CA 92138-1106

San Diego Audubon Society
Chris Redfern, Executive Director
4891 Pacific Highway, Suite 112
San Diego, CA 92110

San Diego Historical Society

David S. Watson, Executive Director
1649 El Prado, Suite 3

San Diego, CA 92101

Mission Trails Recreational Park
Citizens Advisory Committee
Dorothy Leonard, Chair

Walter Odenning, Ph.D.

4245 Tambor Court

San Diego, CA 92124
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Friends of Adobe Falls
Audrey Delahoussaye
5681 Del Cerro Boulevard
San Diego CA 92120

Smoke Tree Adobe Falls Owners
Association

Patrick Culkin, President, Board of
Directors

5657 Adobe Falls Road

San Diego, CA 92120

California Native Plant Society
¢/o Natural History Museum
P.O. Box 121390

San Diego, CA 92112

Del Cerro Action Council
Anne Brunkow, President
P.O. Box 600801

San Diego, CA 92160

San Diego River Park Foundation
Rob Hutsel

4891 Pacific Highway, Suite 114
San Diego, CA 92110

College Area Community Council
c/o Doug Case, Chair

5444 Reservoir Drive #20

San Diego, CA 92120

Sandy Alter, CACC
5520 Mary Lane Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

John Adamske, CACC
5105 Remington Road
San Diego, CA 92115

Aaryn Belfer, CACC
6321 Mesita Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

[Revised] Notice of Preparation
and Initial Study

Michael Bloom, CACC
5505 Mary Lane Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Jim Boggus, CACC
5394 Caminito Velasquez
San Diego, California 92124

Dan Cornthwaite, CACC
5161 College Gardens Court
San Diego, CA 92115

Sally Ellis, CACC
5511 Drover Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

" Judi Hopps, CACC

5041 Tierra Baja Way
San Diego, CA 92115

Rev. Doug Knutson-Keller, CACC
7544 Volclay Drive
San Diego, CA 92119

Christina Kish, CACC
4704 College Avenue
San Diego, CA 92115

Mike Matthews, CACC
5076 College Place
San Diego, CA 92115

Charles Maze, CACC
4677 El Cerrito Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Martin Montesano, CACC
5840 Lindo Paseo Drive, #18
San Diego, CA 92115

Scott Moomjian, CACC
427 C Street, Suite 220
San Diego, CA 92101
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Rosary Grace Nepi, CACC
5105 Walsh Way
San Diego, CA 92115

Thomas Phelps, CACC
5255 Rincon Street
San Diego, CA 92115

Jan Riley, CACC
4655 60th Street
San Diego, CA 92115

Harold Webber, CACC
4968 Cresita Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Architects Mosher Drew Watson
Ferguson

Edie Andrade

Marketing Director

4206 West Point Loma Blvd., Suite 200
San Diego, CA 92110

Hope Engineering

Carol Gilmore, Marketing Coordinator
1301 Third Avenue, Suite 300

San Diego, CA 92101

Alvarado Hospital Medical Center
Harris Koenig, Chief Executive Officer
6655 Alvarado Road

San Diego, CA 92120-5298

The Carolyn M. Holmer Trust
US Bank, H. Eugene Swantz, Jr.
Joan Rapp, Co-Trustees

Re: 6367 Alvarado Court

400 Prospect Street

La Jolla, CA 92037

S. Akotles
6130 Romany Drive
San Diego, CA 92120-4610

Don & Maxine Amundson
6143 Arno Drive
San Diego, California 92120

Emily J. Anderson
6186 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Steve Barlow
5130 68th Street
San Diego, CA 92115

The Matthew Basham Family
6142 Romany Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Emma Lou Beecroft:
6286 Lambda Drive
San Diego, CA 92190-4606

John Benz
6151 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

R. L. Berlet
4962 Cresita Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Samuel W. Bettwy

Susan R. Benninghoff-Bettwy
5924 Arboles Street

San Diego, CA 92120

Len Bloom

2851 Camino del Rio South
Suite 400

San Diego, CA 92108

Walter and Jacqueline Bochenek

5873 Madra Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Joyce Pepper and Paul Bragoli
5956 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120
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Priscilla Bramlette
5882 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Sue Braun
6515 Crystalaire Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Jane F. Bredon
4052 Loma Riviera Circle
San Diego, CA 92110

Alice Buck
1555 Sixth Avenue
San Diego, CA 92101-3215

James and Patricia Call
6285 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Sharon Carter
5926 Madra Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Fred & Michele Casey
5811 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Stephen Chan
5678 Adobe Falls Place
San Diego, CA 92120

Randy and Toni Chase
5758 Malvern Court
San Diego, CA 92120

Celia Chavez
5272 Tipton Street
San Diego, CA 92115

Rosemary Chosn
5611 Raymar Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

[Revised] Notice of Preparation
and Initial Study

Warren Clement
6054 College Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Joe and Carolyn Colmie
5667-A Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92182

Mr. Charlie Conatser
Ms. Shirley Conatser
6247 Chrismark Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Ann B. Cottrell
5111 Manhasset
San Diego, CA 92115

Pat Culkin
5683-C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Anita Colmie
5563-B Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Dudek and Associates
June Collins

605 Third Street
Encinitas, CA 92024

Roberta and Donald Eidemiller
5328 Hewlett Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Marsha Eiseman
6166 Amo Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Kevin J. Elliott, President
Roel Construction Co., Inc.
3366 Kurtz Street

San Diego, CA 92110
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Kathy Fennell
6003 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Craig & Angie Fisher
5605 Adobe Falls Place
San Diego, CA 92120

Scott Flaming
6128 Lourdes Terrace
San Diego, CA 92120

Dr. and Mrs. Donald R. Fleming
5968 Caminito De La Taza
San Diego, CA 92120

Ray Fluta

LCDR U.S. Navy, Ret
5581A Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Lotte Garber
5670 Genoa Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Steve Gilbert
5832 Lancaster Drive
San Diego, CA 92120-4533

Agatha Graney
6142 Ao Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Pauline Graves
5125 Alumni Place
San Diego, CA 92115

Pamela & John Gray
5787 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Estelle Greenstein
6235 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

John Hale, P.E.
5871 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Albert E. Harasty
6170 Romany Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Oakley S. Harper
6229 Cypress Point Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Toby S. Hartman
5637-C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Jeffrey and Marilyn Hinck
5664 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Morton and Naomi Hirshman
5855 Madra Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Michele Nash-Hoff
6360 Glenmont Street
San Diego, CA 92120

Sarah B. Husbands
6375 Elmhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Patricia Isberg
6006 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

David Jespersen
6219 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Stuart R. and Yoelles Josephs
6408 Crystalaire Drive
San Diego, CA 92120-3834
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Abe Kassam and Paula Kassam,
Trustees

PAK Properties Trust

5942 Madra Avenue

San Diego, CA 92120

David A. and Claudia Kay
750 “B” Street, Suite 1850
San Diego, CA 92101

Stanley E. King
4360 Woodland Drive
La Mesa, CA 91941

Carol Klinger
5565C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Evelyn Kooperman
Silver Gate Publications
7579 Rowena Street

San Diego, CA 92119

Armin and Rhea Kuhlman
5069 Catoctin Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Jennifer Landers
5971 Lance Street
San Diego, CA 92120

Steve Laub
7593 El Paseo Street
La Mesa, CA 91942

[Revised] Notice of Preparation
and Initial Study

Tvan Jackson & Leisa Lukes
6167 Aro Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Mrs. Betty Lyberg
6174 Camino Rico
San Diego, CA 92120-3118

Don Macdonald
6274 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Richard Boyden Macfie
6251 Brynwood Court
San Diego, CA 92120

Robert Mackey
5814 Malvern Court
San Diego, CA 92120

Judith Mansfield
6555 Norman Lane
San Diego, CA 92120

Mary Manzella
6019 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Glen & Shirley Marcus
5640 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Nancy A. Marlin, Provost
San Diego State University
5500 Campanile Drive

Larry Lipera San Diego, CA 92182-8010
6466 Wandermere Drive
San Diego, CA 92120 Tom Martin
5616 Mamme Avenue
Douglas and Beverly Livingston San Diego, CA 92120
6266 Lambda Drive
San Diego, CA 92120 Juan A. Martinez
Jacqueline Kenworthy-Martinez
5786 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120
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Brian J. McCullough
5853 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Amy Jo McVeigh
6149 Armo Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Mary and Bob Medearis
5862 Lancaster Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Dorothy Millbern
5463 Fremontia Lane
Sand Diego, CA 92115

Walter Mitte
5940 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Robert Montana
6223 Mary Lane Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Arthur S. Moreau, Esq.
Carey L. Cooper, Esq.
Klinedinst PC

501 West Broadway, Suite 600
San Diego, CA 92101

Thomas J. Mulder
6525 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Helen Norman
6148 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

David & Barbara Oliver
5401 Del Cerro Boulevard
San Diego, CA 92120

Jack & Caterina Palestini
6011 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Michael and Mary Parende
5651 Genoa Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Renee Park
5634 Adobe Falls Place
Del Cerro, CA 92120

Paula Brown Peeling
5908 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Milo and Jeanette Peterson
5737-A Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92110

John F. Pilch
P.O. Box 19246
San Diego, CA 92159-0246

Jeri Deneen and John Powell
Deneen Powell Atelier, Inc.
5924 Adobe Falls Road

San Diego, CA 92120

Elein S. Racine
5922 Eldergardens Street
San Diego, CA 92120

Alan C. Reed
5821 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Robert R. Rinehart
6434 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Sheryl Schultz-Rose
5779 Theta Place
San Diego, CA 92120

Marc Rosenberg
5945 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120
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Sally Roush

5500 Campanile Drive
MC 1620

San Diego, CA 92182

William Rowland
4540 El Cerrito Drive
San Diego, CA 92115

Mark Rawlins
6652 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Alex and Kathryn Ruiz
6110 Capri Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Jerry Satuloff
5581-C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Moselio Schaechter

Adjunct Professor, San Diego State
University

6345 Rockhurst Drive

San Diego, CA 92120

Ray & Suzanna Schumacher
6160 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Roy H. Seifert, Land Architect
10780 Queen Avenue
La Mesa, CA 91941

Michael and Margaret Sexton
6335 Lambda Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Clydene J. Shepherd
5657 Adobe Falls Place
San Diego, CA 92120

[Revised] Notice of Preparation
and Initial Study

Frank Shine
5555 Yerba Anita Drive
San Diego, CA 92115-1026

Bill & Edie Singer
6002 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Mary Skulavik
6393 Park Ridge Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Mr. Charles E. Sloan
5860 Arboles Street
San Diego, CA 92120

Greta Sloan

Sloan Property Management
5173 Waring Road

PMB 350

San Diego, CA 92120-2705

Troy L. Smith
5824 Malvern Ct.
San Diego, CA 92120

John M. Stevenson
6210 Camino Corto
San Diego, CA 92120

Robert G. Stewart
6337 Dwane Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Nancy Sussman, Esq.
5667 Raymar Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120

Patricia Teaze
5681 Linfield Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120
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Ron and Dolores Thiel
6212 Capri Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Amye & Mae Cubberley-Thomas
6107 Arno Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Susan Thomas
6154 Armo Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Mark Thomsen, MTS
1255 Imperial Avenue, Suite 1000
San Diego, CA 92101

Catherine J. Todd
6027 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Walt and Marilyn Tom
6184 Amo Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Mike Toomey
6126 Capri Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Dolores P. Torik
56731-C Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Warren B. Treisman
6398 Del Cerro Blvd., Ste. 5
San Diego, CA 92120

Martin J. Tully
6112 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Edward and Barbara Underwood

5995 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

Dr. Barbara Walsh
6454 Caminito Estrellado
San Diego, CA 92120

Barbara Weldon
6131 Romany Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

Wertz McDade Wallace Moot &
Brower

Jenny K. Goodman, Esq.

J. Michael McDade, Esq.

945 Fourth Avenue

San Diego, CA 92101

Ron and Jeanne Withem
6151 Capri Drive
San Diego, CA 92120-4648

Jay Wilson
5836 Arbolas Street
San Diego, CA 92120

Lynn A. Wink
5823 Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Jo Ruth Wright
5631-D Adobe Falls Road
San Diego, CA 92120

Valarie Yruretgoyena
9222 Wister Drive
La Mesa, CA 91941

Ruth Zlotoff
5983 Del Cerro Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92120

San Diego State University
2007 Campus Master Plan Revision

Page 61 of 61
April 17, 2007



SDSU
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research

State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit e
Amold Schwarzenegger Cynthia Bryant
Governor Director

Notice of Preparation

February 5, 2007

To: Reviewing Agencies

Re: San Diego State University 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision
SCH# 2007021020

Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the San Diego State University 2007
Campus Master Plan Revision draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency.
This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a timely
manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the
environmental review process.

Please direct your comments to:

Lauren Cooper

California State University, San Diego
5500 Camponile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182-1624

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project.

If you have any questicns about the envirenmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at
(916) 445-0613.

Sincerely,

b

Scott Morgan
Senior Planner, State Clearinghouse

Attachments
cc: Lead Agency

1400 TENTH STREET P.0O.BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044
TEL (916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2007021020
Project Title  San Diego State University 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision
Lead Agency California State University, San Diego
Type NOP Notice of Preparation
Description Revisions to San Diego State University's (SDSU) Campus Master Plan to provide a framework for
implementing SDSU's goals and programs for the campus by identifying needed buildings, facilities,
improvements and services to support campus growth and development from current SDSU
enroliment 25,000 full-time equivalent students (FTES) to a new Campus Master Plan enroliment of
35,000 FTES by the 2024-25 academic year. To accommodate the projected student increase, the
proposed project involves the near-term and long-term development of classroom, housing and
student support facilities on approximately 55 acres of land located throughout the SDSU central
campus, Alvarado and Adobe Falls Areas.
Lead Agency Contact
Name lLauren Cooper
Agency California State University, San Diego
Phone (619) 594-6619 Fax
email
Address 5500 Camponile Drive
City San Diego State CA Zip 92182-1624
Project Location
County San Diego
City San Diego
Region
Cross Streets  College Avenue/Interstate 8
Parcel No.
Township Range Section Base
Proximity to:
Highways
Airports
Railways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use Colleges and Universities and Open Space
Project Issues  Aesthetic/Visual; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Biological Resources; Flood Plain/Flooding; Forest
Land/Fire Hazard; Geologic/Seismic; Noise; Population/Housing Balance; Public Services;
Recreation/Parks; Schools/Universities; Sewer Capacity; Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Solid
Waste; Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Vegetation; Water Quality; Water Supply;
Wetland/Riparian; Growth Inducing; Landuse; Cumulative Effects
Reviewing Resources Agency; Office of Historic Preservation; Department of Parks and Recreation; Department
Agencies of Water Resources; Department of Fish and Game, Region 5; Department of Health Services; Native

American Heritage Commission; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 11; Department of Toxic
Substances Control; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 9

Date Received

02/05/2007 Start of Review 02/05/2007 End of Review 03/06/2007

Note: Blanks in data fields resuit from insufficient information provided by lead agency.
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Roy H. Seifert
Land Architect
Land Planning / Recreational Resorts / Tourism Management
Tel: (619) 440-7575  Fax: (619) 440-0164
E Mail: royhseifert@cox.net

February 8, 2007

Stephen L. Weber, President
San Diego State University

Dear President Weber,

Please allow me to reintroduce myself. We were introduced by Dr. Darrell Holmes,
then retired from the Presidency of Northern Colorado University, about 10 years ago
during a gathering on campus with Don Correyl and many other former outstanding
staff members including Dr. Sue Earnest, my English professor in 1948.

I was privileged to be the Campus Land Architect consultant from 1967 through 1977.
It was my professional pleasure to have saved the Scripps Park Area from being used
as a parking area. In addition, the Building Architect’s Master Plan called for a rigid
parallel and perpendicular walk system pattern that would have developed a formal
unnatural campus atmosphere leading down to Scripps Cottage. The resultant grading
would have brutally damaged the character of that valuable campus use area. This
formal concept is now dominant in the new Master Plan of the campus.

There was a student protest when the Scripps Park Area was proposed to become a
parking area. Because of the students’ interest to dispute the use of that area that was
to become Scripps Park, I felt it was my responsibility to challenge the Master Plan
for the campus. When reviewing my Scripps Park Concept, the Executive Dean, Tony
Cover, the building coordinator, President Golding and the students supported the
park design and through the help of Student Union funds, the Park became a reality.

I was also engaged to design the10 acre parking area at College Avenue and Interstate
8. It was a challenge to preserve the streambed and a good portion of the character of
the site, with a demand for 700 cars on a hilly site. However, we did maintain the
neighbors’ real estate value by reducing the visual blight with creative grading, human
engineering and with the retention of several boulder outcrops.

Having reviewed the proposed development on the north side of Interstate 8 campus
property, my group urge you to use all of your power to cease the expansion of the
campus in this area. The current Campus Master Plan will augment a negative
social and economic impact that will contribute to a self-destructive society in a city
already overdeveloped. It is in the community’s interest to reconsider a faulty plan.

Sincerely, /1)007 A ﬁ/ M

Roy H/ Seifert
Enclosed: Letter sent to the San Diego Union: Letters to the Editor J anuary 2007




Letters to the Editor ~ Fax: 260-5081
San Diego Union / Tribune P. O. Box 120191 San Diego, Calif. 9112-0191

Regarding The Manchester / Navy Development:

The social & economic impact of the built environment and how much it
affects human behavior is one of the least understood social problems in land
development management circles.

To understand the above statement, think about how you feel when driving on
a crowded freeway, fighting traffic and/or breathing carbon monoxide in a
packed parking structure. Could this series of events affect how you feel after
arriving at your work-station? If so, could this influence your efficiency while
overcoming these negative experiences? How would these impacts compare
with how you feel while viewing a frog pond surrounded by boulders, shrubs
and the sound of a bird in a quiet mountain area? If after comparing these two
contrasting experiences, is there a marked difference about your emotional
response? Absolutely yes, it does make a difference!

In understanding the above; it can be stated that the physical environment is
the cause of good or bad efficiency and/or behavior. The possibility that an
individual can respond positively or negatively to the physical environment
must be recognized in designing land for human use. If the truth of this
response be fully understood, then the physical environment could promote a
child to feel so comfortable on a school ground that it would promote the
child’s interest to learn about the goods of life that develops a better citizen,
not to mention that it could attract the most qualified teachers.

The proposed Manchester development has a responsibility to understand that
housing, tourism and business developments should be studied carefully to
determine the potential social and economic impact on our communities.

ﬁgﬁ? N Sefud
Roy H¥ Seifert -

10780 Queen Avenue La Mesa, California 91941
Tel: (619) 440-7575 Fax: (619) 440-0164
E Mail: rovhseifert@cox.net

To the Editor: The above land architect designed the 10 acre San Diego State University
Parking Lot at Interstate 8 and College Avenue (across from Del Cerro) featured in an
article in the Union /Tribune on August 22, 1971. There was much opposition to the

- isual impact of 700 cars. After the sculptured grading was complete and before a shrub or
tree was installed, there was only happy commentary to SDSU. Neighbors felt relief.



So/.

San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc.

>
14'; Environmental Review Committee
-~

N & | 12 February 2007

To: Ms. Lauren Cooper
Associate Director of Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
Business and Financial Affairs
San Diego State University
5500 Campanile Drive
San Diego, California 92182-1624

Subject: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
San Diego State University 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision

Dear Ms. Cooper:

Thank you for the Notice of Preparation for the subject project, received by SDCAS last week.

We note the inclusion, as is appropriate, of cultural resources in the list of subject areas to be
addressed in the DEIR. We note, however, that while the initial study addresses the possibility
of impacts to cultural resources in the vicinity of Adobe Falls, it needs to also consider the
potential for impacts to archaeological resources that may have been buried by soil deposition
due to natural or human forces, or which may have been covered by streets, parking lots, etc.
These possibilities appear to need to be addressed particularly in the Alvarado area, through
archaeological monitoring of geotechnical testing and, as may be recommended by a qualified
archaeologist (i.e., Register of Professional Archaeologists member), archaeological monitoring
of demolition and grading activities.

We look forward to reviewing the DEIR during the public comment period. To that end, please
include us in the distribution of the DEIR, and also provide us with a copy of the cultural
resources technical report(s).

SDCAS appreciates being included in the environmental review process for this project.

Sincerely,

DIz
mes W. Royle, Jr., Cha

Environmental Review Cormhittee

cc: SDCAS President
File

P.O. Box 81106 @ San Diego, CA 92138-1106 e (858) 538-0935



Stanley E. King
4360 Woodland Dr.
La Mesa, CA 91941

February 14, 2007

Stephen L. Weber
President

San Diego State University
5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182-8000

Dear Sir:

I have recently become aware of San Diego State University’s plan to enlarge the
campus once again. Part of this endeaver would be to build across Interstate eight
in the Adobe Falls area of Del Cerro.

While apparently SDSU sees a need to expand because of i increasing enroliment, I
find, that the proposed expansion plan would not be in the best interest of people
living in the surrounding community and especially the Adobe Falls area.

Many among us talk about maintaining the quality of life in our communities. The
Adobe Falls region acts as a buffer from the freeway and university. With the
planned expansion this buffer would be destroyed.

The added enrollment as envisioned by SDSU, an increase to 35,000 students, would
seriously impact the surrounding area, with increased traffic congestion, noise, and
greatly affect the people who already live there.

Rather than continue to build out SDSU into a mega university, would it not be
better to establish a satellite campus in the South Bay area of the county. This in
turn would reduce pressure on the main campus, reduce potential traffic in the area
and maintain the quality of life which now exists for residents in this area.

There is no such thing as a perfect plan, but I truly believe that the direction in
which SDSU is embarking is wrong.

As an aside, I would like to add that I am a lifetime alumni member of SDSU, and
would only wish the best for SDSU and the surrounding community.

Yours truly, 2 5
e A s

Stanley E. King
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NOP SCH 2007021020
SDSU Master Plan
Ms. Lauren Cooper
California State University, San Diego
5500 Campanile Drive
San Diego CA 92182-8080

Dear Ms. Cooper:

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has reviewed the Notice pf Preparation
for the San Diego State University 2007 Campus Master Plan.Revision (SCH 2007021020). The
project is located near the Fairmount Avenue and College Avenue Ramps off of Interstate 8 (I-8).
Caltrans has the following comments:

e The TIA must analyze the impacts to the freeway and interchanges of the project-generated
traffic and the cumulative traffic impacts of the project together with other developments in
the area at buildout and horizon year 2030.

e The traffic study should be prepared in accordance with the “Caltrans Guide for the
" Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies”, dated December 2002. Minimum contents of the
traffic study are listed in Appendix “A” of the TIS guide.

e An analysis of locally significant State owned intersections shall be done using Intersecting
Lane Vehicle (ILV) calculations as per the Highway Design Manual (HDM), Section 406,
page 406-21.

e The TIA should use traffic data from the latest Caltrans District 11 Traffic Volumes to
analyze the Level of Service (LOS) at all State owned facilities and mainline freeways.

e (Calirans endeavors to maintain a target Level of Service (LOS) at the transition between LOS
“C” and LOS “D” (see Appendix “C-3” of the Caltrans Guide for the Preparation of Traffic
Impact Studies, December 2002) on State owned facilities, including intersections. If an
intersection is currently below LOS C, any increase in delay from project-generated traffic
must be analyzed and mitigated.

e (altrans endeavors that any direct impacts to the state highway system be eliminated or
reduced to a level of insignificance pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) and National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) standards. Mitigation measures
must be included in the traffic impact analysis and environmental studies.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



Ms. Lauren Cooper
February 16, 2007
Page 2

e With increasing emphasis on joint involvement with Federal, State, and Public Agencies to
have as their goal providing an adequate transportation network in the year 2030, Caltrans
supports the concept of “fair share” contributions on the part of the developer for future
interchange improvement projects and/or other mitigation measures.

e Cumulative impacts of a project, together with other related projects, must be considered
when determining the project’s impacts. A cumulative impact is the sum of the impacts of
existing, other projects, and the project itself, no matter how small the contribution is from
the project itself. There is no minimum size limitation on projects that may be required to
mitigate for cumulative impacts if the project contributes to the problem in any amount.

CEQA law requires that the cumulative impacts of a project, together with other related
projects, be considered and analyzed when determining a project’s impacts.

e All lighting (including reflected sunlight) associated with this project will be placed and/or
shielded so as not to be hazardous to vehicles traveling on I-8.

e All signs visible to traffic on I-8 need to be constructed in compliance with County and State
regulations.

e Caltrans will not be held responsible for any noise impacts to this development, including the
ultimate configuration of I-8. If there is a noise impact, the developer has the responsibility
to provide the mitigation.

e Any work performed within Caltrans right of way will require an encroachment permit. For
those portions of the project within the Caltrans right of way the permit application must be
stated in English units. Information regarding encroachment permits may be obtained by
contacting our Permits Office at (619) 688-6158. Early coordination with our agency is
strongly advised for all encroachment permits. -

e Ifa developer proposes any work or improvements within Caltrans right of way, the project's
environmental studies must include such work. The developer is responsible for quantifying
the environmental impacts of the improvements (project level analysis) and completing all
appropriate mitigation measures for the impacts. The developer will also be responsible for
procuring any necessary permits or approvals from the regulatory and resource agencies for
the improvements.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Ms. Lauren Cooper
February 16, 2007
Page 3

If you have any questions regarding this project please contact Trent Clark, Development Review
Branch, at (619) 688-3140.

Development Review Branch

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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February 19, 2007

4962 Cresita Drive
San Diego, California 92115
Dr. Stephen Weber
Office of the President
5500 Campanile Drive
San Diego, California 92182 8000

Dear Dr. Weber:

Your letter of January 29, 2007 outlines an ambitious program to expand the facilities
and improve the educational environment and experience of future students and support
staff at SDSU.

As a 35 year resident in the immediate single family residential area of the University I
have observed the unabated expansion of the campus. On site and off site improvements
have been completed to serve an ever increasing student body. Over these years there has
been one constant which has dramatically affected the single family living standards.

In summary this constant can best be characterized as the willful neglect of the single
family resident’s property standards and related quality of living issues. Ever increasing
air and noise pollution from increased traffic (public and private automobile) on the
surface strecis, noise from emeigency response vehicles, public safety demands on City
of San Diego Police and Fire, trash strewn streets and rights of way, minimally
maintained streets, offsite commercial venues (of marginal economic viability) dependent
on income from college students, poorly maintained single family residences which have
been which have been taken over by student rentals, general disregard for the College
Area Community Plan (recent attempts to rewrite the plan without regard to the standing
plan approval), are just a few of the problems which delineate the ongoing conflict
between the University and the community.

Yes, the University does contribute to the economy of the neighborhood. I would submit
that there is a gross imbalance on the return of tax dollars that support the University. As
a public university the largest share of operating expenses are covered by the public tax
dollar. Absent an economic partnership with the immediate community little of the
economic activity generated by the school is returned directly to the residential



community. This is a particularly acute situation in the case of SDSU due to the fact that
it is a commuter school. Absent an adequate space and infrastructure plan to expand and
accommodate more student housing is a format that will continue to exacerbate the lack
of a shared economic support for the SDSU residential community.

As outlined in your letter the expansion plan grossly ignores the needs of the single
family residents and support structure of the college area. Implementation would further
degrade the ability of the City of San Diego to provide proportionate and proper services
to the single family residents in the college area. Traffic, noise, public safety, offsite
infrastructure construction and support, adequate onsite housing (including the provision
for proper rental/dorms facilities -1400 additional spaces is a farce given a plan for
10,000 more students), viable commercial venues which would be both complimentary to
the single family residents and students, and adequate public safety services which allow
for meaningful support of residents and students are all issues that should be addressed.

Clearly there is limited physical space to address expansion within the present campus
boundaries. Unable to adequately address and meet the needs of the surrounding
community SDSU should look to other areas of the county unless the University is
prepared to meet the requirements of its single family neighbors, community planning
group and fire and safety services of the neighborhood surrounding the campus.

It is neither equitable nor prudent to continue to ask the community to support or
participate in the SDSU expansion without direct support from the University to correct
these deficiencies.

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in addressing these issues.

Cc: University Relations & Development, SDSU
J. Madaffer, City Council, 7" District, City of San Diego
CACC
Jerry Sanders, Mayor, City of San Diego
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February 21, 2007
VIA MAIL

Lauren Cooper,

Associate Director of Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
Business and Financial Affairs,

5500 Campanile Drive,

San Diego CA 92182

Subject: Notice of Preparation of DEIR for SDSU 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision
Dear Ms. Cooper:

The City of San Diego (City) Water Department has rev1ewed the above referenced
notlce and prov1des the following comments

The project appears to be in a location that does not support any City Water Department
facilities. However, if the project encroaches on any City water facilities, coordination
with the Water Review Section of the Water Department is required. Please contact
Leonard Wilson at (619)533-4287 should you require more information.

he DEIR should discuss the availability and potential use of recycled water. The City
Water Department is strongly committed to the use of recycled water. In San Diego,
water 1s too precious a resource to be used just once. To meet future water demands and
avoid shortages, while reducing our dependence on imported water, the City has built two
water reclamation plants to treat wastewater to a level suitable for irrigation, construction
(such as for soil compaction, dust control, etc.) and other non-drinking, or non-potable
purposes, including for use in cooling towers and for toilet/urinals. Recycled water, also
referred to as reclaimed water, glves San D1ego a dependable year round locally
controlled water resource.: =z

Using recycled water is cost-effective, reliable and good for the environment. Reclaimed
water is approved for nearly all uses except drinking. Careful monitoring by State health

Water Department
600 B Street, Suite 700, MS 907 © San Diego, Colifornio 92101-4506
Tel (619) 533-4242 o Fox {619) 5335278



officials and water quality-control agencies ensures that the City’s recycled water meets
all federal, state and local water quality standards.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the DEIR.

Sincerely,

Carolyn McQueen
Associate Planner

cc: Marsi Steirer, Deputy Policy & Strategic Planning Director, Water Department
Oscar Khoury, Acting Deputy CIP Engineering Director, Water Department
Jennifer Casamassima, Water Reuse Program Manager, Water Department
Racquel Vasquez, Public Information Officer, Water Department
CIP RMU - General - 7.0



OFFICE OF CIVIL DIVISION

MARIANNE GREENE 1200 THIRD AVENUE, SUITE 1620
! DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY THE CITY ATTORNEY
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 921014178
CITY OF SAN DIEGO TELEPHONE (619) 533-5800

FAX (619) 533-5856

MICHAEL J. AGUIRRE

CITY ATTORNEY

February 21, 2007

VIA HAND DELIVERY

Ms. Lauren Cooper

Associate Director

Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
San Diego State University

5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182-1624

Dear Ms. Cooper:

Response to Notice of Preparation of Draft EIR, February 2, 2007,
San Diego State University 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision

Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.4(a) and State CEQA Guidelines section
15105, this letter is to respond to the Notice of Preparation of a Draft EIR/Initial Study dated
February 2, 2007, for the San Diego State University 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision. The
depth and breadth of the concerns previously raised by the Office of the City Attorney remain
substantially the same, and are accordingly incorporated by reference, including but not limited
to, the following documents:

e Letter, C. Zirkle to W. Fulton, City of San Diego Comments on the Draft
Environmental Impact Report for the San Diego State University 2005 Campus
Master Plan Revision, dated March 17, 2005. Copy enclosed.

e Letter, H. Cunningham to W. Fulton, Draft Environmental Impact Report and
SDSU 2005 Campus Master Plan Revision dated March 18, 2005. Copy enclosed.

e Oral Testimony, Justin Booth, Deputy City Attorney, City of San Diego, and
Mike Fortney, Project Manager, Community and Economic Development, CSU
Board of Trustees Meeting, Committee on Planning, Building and Grounds,
hearing date September 20, 2005. Copy of excerpt enclosed.

e Second Opening Brief in Series of Three, Del Cerro Action Council’s Opening
Brief, Del Cerro Action Council v. Board of Trustees of California State
University, Case No. GI C 855643, Superior Court of California, County of San
Diego, dated May 2, 2006. Copy enclosed.



Ms. Lauren Cooper -2- February 21, 2007
Associate Director

¢ Brief 3 of 3, Opening Brief of Petitioners, City of San Diego and Redevelopment
Agency of the City of San Diego, Del Cerro Action Council v. Board of Trustees
of California State University, Case No. GI C 855643, Superior Court of
California, County of San Diego, dated May 2, 2006. Copy enclosed.

With special regards to traffic and circulation, the Notice of Preparation at page 33 refers to
determining the project’s necessary fair share contribution to off-site roadway mitigation
improvements, consistent with the recent California Supreme Court decision, C ity of Marina v.
Board of Trustees, California State University, 39 Cal. 4™ 341 (2006). Yet the original entire
traffic study was fatally flawed on numerous grounds. The entire range of inadequacies
associated with the study and disclosure of traffic and circulation impacts must be cured not only
the fair share of mitigation funding. Likewise, the plethora of other inadequacies, previously
identified by the Office of the City Attorney, in the original EIR, must be fully and adequately
addressed including, but not limited to, the following:
* Adequately discussing not of some selected measures but of each and every
proposed mitigation measure. '
¢ Providing sufficient data, and adequate mitigation, to support an analysis of
impacts to population and housing. ‘
e Addressing feasible alternatives, such as decreased density, alternative locations,
and mass transit incentives, to lessen environmental impacts.
¢ Identifying inconsistencies between the project and the various community plans
governing the project area.
e Analyzing cumulative impacts not only of the project components but of the
project components combined and relative to each other.

e Addressing the project impacts on emergency services in the project vicinity.

Please be advised that the Office of the City Attorney of the City of San Diego may, upon further
review, submit additional comments to ensure that the interests in protecting the City of San
Diego from the numerous potentially significant impacts arising from the proposed project are
adequately addressed in full compliance with Public Resources Code section 21000 et. seq. and
the San Diego Municipal Code.

MICHAEL J. AGUIRRE, City Attorney

5 M e (rossme

Marianne Greene

MOG:bas
Enclosures



Response to Notice of Preparation of Draft EIR, February 2, 2007,
San Diego State University 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision

MARIANNE GREENE

DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY

OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY
1200 THIRD AVENUE, SUITE 1100
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92101-4178
TELEPHONE (619) 533-5800
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March 17, 2005 ™

W. Antheny Fulton

Director of the Office of Facilities Plamning and Management
Adminisiration Building 130

San Diego State University

5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182-1624

Subject: City of San Diego Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact
Report for the San Diego Stnte Unlversity (SDSU) 2005 Campus
Master Plan Revision _ '

Dear W. Anthony Futton:

The City of San Dizgo is a Responsible Agency for this project and we will need to use 141

the subicct document for our permitting purposes, [Long Range Planning, Transportation

Development, Park and Recreation Department Open Space Division, and the
Environmental Analysis Section have identified significant project issues that must be
addressed. ‘

Long Range Planning — Marlon Pangilinan (619-235-5293) L4-2

1. FIGURE 1.0-7 Surrounding Projects, Page 1.0-14:
The northern boundary of the proposed Paseo superblock should be extended to
the northern end of the: College Area Redevelopment Project Sub Area boundary.

[ d

TABLE 2.0-1 Cumulative Projects, Page 3.0-3:
Status for Mesa Commons should be changed to “Approved.™ Year of build omt
should read “2006.”

L4-3

“Ascltine School” should be replaced with “Mesa Commons I The project
description should read “residential development consisting of approximately 30
dwelling units.” Status should read * proposed.” Year of build out should.read
“N/ALT

3. FIGURE 2.0-1 Cumulative Projects, Page 2.0-7: Ld-4

Development Services
1222 Fist e, &S 501 @ Son g, A 971014135
1e (819) 436-5440 @

00035

@2131



L4 (cont'd)

Page2 of 15
W. Anthony Fulton
March 16, 2005

Delete “Aseltine School” with “Mesa Commons [1.”

L4-4

(cont'd)

SECTION 3.8, Land Use and Planning:
The proposed Alvarado Campus Park component of the SDSU Campus Master

Plan Revision is located with the Alvarado Road Sub Area of the Coliege Area

Redevelopment Project Area. The DEIR should provide a consistency analysis
between the proposed Alvarado Campus Park and the College Community
Redevelopment Project Master Project Plan adopted by City Council on October,
12, 1993. The analysis should address the overall goals and objectives of the
Master Project Plan, as well as the building, site design, landscape, streetscape,
circulation, and parking guidelines for the Alvarado Road Sub Area,

L4-5

1.

Transportation Development - Jim Lundquist (619-446-5361)

We have reviewed the Executive Summary section of the DEIR and offer the following
commaents:

Page ES-9 discusses a CSU limitation of mitigation for “off-site” improvements.
The DEIR also discusses “on-site’”” improvements required for the project. As
previously stated in the City’s March 20, 2001 response letter to the Final EIR for
the SDSU Campus Master Plan 2000 (to J, Patrick Drohan, Assistant Vice
Chancellor, CSU signed by Lawrence C. Monserrate) that City of San Diego does
not believe that CSU has provided substantial evidence establishing the legal
infeasibility of off-site mitigation™. Therefore, we believe that SDSU should
mitigate all on- and off-site traffic impacts.

L4-6

!\.)

Page ES-39, Table ES-2, Section 3.13 discusses Transportation/Circulationand
Parking impacts, stating the impacts 10 be unavoidable. This statement is in error,
as mitigation is simply not proposed for the project. As such, the impacts are
“unmitigated” but not “unavoidable.”

L4-7

1.

We have reviewed the Transportation/Circulation and Parking section of the DEIR and
offer the following comments:

Page 3.13-20, Table 3.13-5 “Existing Intersections Operations” states that
Coliege Avenue / Zura Way operates at LOS C in the AM peak hour and LOS D
in the PM peak hour as an unsignalized intersection in existing conditions. This
does not seem reasonable, based on field observations and the fact that SDSU will
be signalizing this intersection in the very near future.

L4-8

o

Page 3.13-22, Table 3.13-7 “Existing Residential Street Segment Operations™:
The unclassified residential streets referred to on the table as “Sub-Collector”
with an existing capacity of 2,200 ADT are misidentified. These are all correctly

L4-9

00036
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L4 (cont'd)

Page 3 of 15
W. Anthony Fulton
March 16, 2005

identified in Section 3.13.3.2 as “Unclassified”. The City of San Diego Stree! L4"9
Design Manual gives the capacity of these streets in the local street chapter. (cont'd)

3. Page 3.13-23 states that observed queues couldn’t be obtained due to the “obscure
. » \ X L4-10
location of the ramp meter”. We believe maximum observed queue and
maximum observed delay can be obtained, and should be included in this report.

4. Page 3.13-27 states that 25% of SDSU students are assumed to walk to campus.
" This assumption needs to be supporied in the DEIR with empirical data. In L4-11
addition, using trip generation rat¢s from & UCSD study doesn’t necessarily
transiate to SDSU smdents, given the “‘commuter college” nature of SDSU.

5. Page 3.13-28, Table 3.13-11 “FTES Headcount Increased Vehicle Trips”
identifies 19,874 ADT for the SDSU pontion of the master plan. These trips ¢ould
be reduced an appropriate percentage based apon empirical data regarding 14-12
assumed transit split. '

6. Page 3.13-29, Table 3.13-12 “FTES Headcount Trip Reduction Calculation Due
to Trolley” identifies a discount of 11,356 ADT for the existing and proposed
SDSU portion of the master plan. This Master Plan is not proposing 1o build the
new Trolley extension and station as a part of the project. The Trolley was
assumed in the community plan for long range traffic forecasts. For the new trips
proposed for the Master Plan, trips could be reduced an appropriate percentage 14-13
based upon empirical data regarding assumed transit split, but not for the entire
SDSU site. Further analysis based upon the assumption of reducing 11,356 ADT
is flawed and will require a new traffic and circulation section of the EIR. Asa
potential mitigation towards traffic impacts, SDSU could propose higher parking
fees and a program whereby 100% of all students, faculty and staff are issued
monthly transit passes which could be used to offset some of the raffic impacts.

7. Page 3.13-30, B, “Adobe Falls/North Campus” states “... that the housing density
of the Adobe Falls/North Campus component was determined, in large part, based
on the available roadway capacity.” As discussed in comment 1, there is no
available roadway capacity on the local residential streets proposed as access 10
this site. There are two alternative accesses which could be explored which might
serve the proposed project - access from College Avenue at the I-8 westbound
ramps and 2 flood control access off of Waring Road. In addition, a connection
between the two proposed development sites, the west and east, could be
provided. Neither of these alternatives was examined in sufficient details in this
DEIR to allow comment on them. The DEIR should be revised and these
altematives should be examined.

14-14

8. Page 3.13-50, Table 3.13-15 “Existing + Buildout Project Intersection

Operations™ 14-15

00037
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L4 (cont'd)

Page 4 of 15
W. Anthony Fulton
March 16, 2005

A. CEQA doesn’t identify a *Existing + Buildout” scenario to be
examined.

B. The table identifies si g;mﬁcant impacts to four Caltrans intersections
and one City intersection, 55 Street / Montezuma Road. Mitigation
must be identified and should be proposed by the project for these

impacts.

14-15
(cont'd)

9.

Page 3.13-33, Table 3.13-16 “Existing + Buildout Project Street Seghzcm
QOperations™ identifics significant impacts on Alvarado Road and College Avenue.
Mmganon must be identified and should be proposed by the project for these
impacts.

L4-16

10.

Page 3.13-54, Teble 3.13-17 “Existing + Buildou! Project Residential Street
Segment Operations™ incorrectly identified the capacity and level of service for
the strects shown. See comment #1.

14-17

1.

Page 3.13-60, Table 3.13-20 “Near-term Intersection Operations™ identifies
significant impacts to three Caltrans intersections and two City intersections:
College Avenue / Zura Way and College Avenue / Montezuma Road. Mitigation

“must be identified and should be proposed by the project for these impacts,

1418

12,

Page 3.13-51, Table 3.13-21 “Near-term Sireet Segment Operations™ identifies
significant impacts on Alvarado Road and College Avenue. Mitigation must be
identified and should be proposed by the project for these impacts.

L4-19

13.

Page 3.13-62, Table 3.13-22 “Near-term Residential Street Segment Operations™
incorrectly identified the capacity and level of service for the streets shown. See
comment #1. While the table shows some streets misidentified as Sub-Collestor
streets, Sub-Collector streets do not have levels of service (see Table 2 of the
City's Traffic Impact Study Manual).

L4-20

14,

Page 3.13-70, Table 3.13-25 “Horizon Year Intersection Opemtions™ identifies
significant impacts to four Caltrans intersections and three City intersections:
College Avenue / Zura Way, Coliege Avenue / Montezuma Road and Campanile
Drive / Montezuma Road. Mitigation must be identified and should be proposed
by the project for these impacts.

L4-21

15.

Page 3.13-71, Table 3.13-26 “Horizon Year Street Segment Operations™ identifies
significant impacts on Alvarado Road and College Avenue. Mitigation must be
identified and should be proposed by the project for these impacts.

L4-22

00038
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L4 (cont'd)

Page5of 15
W. Anthony Fulton
March 16, 2005

16,

Page 13-77 states that 2,000 parking spaces are to be added at SDSU. The report
should identify the general location of these sites for additional parking.

L4-23

17.

Page 3-13-88 *“Potential Residential Street Speed Issues™ including footnote 1
incorrectly states that the local street can accommodate the additional traffic. In
addition, footnotc 1 states that there are no feasible mitigation measurers
available. The local streets can not accommodate additional traffic, and other
alternatives are available to serve the proposed development which would
mitigate or eliminate these impacts. See comments 1, 4 and 10 above.

L4-24

18.

Page 3.13-89 discusses a 1993 program EIR adopted hy the City. The program
EIR identified projects and potential mitigation, assuming the developer would
contribute to the mitigation required. As an example, the Program EIR assumed
the developer of the hotel on Alvarade Road would contribute its fair share
towards the mitigation required to support the hotel. The 1993 Program EIR
allocated traffic mitigation to subareas, not to specific agencies. If SDSU, as the
developer, contributes its fair share towards these improvements, the identified
mitigation measures could be provided. Without the participation by SDSU of a
fair share mitigation, this section misleads the public that these mitigation
measures are programmed and funded and will be implemented.

L4-25

19.

Page 3.13-92 states that . .. for purposes of this EIR, all potentially significant
impacts must be considered significant and unavoidable.” The DEIR does not
propose any mitigation; reduce project alternatives or altemative accesses.
Therefore, the DEIR does not establish that the impacts are unavoidable.

L4-26

We have reviewed the Altematives section of the DEIR and offer the following
comments:

L.

Page 5.0-1 does not list the traffic impacts to the local street nebwork that serves
the Adobe Falls residential development.

L4-27

o

Page 5.0-3, Section 5.3.1 No project Altemnative incorrectly labels “unmitigated”
impacts as “unavoidable” impacts. Also, shifting “traffic burden(s)” could be
reduced at another location where capacity exists to accomumodate the increase in
traffic projects with the increase in students and related activities,

L4-28

W)

Page 5.0-12, Section 5.3.2.13 does not reflect the impacts of the Adobe Falls
residential development on the local street network.,

L4-29

Page 5.0-14, Section 5.3.3 does not recognize that the impacts of the Adobe Falls
residential development on the local street network would be eliminated.

L4-30

00039
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L4: (cont'd)

Page 6of 15
W. Anthony Fulion

March

16, 2005

Page 5.0-20 incorrectly states that the Adobe Falls component does not
significantly impact the Del Cerro local streets and, therefore, eliminating Adobe
Falls does not reduce or eliminate traffic impacts. Adobe Falls would

significantly impact the local street network, which would be climinated if Adobe

Falls were not constructed.

L4-31

Page 5.0-22 and 5.0-23, Section 5.4.1.1 staws the alternative access directly w0
College Avenue may encourage shont cut traffic and increase tnflic congestion.
This statement is unsupported in the DEIR, and cannot be justified if a cul-de~sac
street is built to serve all or part of the Adotx Falls residential development.
Also, justification for not building a local street was “to meet gradient
requirements of 2 maximum of 10%" and the impacts of a 1600 feet long. The
City’s Street Design Manual allows grades of up to 15% for residential local
streets. Therefore, the impacts of a local connecting street might have becn
misstated and should be reviewed again given these facts,

14-32

Pages 5.0-25 through 5.0-28 discuss the traffic impacts of alternative accesses to
the Adobe Falls residential development. The study goes to great lengths to
explore a cul-through traffic scenario, however, it does not provide information
for alternatives which do not allow for through traffic to use the new streets:
¢cither one connection provided 10 Waring Road or College Avenue (with or
without emergency access to another local street), nor does it utilize the potential
of a gated community with access to both Waring Road or College Avenue but
would not allow for cut-through waffic, A more in-depth discussion of these
alternatives should be presented in the DEIR to allow the decision maker the
information required to make an informed decision.

L4-33

Page 5.0-31 assumes a 60 foot right of way requirement for a local street, The
City's Streer Design Manual shows the smallest local street cross-section tobe a
28 foot pavement on a 48 foot right-of-way, which could reduce the impacts and
cost assumed in the DEIR for this alternative access.

L4-34

Section 5.0 should include an alternative which demonstrates the maximum level
of development which could be completed within the Master Plan with no
significant unrnitigated traffic impacts,

L4-35

10.

Section 5.0 should provide additional information for traffic impacts and
proposed mitigation in greater details for all alternatives in order 1o support
statements made in the Alternatives section,

L4-36

To summarize, the DEIR should be corrected as {oliows:

“ recalculate the tip generation appropriately and reanalyze the project’s
impacts. The DEIR understates the traffic impacts from the project.

L4-37
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L4 (cont'd)

Page 7of 15
W. Anthony Fulton
March 16, 2005

* separate the student instruction projects from the office/hotel/housing
developments. SDSU’s proposal from the office/hotel/housing
developments is not directly related to the education function of the L4-38
umiversity and, therefore, should be treated separately.

* provide alternative aceess for the housing development proposed north of
1-8. Several alternatives are available, with access 10 Waring Road, L4-39
College Avenue or both an option. '

* provide appropriate mitigation for each project significant impact
(City’s March 20, 2001 letter to J. Patrick Drohan, Assistant Vice
Chancellor, CSU signed by Lawrence C. Monserrate). The DEIR
consistently misstates "Because impiementation of the necessary
mitigation measures lies within the jurisdiction of the City of San Diego
and state agencies other than SDSU, all potentially significant impacts are | 1.4-40
considered significant and unavoidable.” This project should be
processed exactly like all other projects within the City of San Diego,
whereby improvements are provided through the issuing of a Permit for
Public lmprovement. By processing and funding these improvements,

_some or all of the traffic impacts could be mitigated.

* consider a program whereby 100% of all students, facility and staff are
issued monthliy transit passes which could be used to offset some of the L4-41
raffic impacts.
o an alternative which reduces or eliminates all significant traffic impacts L4-42
shouid be analyzed.

The City of San Diego’s review of traffic and related issues reviewed facilities within the
City’s jurisdiction. We note that Caltrans and the City of La Mesa also have jurisdiction

on facilities included in the DEIR. These jurisdictions should review the DEIR for L1443 |
comments on their facilities and their standards.

Park and Recreation Department Open Space Division — Paul Kilbayg (619-533-°
6739)

The Park and Recreation Department Open Space Division manages the Adobe Falls
dedicated open space parcel consisting of 4 acres of riparian and coastal sage scrub [4-44
habitat adjacent to the proposed project site. The overall Adobe Falls area, including the
state-owned parcel, has been a well utilized open space resource by the citizens of San
Diego for many years and is identified as Historical Site Number 80 in the Navajo
Community Plan,

00041
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L

Project Description Figure 1.0-11:

The figure is incorrect in that the city does not own any land to the west of
proposed Adobe Falls Rd. This is all privately-owned. The Table regarding the
City of San Diego Open Space Figures would need 1o be changed to reflect the
correct acreage. The parcel of open space that is labeled privately-owned
accounts for too much of the epen space in that area. Only a small portion is
private and the rest is City-owned. Also, the proposed extension of Adobe Falls
Rd as depicted in the figure would fall onto City-owned open space, not just
directly west of it.

L4-45

3.3 Sensitive Wildlife BR-16 page 60:

In addition to the measures 1aken to reduce intrusion of domestic pets into native
habitat areas, include education to residents about domestic cat impacts to fauna,
paying special attention 10 the residents of the townhouses and senior housing that
directly abuts City-owned open space. :

L4-46

3.12 Parks and Recreation page 3:

Should the proposed Adobe Falls Rd. extension be approved, every ¢ffort should
be made to avoid impacts 1o the City owned open space. Design of the
road/bridge and any associated landscaping should be reviewed by the Park and
Recreation Open Space Division.

L4-47

3.12 Parks and Recreation page 15 & 16:

The proposed multi-use trail to be constructed along the length of the ripanian
comidor should have a sufficient buffer zone to address wildlife impacts and be
high enough above the creek to avoid damage during significant rain events. Any
trail proposal that connects to City-owned open space will need to be reviewed
and approved by Open Space Division Trails Manager Rick Thompson {619-533-
6756).

14-48

Environmental Analysis Section —~ Anne Lowry (619-446-5368)

1.

Section 3.1.6.1 Visual Character, Adobe Falls’North Campus:

The proposed Upper and Lower Village componeats of the Adobe Falls/North
Campus site of the master plan would permanently change existing open spacc
containing native habitat to urban development. This would result in a significant
direct and cumulative impact 1o visual character that would not be fully mitigated
to below a level of significance.

L4-49

[£8]

Section 3.3.4.1 Existing Conditions ~ Survey Results, Adobe Falls/North Campus
site: o

The MHPA should be idemtified as the City of San Dicgo Multi-Habitat Pianning
Area.

L4-50
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3. Figure 3.3-1 Adobe Falls/North Campus site, Proposed Impact Areas:
The map needs to include the impact areas of any new street connections this
development would have with Adobe Falls Road andfor other existing
neighborhood street in that area. Should the development connect to Adobe Falls L4-51
Road, the new alignment would potentially impact the Adobe Falls Creek and -
associated wetland habitat. The creek crossing would also required additional
permitting by federal and state resource agencies {ACOE and CDFG).

4. Section 3.12 Public Utilities and Service Systems, Water Demand/Supply and
Systems: .
In nccordance with Senate Bill 610 (effective January 1, 2002), a project which is
subject to CEQA, with residential development exceeding 500 dwelling units, and
a commercial office building having over 250,000 square feet, may be required to
have 2 SB610 Waier Assessment prepared by the water supplier. This process
essentially requires proof that there will be adequate water supplies for larger L4-52
project within a twenty-year time frame at the local level. The water assessment
would address whether a projected water supply for the next 20 years, based on
normal, single dry, and multiple dry years, will meet the demand of the project.
The conclusions of the water assessment would them be included in the water
supply impact analysis of the EIR.

5. Section 3.12 Public Utilities and Service Systems, Solid Waste Disposal:
As indicated in the EIR, each state entity is required to develop and adopt an
integrated waste management plan. Since SDSU’s solid waste is currently

- disposed of in the City's MCAS Miramar Landfil, it would behoove the

University to send a copy of this plan to the City of San Diego’s Environmental L4-53
Services Department for concurrence (please contact Angelee Mullins at (858)
492-5010). Typical waste management plans required by the City for its
discretionary projects address the demolition, construction, and occupancy phases

of a project.
6. CEQA Provides 3 Mechanism for using Discretionary Powers Provided in other

Laws 1o Mitigate Significant Environmental Impacts.

CSU argues that CEQA does not confer additional powers to mitigate significant
environmental impacts. CSU relies on this argument 2s a basis for precluding
mitigation opportunities altogether. However, CEQA provides: 14-54

In witigating or avoiding a significant effect of a project on the environment, a

public agency may exercise only those express or implied powers provided by law
- other than this division. However, a public agency may use discretionary powers

provided by such other law for the purpose of mitigating or avoiding a significant

00043
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effect on the environment suhject (o the express or implied constraints or
limitations that may be provided by law. Pub. Res. Code §21004.

Existing laws may be used in conjunction with CEQA 1o mitigate significant
environmental impacts caused by the project. San Franciscans for Reasonable
Growth v. City and County of San Francisco, 209 Cal.App.3d 1502, 1525 (1989).
Additionally, the CEQA Guidelines state: :

Where another law grants an agency discrefionary powers, CEQA supplements
those discrerionary powers by authorizing the agency to use the discretionary
powers to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment when it is
Jeasible 1o do so with respect lo projects subject 1o the powers of the agency.
Prior 1o January 1, 1983, CEQA provided implied authority for an agency to use
its discretionary powers to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the .
environment. Effective January 1, 1983, CEQA provides express authority 10 do
so. Guidelines §15040 (c). :

L4-54

{cont'd)

~3

The Power and Responsibility Conferred on the Board of Trustees in the
Construction and Development of anv State University Campus includes the
Authority to Fund Off-Site Mitigation.

There are severa} laws that provide CSU with the authority to mitigate off-site
environmental impacts. These laws consider the costs of mitigation to be 2 part of
the overall project costs. "Mitigation measures must be fully enforceable through
permit conditions, agreements, or other legally binding instruments. In the case
of adoption of a plan, policy, regulation, or other public project, mitigation
measures can be incorporated into the plan, policy, regulation, or project design.”
Guidelines §15126 (4)(a)(2). In the context of the statute, to incorporate
mitigation measures into @ project means to amend the project so that the
mitigation mensures will be implemented, such as reducing the scope of the .
project or requiring that mitigation measures be implemented as a condition of the
project. Federation of Hillside and Canyon Asscc. v. City of Los Angeles, 83
Cal.App.4th 1252, 1261 (2000).

Additionally, CSU CEQA procedures, for CSU projects, contemplate mitigation
measures as provided in §9178.03: ‘

Mitigation measures must be capable of:

1. Avoiding the impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an
action. :

2. Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and
its implementation.

L4-55
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3. Rectifying the impact by repairing, rchabilitating, or restoring the
irpacted environment.

4. Reducing or eliminating the impact over times by preservation or
maintenance operations during the life of the project.

5. Compensating for the impact by replacing or providing substitute
resources or environments. CSU CEQA Procedures SUAM Section 111,
p.18.

State fimding authority includes the ability to approve expenditures in compliance
with laws such as CEQA:

When the board has determined that any construction, improvements, and the
purchase of equipment is 1o be underraken, or that plans and specifications for
construction, improvements, and equipment shall be prepared, the Director of
Finance by executive order shall allot to the University of California the amount
required to perform the work approved jor the University of California, or to the
Depariment of General Services or other siate agency the amounts required to
perform the work approved by the board for other siate agencies. The University
of California or the state agency to which money has been allotied shall perform
that work or cause it 10 be performed in the manner provided by law. Gov Code
§15792, tiralics added)

| L4-55

(cont'd)

The state has expressly authorized CSU to. fund campus construction and related
expenses required to carry out that construction:

On and after July 1, 1961, the Trustees of the California State University shail
have full power and responsibility in the construction and development of any
state university campus, and any buildings or other facilities or improverents
connected with the California State University. Ed. Code §66605,

In summary, CEQA and other state laws contemplate incorporating mitigation
measures into the development project, as a component of the approved project
itself. Accordingly, the mitigation measure costs may properly be considered
costs associated with the development project. The Board of Trustees has
authority to fund the development, which would include mitigation measures
incorporated into the project.

8. Egngl gg gi-Sne ;\«I;ggauon for Enwromnem mpacts would not be an Hiegal
. blic Purpos:

The Legislature is prohibited from making a gift of public money or thing of 1.4-56
value to any individual or to any municipal or other corporation. Cal Const. Art.
XVI, §6. However, if public funds are used for a public purpose, they are not a
gift. County of Alamedn v. Carleson, 5 Cal.3d 730, 745-746 (1971). It does not
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matter if private individuals are incidentally benefited as long as the overall
purpose is 1o promote the public interest. Alameda County v. Janssen, 16 Cal.2d
276, 282 (1940). Also, some functions performed by local govemments are both
local and state in nature. City of Los Angeles v. Riley, 6 Cal.2d 621, 623 (1936).
A state purpose may also be a Jocal purpose. The state may appropriate taxes 10 a
local government for state purposes, notwithstanding that the purpose may aiso be
local. d. at 624. _

For example, the appropriation by a county to acity to pave a public strect was
not a gift because of the public purpose served by paving the street. City of
Oakland v. Garrison, 194 Cal. 298, 303-304 (1924). However, it was not
sufficient thar the appropriation was for a public purpose only, but that the public
purpose served was of sufficient general county interest. Id. at 304. In another
case, the outright appropriation of $10 million 10 veterans to purchase homes

would be unconstitutional, but an appropriation of the money to veterans to
purchase homes as part of a resettlement project was constitutional because
resettlement is a public purpose. San Diego Counzy at 724; Veterans' Welfare

L4-56

(cont'd)

Board v. Riley, 189 Cal. 124 (1922).

In the case of the expansion of SDSU, the Draft EIR states that adverse
environmental impacts may be reduced to 2 level of insignificance by off-site
mitigation measures. Legislation provides, "The maintenance of a quality
environment for the peaple of this state now and in the future is 2 matter of
statewide concern.” Pub. Res. Code §21000 (a). Further, "{e]Jach public agency
shall mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment of projects that it
carries out or approves whenever it is feasible to do s0." Pub. Res. Code

§21002.1 (b). Street improvements have been found to be a benefit to the city,

- county, and, where it connects with a state highway, of general benefit. City of
Oakland a1 304, Funding off-site mitigation to address the adverse environmental
impacts of the SDSU expansion would not be an illegal gift of public funds -
because of the public purpose and general benefit to the people of the State of
California and the City of San Diego in furthering the public policy behind state
environmental law,

9. The Regents of the University of € -alifornia have Agreed fo Pay for Of-Site
Mitigation for Expansion of UC Campuses.

There are cases where the Regents of the University of California have agreed to
pay for off-site mitigation measures due 10 expansion of UC campuses. For

example, where elementary school enrollment was increased as the result of a 1L4-57

university development plan, the Regents committed in the SEIR to provide its
fair share of the costs of mitigation to address any impacts as the result of
carrying out the plan. Goleta Union School Dist.v. Regents of the University of
Ca., 37 Cal.App.4th 1025 (1995). The Regents also agreed to air monitoring
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program for the area surrounding the campus as part of mitigation 1o ¢cnsure air

quality in Laurel Heights Improvement Assoc. v. The Regents of the University of L4-57

(cont'd)

Ca., 47 Cal.3d 376 (1988). These are examples of public funds for a public
purposc to mitigate off-sitc environmental impacts due to campus expansions.

10.

C i ance on the San Marcos case is Mamlaggg ﬁccausc thc chsiamrc
Responde b

The Draft EIR provides the following discussion regarding mitigation limitations:

Consequently, California law provides thai, in the absence of express legisiative
authority, State property is exempt from property taxation and speciai
assessmenis for street and other local improvements... According to the
California Supreme Court in the San Marcos decision, the rational behind this
exemption is 'to preveni one tax-supporied entity from siphoning tax mongy from
another such entity; the end resull of such a process could be unnecessary
administrative costs and no actual gain in lax revenues.’ Executive Summary,
ptl

In San Marcos, a water district needed legislative authority in order to collect a
fee from = public entity because the fee was a special assessment in relation to the

exemption for public entities from property taxation. San Marcos Water Dist. v. L4-58
San Marcos Unified School Diss., 42 Cal. 3d 154 (1986). In response to the

California Supreme Court decision, the Legislature adopted the "San Marcos
Legislation” providing authorization for the special assessments, Gov. Code
§54599-54999.6.

(a) The Legisiature finds and declares that many public entities that provide
public utility service have imposed capital facilities fees applicable to users
of public utility facilities in order to equitably apportion the cost of capital
facilities construction or expansion required by all public and private users
of the facilities, In the recent decision in San Marcos Water Dist. v. San
Marcos Unified School Dist., 42 Cal. 3d 154, the California Supreme Court
held that public entitics cannot be made subject to these fees without
statutory authonization. As a result, the fiscal stability and service
capabilities of the affected public utility service agencies which have in
good faith collecied and spent these fees for capital improvements are
seriously impaired as is the ability to finance essential future facilities.

{b) The Legislature further finds that the holding in the San Marcos Water
Dist. v. San Marcos Unified School Dist., 42 Cal. 3d 154, should be revised
to authorize payment and collection of capimai facilities fees subject to the
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Himitations set forth in this chapter, and in furtherance of this finding the
Legislature hereby enacts the following provisions. Gov. Code §54999.

When the fees are imposed on a state agency or education entity, they must be

necessary to defray the actual construction costs of that portion of the public 14-58
utility facility actually serving the agency or educational entity. Gov, Code (cont'd)
§54999.3 (a).

Further, the San Marcos case plays no role in the interpretation of assessments,
fees, and taxes under Cal. Const., art. XIII D. Richmond v. Shasta Community
Services Dist., 32 Cal.4th 409, 422 (2004). ‘

The Draft EIR Mitigation Limitations section cites a 2003 Court of Appeals case
for the proposition that off-site traffic improvements which are necessary to off-
set a projected increase in traffic caused by a CSU University are not the
responsibility of the university, but, rather, are the responsibility of the local .| 14-59
jurisdiction. City of Marina v. Board of Trustees of the California State
University, 109 Cal.App.4™ 1179 (2003). The California Supreme Court has
granted review of the City of Marina case. Granting of petition for hearing of
prior case makes citation of the prior case improper. Codlition for Los Angeles
County in Pubiic Interest v. Board of Supervisors of Los Angeles County, 76
Cal.App.3d 341 (1977). Therefore, the City of Marina case shouid not be cited as
authority for any legal proposition under the California Rujes of Court, Rule 976,
Rule 977, and Rule 979.

12. The Draft BIR should include a historic resources report to address impacts to 1.4-60
Historical Site #80. Monitoring should be required for excavation into soil which
could potentially contain historic resources.

13. A restoration plan should be provided to mitigate wetland impéct& {See
attached).

14-61

Please contact the above-named individual if you have any questions on these comments. L4-62
We ask that you please address these issues in the draft EIR and use our significance
thresholds for mitigation. Also, please provide us a copy of the draft.
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Sincerely, -
/
(=2
Chris Zirk

Assistant Deputy Director

- Land Development Review Division

Anachents:
Wetlands Restoration Plan Guidelines (Appendix B of Bioguidelines)

L4 (cont'd)
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Land Development Mapual - Biology Guidelines May 2001

GENERAL OUTLINE FOR
REVEGETATION/RESTORATION PLANS

Introducticn ,
Background and project location(s) (with maps)
~ Project Purpose & Restoration Goal(s) and Objectives

Eqvironmental seiting/vegetation & wildlife of affected/ impacted area(s) [can be in intro]
Enviroamental setting, ownership, land uses of area 1o be revegetated (figures/maps)
Descriptionfevaluation of vegetation, soil, hydrology/drainage conditions, topography, constraints {topo
maps)

Refererce Sitets) for development of specifications, and for monitoring usc.

Responsibilities
Financial Responsibility
Revegetation Teamc . .
Project Biclogist (include training of contractors, as needed)
‘Meoniter, if different
Landscape/Reveg/Maintenance Contractor(s)
Seed/plant collection/procurement contracting

Site Preparation
Removal of debris, if necessary
Land shaping/grading and drainage plan, if needed
Topscil/brush & propagule salvage and translocation plan, if nesded
Weed Eradication
Soil Preparation

Planting Specifications
Seed sources and procurement
" Seed Mixes/Container plant lists (Ibs/ac)
Planting Design (include timing/schedule, planting plan)
Sesd application mathods (Imprinting, hydroseed or mulch, hand broadcasting, 21¢.)
Irrigadon

Maintznance
Site Protection (fencing, signage)
Wesd Control (methods, schedule) :
Horticuliural Treauments {pruning, leaf litter, mulching, removal of diseased plants)
Eresion Control
Replacement plantings and reseeding
Vandalism
Lrrigation maintenance, if neaded

ATTACHMENT “B”

3¢
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Land Development Manusil ¢ Biology Guidelines

L4 (cont'd)

Menitoring and Success Assessment
Monitoring & Reporting Schedules -
Performance Siandards
Menitoring procedures
horticultural (seeding and plant assessments)
biological, including sampling methods
Reporting program

Remediation and Contingzncy Measures
Pesformance Bond

Notification of Completion

ATTACHMENT “B”

37
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THE City of San Diego

March 18, 2605

W. Anthony Fulton

Director of the Office of Facilities Planning and Management
Administration Building 130

San Diego State University

5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182-1624

Dear Mr. Fulton:

Subject: Drafl Environmental Impact Report and SDSU 2005 Campus Master Plan Revision

The Redevelopment Agency of the City of San Diego (Redevelopment Agency) has
received and reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) and SDSU 2005 Campus
Master Plan Revision, This letter shall serve as the Redevelopment Agency’s response to the
DEIR and outlines the concerns of the Redevelopment Agency.

MAJOR ISSUES

s According to Section X1 of the Executive Summary of the DEIR, it is the position of the

CSU Bonard of Trustees that SDSU is not legally authorized to fund off-site
improvements as mitigation for campus development such as that proposed by the SDSU
20035 Campus Master Plan Revision;

54-1

» inthe DEIR, Table £S-2, Summary Table of Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures,
the Redevelopment Agency isidentified as the responsible agency for mitigation
measurcs TCP-1 through TCP-6 and TCP-8 through TCP-11; and

»  According 1o Section V of the Executive Summary, page ES-4, The DEIR is intended to
be both a program level and project level EIR for the proposed Alvarado Hotel and the ‘D
Lot’ portion of the Alvarado Campus Park.

e SDSU gould egally fund off-site improvements as mitigation for campus development:

54-2

» The Redevelopment Agency is not responsible for mitigating traffic impacis as a result of
development by SDSU;

54-3

RECEIVED

Redevelopmen} Agency AR 18 205
SO B Sire, Suite 400, S 04 o Son Diegs, [4 521014506
Tef 44195 5334733 Fume (619 533525

Commsiny nrd Beonomic Developmest Factites Plennng Anag Management
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o Any assistance to the mitigation of traffic impacts as a result of SDSU’s 2005 Campus
Master Plan Revision is highly unlikely due to the fact that SDSU is exempt from paying
property tax and therefore no tax increment is expected to be generated;

544

o Even if eligibility could be shown to qualify for Agency funds, the Agency still has
discretion of which of many competing projoets actually gets funded. Even if evidence
could be presented to support the findings, no expenditure could be made unless and until
the Agency and City Council, in their sole discretion, decide to adopt the necessary
resolutions and provide funding;

54-5

o Certain criteria must be met before the Redevelopment Agency could consider
contributing funds for the off-site improvements. At least two conditions have not been
met including 1) No other reasonabie means of financing, and 2) consistency with the
adopted redevelopment plan, master project plan and implementation plan; and

» SDSU's proposed projects are inconsistent with the College Community
Redevelopment Plan adopted by City Council by Ordinance Number O-18018 on
November 30, 1993,

» SDSU’s proposed projects arc inconsistent with the College Community
Redevelopmenl Project Master Project Plan adopted by City Council by
Resolution Number R-282801 on October 12, 1993; and

= SDSU’s proposed projects are inconsistent with the College Community
Redevelopment Project Third Five-Year Implementation Plan adopted by The
Redevelopment Agency by Resolution Number R-03810 on September 7, 2004.

54-6

s Section Five of the DEIR, Aliernatives, did not consider private development and
ownership of the proposed projects within the Coliege Community Redevelopment
Project Area. Nor did it provide an alternative development program that would be
consistent with the Redevelopment Agency’s adopted docoments.

54-7

BACKGROUND

Before responding in more detail to the issues raised previously, a clear distinction
between the Redevelopment Agency and the City of San Diego [City] must be made. A
redevelopment agency is gencrally recognized as a separate legal entity from the city that
establishes it. County of Solano v. Valiejo Redevelopment Agency, 75 Cal. App. 4™ 1262, 1267
(1999). Redevelopmert agencies arc governmental entities that exist by state aw and are
administrative agents of the state. These agencies carry out state policy and do not function as
local entitics. They are state agencies carrying out state policy for local purposes. See Andrews
v. City of San Bernardino, 175 Cal. App. 2d 459 (1959); Walker v. Salinas, 56 Cal. App. 3d 711
(1976); Kehoe v. City of Berkeley, 67 Cal. App. 3d 666 (1977). Therefore, the Redevelopment
Agency is a separate Jegal entity distinct from the City.

54-8
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Section X1 of the Executive Summuary of the DEIR does not make a compelling argument
as to why SDSU could not pay for the off-site improvements to mitigate the impacts of SDSU’s
proposed projects. Further, it indicates that doing so could lead to legal challenges that such

itures could be considered illegal gifts of public funds. That argument makes no sense
given the fact that state and local agencies regularly contribute public funds to off-site public
improvements. '

It is the understanding of the Redevelopment Agency that currently SDSU has a permit
application with the City for a public improvement project at the intersection of Collcge Avenue
and Zura Way. This public improvement project, which SDSU is the applicant for, also happens
to be one of the off-site mitigation measures [TCP-3] listed in the DEIR [Table ES-2, Summary
Table of Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures) which SDSU claims it can not legally fund.

54-8

(cont'd)

The Redevelopment Agency can find no justification as to why SDSU in #ts DEIR asserts
that the Redevelopment Agency is responsible for mitigation measures as a result of SDSU’s
proposed projects. Further, SDSU has no legal authority to assign responsibility of mitigation
measures as a result of SDSU proposed projects onto the Redevelopment Agency.

The DEIR, in Table ES-2, Summary Table of Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures,
references the 1993 Program EIR for the College Community Redevelopment Project Area in
identifying the Redevelopment Agency as the responsible agency for mitigation measures
referenced as TCP-1, TCP-2, TCP.3, TCP-4, TCP-5, TCP-6, TCP-8, TCP-9, TCP-10, and TCP-
11. 1t should be noted that the 1993 EIR is o 12-year old, program Jovel EIR, adopred by the
Redevelopment Agency and City Council. It should not be interpreted that the mitigation
measures listed in the 1993 Program EiR are the responsibility of the Redevelopment Agency,
Currently, projects within the College Community Redevelopment Project Area in development
and with the participation of the Redevelopment Agency, such as the proposed The Paseo
Project, have been tasked with a project specific EIR and specific mitigation measures for the
impacts of each project are being assessed.

54-9

1t should also be noted that the 1993 Program EIR anticipated 600,000 square fect of
office space and 100,000 square feet of rescarch and development space within the Alvarado
Road Sub-Area. It did not consider the College of Education and College of Engincering with a
combined development program of 1,065,000 square feet. Also, although a hote! was considered
in the 1993 Program EIR, the hoic] was intended to be built in the Lot ‘A’ Sub-Area, not the
Alvarado Road Sub-Area.

54-10

The Agency does have the authority to acquire and develop property and to provide for
installationfconstruction of streets, utilitics, and other public improvements necessary in the
project area 1o carry out the redevelopment plan; Health and Safety Code Section 3342/,
Furthermore, the Agency is also authorized to pay value of the land and cost of installation &

S4-11
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construction of any improvement that is publicly owned within or without the project arca;
Health and Safety Code Seciion 334435, However, California Community Redevelopment Law
[CRL] section 33445 requires specific findings be made to justify the use of Agency funds.
Those required findings are:

(1) That improvements are of benefitto the project area or to the immediate
neighborhood within which the project is located;

(2) That no other reasonable means of financing the improvements are available to the
community; and ‘

(3) That the payment of funds for the cost of the improvement will assist in the
elimination of one or more blighting conditions inside the project area, and 15 consistent with the
redevelopment plan and implementation plan adopted pursnant 1o Section 33490.

Thus, centain criteria must be satisfied before determining that Agency funds can be
appropriately applied 1o costs of off-site traffic improvements. Other reasonable means of
" financing would nced to be sought prior 1o seeking additional funding form the Agency.

One of the major criteria used by the Redevelopment Agency in determining which
projects will be funded is whether the project will pay for itself through the use of tax increment
financing. That is clearly not the case here, particularly with anticipated private development
now proposed for by SDSU to be publicly owned facilities that would be laker off the property
ax rolls.

5411
(cont'd)

Other criteria which the Redevelopment Agency uses to determine which projects will
receive funding which is not met with SDSU’s 2005 Campus Master Plan Revision include:

» Consistency with the College Community Redevelopment Plan [CCRP]. The
CCRP did not anticipate and does not allow for the construction of a hotel inthe
Alvarado Road Sub-Area of the College Community Redevelopment Project
Area. A hotel is permitted in the CCRP in the Lot *A" Sub-Area of the College
Community Redevelopment Project Area, but that is nol what is being proposed
in the SDSU 2005 Campus Master Plan Revision;

e Consistency with the College Community Redevelopment Project Master Project
Plan {MPP}. The MPP requires that a design manual be adopted for each of the
five Sub-Areas of the College Community Redevelopment Project Arca before
development is to occur. At this time, only the Core Sub-Ares has an adopted
Design Manual. It was adopted by City Council on August 12, 1997 by
Resolution Number R-289099. Prior to any major development being penmitted
within the Alvarado Road Sub-Arey, 2 similar Design Manual must be adopted by
City Council; and

54-12
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e Consistency with the Third Five-Year Implementation Plan for the College
Community Redevelopment Project [Implementation Plan]. The Implementation
Plan anticipates the San Diego State University Foundation would bring forward
the Alvarado Road Sub-Area Design Manual sometime in Fiscal Year 2005 with
construction of epproximately 100,000 square feet of campus serving research
and office space to commence in Fiscal Y ear 2006. The SDSU 20605 Campus
Master Plan Revision calls for 245,000 square feet of development and makes no
mention of an Alvarado Road Sub-Area Design Manual.

S4-12
{cont'd)

The Alternatives Section of the DEIR should have considered the alternative of a private
development and ownership of the proposed projects within the College Community '
Redevelopment Project Area. This could have produced an alternative whereby funding by the
Redevelopment Agency could be identified. Further, had a Jess intense development alternative
been considered, with the hote! not proposed within the Alvarado Road Sub-Area, findings may
have been made which would meet the Redevelopment Agency’s crileria to assist in the funding
of off-site improvements.

S4-13

CONCLUSION

The Redevelopment Agency does not agree with the assertion that SDSU can not legally
pay for off-site public improvemenis to mitigate impacts as a result of SDSU'’s proposed
projects. The Redevelopment Agency does not accept responsibility for mitigating any impacts
as a result of SDSU’s proposed projects. The Redevelopment Agency docs not support the CSU
Board of Trustees certification of this DEIR until sdditional alternatives such as those previously
mentioned are considered.

S4-14

Sincerely,

‘Hank Cunningham
Assistant Executive Director, Redevelopment Agency

cc:  Aimee Faucett, Chicf of Staff, Council District 7
Chris Zirkle, Assistant Deputy Director, City of San Diego EAS
Anne Lowry, Senior Planner, City of San Diego EAS
Ann French Gonsalvez, Senior Traffic Engineer, City of San Diego DSD
Marlon Pangilinan, Planner, City of San Diego Long Range Planning
Jim Lundguist, Associate Engincer ~ Traffic, City of San Diego DSD
Maureen Ostrye, Deputy Director, Redevelopment Agency
James Davies, Redevelopment Coordinator, Redevelopment Agency
Michaei Fortney, Project Manager, Redevelopment Agency.
College Communily Redevelopment Project Area Commitice
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to Be distributed to the Board, please give it to the Committee Secretary, and it
will be distributed. The six people who have asked to speak in opposition are:
Mike Fortney; Claudia Silva; J. Michael McDade; Carey Cooper; Michael
McSweeney; and Jay Wilson. Please turn on the mike. You may organize the

speakers as you wish.

McDade: Yes, I'd like to help organize the speakers in opposition and also reduce the

number, if I may.
Esparza: Certainly.

McDade: My name is Michael McDade, and I'm one of the attorneys who will be
presenting today. We have only five speakers, that will begin with Justin
Booth, Michael Fortney, myself, Michael Sweeney and William
VanDeWeghe, and we will be using irregular amounts of time — some
speaking for less than the three minutes, some speaking more, but we will

probably be short of the 30 minutes set aside.

Esparza: [Inaudible] . .. coordinate them, please.
McDade: Alright. Mr. Booth?
Booth: Thank you, and good afternoon, Board members. My name is Deputy City

Attorney Justin Booth. I am here on behalf of the City of San Diego, as well

as General Counsel for the Redevelopment Agency. I'm here before you

today to ask you to delay and put forth andther two months continuance on .
CSU Board of Trustees Meeting — September 20, 2005 Page 22

Committee on Planning, Buildings and Grounds
. @4356



this process because, as President Weber mentioned, there have been a task
force, ad hoc committees, that were created between Councilman Jim
Madaffer, as well as President Weber, but those have not been able to meet
yet. Their first meeting, he failed to mention, was, is on October 4th, and I
believe that these meetings, as the President said, will address a lot of the
issues in the‘deﬁciency of the EIR. We have three major issues with the EIR

in terms of deficiencies.

Number one, the EIR fails to address the severity of all the impacts. There are
many examples, but one of which is we have a very healthy riparian Alvarado
Creek area that will be directly impacted, and the EIR dismisses it as
somewhat insignificant. Second, you have — there 1s a failure to identify all of
the impacts in the EIR. Essentially, there are several major intersections with
I-8, as well, which are not even addressed at all in the EIR in terms of its
traffic impacts. And, third, you also have the failure to adequately evaluate
the feasible project alternatives. When you couple this with the fact that, as
your General Counsel mentioned, you have a case that is. directly on point
here, call the City of Marina case, that has not been decided on by the
Supreme Court, it gives another reason to continue this uhtil the determination

comes down and oral argument is held.

Essentially, the City of San Diego and the Redevelopment Agency strongly
disagree with the EIR's statements regarding off-site mitigations. There are
no prohibitions explicitly against the paying of off-site mitigation by the CSU

CSU Board of Trustees Meeting ~ September 20, 2005 Page 23
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Board. The City of Marina case relies on a case called San Marcos. Well,
San Marcos, number one, was not a CEQA case, and number two, does not
directly address the fundamental issue vs;hich is in the City of Marina case, so,
to make a decision by this Board today that is going to be directly impacted by

the outcome of this case seems premature.

Finally, CSU is not exempt from CEQA. CSU is not exempt from mitigating
this project's impacts. Your General Counsel said today that one entity public
cannot tax another. That is true. But this is not a tax situation. If the Board is
allotted, through the EIR process and through the mitigation efforts, to widen
a particular read directly related to a 450-unit building that its creating that all

of these people are going to be housed in, that's simply not a tax.

So, the one thing that I want to finish with, and I want this Board to
understand, I have received approval from the City Council in the City of San
Diego to pursue litigation, should this Board finalize the EIR here today. So,
jﬁst wanted to let the council, make thefn aware of that, and to understand
that, should they go forward, the City, as well aé the Redevelopment Agency,

is pfepared to file a wnt. Thank you.

Fortney: Good afternoon. Mike Fortney with the City of San Diego's Redevelopment
Agency. Again, we are opposed to the 2005 Campus Master Plan Revision
and Final EIR. I wanted to point out a number of things, which I pointed out
approximately 60 days ago. [Inaudible] . .. does not conform to thevCollege

Community Redevelopment Plan, the College Community Master Project

CSU Board of Trustees Meeting — September 20, 2005 Page 24
Committee on Planning, Buildings and Grounds ‘

04358



Plan, nor does it conform to the College Area Community Plan. 1 want to
point out, too, that we oppose because San Diego State University refuses to
accept the responsibility to mitigate the impacts of its own development.
Furthermore, San Diego State University appears, in its Draft EIR, or, I
apologize, Final EIR, attempts to delegate responsibility for mitigating its
impacts on the Redevelopment Agency of the City of San Diego. I want to
make it very clear that the Redevelopment Agency is not responsible for

mitigating impacts as a result of San Diego State University.

In addition, I wanted to say also the Redevelopment Agency has the authority
to review and approve or disapprove any projects proposed in the
redevelopment project area. I wanted to thank the CSU Board, approximately
60 days ago, for having continued this item. We were under the impression
that that continuance was so that the University could engage members of the

College Area community, as well as the Agency and the City — there is .an ad

‘hoc committee that has been created. However, that committee has not even

met yet. I believe we're scheduled to meet October 4th, so, again, I think it's
premature to vote again today, and would ask for another 60-day continuance.

Thank you.

Chairman Galinson and Committee members, good afternoon. I, as indicated

McDade:
previously, my name is Michael McDade, and I'm here today as legal counsel
for Alvarado Hospital Medical Center and.its parent, Tenet Healthcare
Corporation. We're here, sadly and reluctantly, in opposition to the master
CSU Board of Trustees Meeting — September 20, 2005 Page 25
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plan because we think that San Diego State committed a serious error of
judgment in the early planning of this project. Dr. Weber talks about 70-some
odd meetings that were held with the community, but unfortunately the
community that they totally ignored during that period of time were those who
were impacted by the project going forward, including my client. Alvarado
Hospital sits immediately adjacent to massive redevelopment proposed — over
one million feet of new development for offices, classrooms and the like, a
2,000-car parking garage, a hotel. All of these are coming in immediately
next door and we were never given legal notice of this. We learned about it
from a third party at the end of the comment period. It's been response ever
since then, and I think in thinking back and what I've gathered from meetings
since then with SDSU, I think they are also a little big chagrined that these
meetings didn't take place first, because Alvarado has been a partner to San
Diego State. They have been a donor to San Diego State. They've provided
jobs for students and internships. They love the relationship, but they have to

protect their owns interests.

Alvarado is one of only two hospitals serving approximately one-third of San
Diego's East County, er . .. San Diego County and the eastern region. Itisa
vital healthcare facility. It is a key emergency response center. It's located on
Alvarado Road, which is already a failing road by City standards. 1It's already
at the F level for many periods of the day. That being the case, this is a
situation that cannot be ignored. The Hospital has to protect the interests of

the public, who need healthcare. It has to protect its own economic interests
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L Introduction

This Opening Brief is submitted by the Del Cerro Action Council, one of three petitioners
before the Court in this matter. The Court here is presented with three consolidated CEQA
actions brought by very different petitioners: the City, the Alvarado Hospital and a group of
citizens from the Del Cerro neighborhood. Each one of these petitioners has concerns unique
from the others, but nevertheless find themselves aligned as a result of San Diego State
University’s (SDSU’s) 2005 Campus Master Plan Revision (“the Project”) which proposes an
unpfecedented, ambitious and controversial expansion of the existing campus beyond its historic
boundaries, with little regard for resultant impacts on the adjacent hospital, nearby residents, the
environment or the general public. |
II. Statement of Facts

A. History of the Del Cerro Community and the Navajo Community Plan

As stated in the Navajo Community Plan (NCP), of which the Del Cerro neighborhood is
part, this is a “family-oriented community of attractive single-family homes.” (AR 4493) A
community plan for the Navajo area was initially adopted in 1982, with a circulatibn and public
transportation element being added in 2002 (AR 4475), and additional road classifications being
made for the Del Cerro neighborhood in April 2004 (AR 6578).

Del Cerro lies within the Navajo area, north of the 8 Freeway, and is currently separated
from SDSU’s campus by eight‘to ten lanes of bﬁsy inter-state freeway. There is, however, a strip
of undeveloped land owned by SDSU, which also lies north of Interstate 8, and which separates
Del Cerro homes from the freeway. The only access to this strip of land is through the Del Cerro
neighborhood. (AR 438 and 464) This entire area is zoned as RS11, meaning it is zoned for no
more than one single-family residence per -40,000 square feet. (AR 660) SDSU, however,
intends to develop 540 apartment and town home units on 33 acres, and has not planned any
alternative access, but intends to direct all traffic (an additional 3,123 car trips per day) over the
Del Cerro streets and past Del Cerro’s pre and elementary schools. (AR 464, 1632-1633, 1639)
The development of this area within the Del Cerro neighborhood is only one of several

developments proposed by SDSU’s 2005 Master Plan Revision.

I
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B. San Diego State University’s 2005 Master Plan Revision

The project in question is a multi-component, master-planned expansion of the SDSU
campus, and consists of five major components:

Alvarado Campus Park: SDSU will construct up to 1,065,000 square feet of instructional

and research office space as well the subsequent construction of a 2,000 car parking structure.
This aspect of the campus expansion would necessitate the demolition of the existing Alvarado
Medical Center.

East Campus Residence Hall Expansion: SDSU will construct an additional residence
hall and parking on its main campus to accommodate an additional 300 student residents.

Student Union: SDSU will construct a new Student Union Building on its main campus.

Alvarado Hotel: SDSU will construct a 60,000 square foot, four-story hotel to provide
approximately 120 hotel rooms and studio suites with all attendant amenities.

Adobe Falls/North Campus: SDSU will develop 540 apartments and town homes,

including “continuing care” senior housing, primarily for SDSU retired faculty and retired staff.
The use of the term “North Campus” is a misnomer, as this area is separated from SDSU’s
campus by the [-8 freeway, and can only be accessed when traffic is routed over Del Cerro’s
residential streets, through a community of single-family residences and past two schools. In
essence, the 540-unit development will be placed at the end of two Del Cerro cul de sac streets.
(AR 96 and 464)

C. The Administrative Process

On September 21, 2005, CSU approved SDSU’s 2005 Master Plan Revision and certified
the EIR in the face of opposition not only from Petitioners, but from the Fire Department (AR
768), the Police Department (AR 4202-4204), the California Department of Transportation (AR
2101-2105), the California Highway Patrol (AR 2099-2100), the San Diego River Conservancy
(AR 2554), and various other agencies and local community councils.

Because CSU determined that the Project would have unmitigable significant adverse
environmental effects on air and traffic that cannot be mitigated to a less-than-significant level,

CSU made Findings of Fact and adopted a Statement of Overriding Consideration when it

2
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approved the Project. (AR 4406-4470) In this case, though, the Statement of Overriding
Considerations serves another purpose: to override sigﬁiﬁcant adverse environmental impacts
caused by the Project which could be avoided or substantially lessened if Respondent would
undertake necessary mitigation in conjunction with its development.
III. Standards for Review

This Court must independently examine the administrative record to determine whether
CSU abused its discretion in certifying the EIR and approving SDSU’s expansion. See, €.g.,
Gentry v. City of Murrieta (1995) 36 Cal.App.4th 1359. An abuse of discretion is established if
either (1) the agency has not proceeded in a manner required by law, or (2) the determination or
decision is not supported by substantial evidence. Topanga Assoc. for Scenic Community v.
County of Los Angeles (1974) 11 Cal.3d, 506, 516. Even though the Court’s review of factual \
determinations made by Respondent is deferential, limited to asking whether such determinations
are based on substantial evidence, there is no deference owed when it comes to ascertaining
whether CSU failed to act in a manner prescribed by law, such as by not satisfying the
information-disclosure requirements of CEQA. See, €.g., Bakersfield Cz‘tizem} for Local Control
v. City of Bakersfield (2004) 124 Cal. App.4th 1184, 1207-1208.
IV. The EIR Violates CEQA Because it Contains False and Misleading Information

CEQA requires full disclosure of all information that bears on the environmental impact
of a project, so that all concerned are fully informed. Maintain Our Desert Environment v. Town
of Apple Valley (2004)120 Cal. App. 4th 396. More specifically, CEQA guidelines require that
the EIR discuss “any inconsistencies between the proposed project and applicable general plans
and regional plans.” 14 Cal. Code Regs § 15125(d). Such disclosure obligations must be strictly
complied with, and this Court owes no deference as it examines the EIR to determine whether
appropriate disclosures were made. Bakersfield Citizens for Local Control, supra, at 1207-1208.

A, The EIR Fails to Disclose the Project’s Inconsistencies with the Navajo
Community Plan & 1.ocal Zoning Laws

Despite the requirement for strict adherence to disclosure obligations, the EIR fails to

acknowledge the specific differences between the proposed Adobe Falls Development and

3
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the NCP. The EIR is inconsistent with the NCP in several respects, none of which were

acknowledged by the EIR despite public comments raising the issues.

1. The EIR is Misleading in Connection with the Del Cerro’s Street
Classifications and Carrying Capacities

First, the EIR classifies Del Cero Boulevard as “unclassified” despite the fact that the
Navajo Community Planning Group (“NCPG”) and the City Planning Department designated
Del Cero Boulevard as a “local street” and brought this fact to SDSU’s attention through
comments on the Draft EIR (DEIR). While the Navajo Community Planners cited the relevant
transportation map on file with the San Diego Planning Department in its comments, SDSU
responded by asserting its conclusion that its Del Cerro roadway classifications are “consistent”
with the NCP. (AR 4257 and 6578) This is a false statement because the road classifications
used in the EIR’s traffic impact assessment are different than the classifications made by the
NCPG. |

Prior to preparation of the DEIR, the most current information on Del Cerro Boulevard’s
designatidn and capacity came from the April, 2004 NCPG’s determination that Del Cerro
Boulevard was a “local street” with a maximum capacity of no more than 1,500 or 2,000 ADT.
(AR 3628 and 6578) The EIR initially identified this same street as an “unclassified roadway.”
(AR 3345) Unclassified roadways are assigned capacity in the local street chapter of the San
Diego Street Design Manual. (AR 4257) However, the EIR does not apply that 2,000 capacity
for Del Cerro Boulevard. Instead, the EIR proceeds to “classify” the street as a “collector” with a
carrying capacity of 5,000 ADT. (AR 3347) Despite CEQA disclosure obligations, the FEIR
nevertheless includes a statement that its street classifications are “consistent” with the NCP and
San Diego Street Design Manual. (AR 6578) More importantly, the EIR refuses to acknowledge
or disclose the substantial discrepancy between the Del Cerro Boulevard’s carrying capacity as a
local road versus its capacity as a collector. The EIR dodges this issue. Even in the FEIR’s
General Response, where it is finally acknowledged that the road was designated as a local street
in 2004, there is no diéclosure of the difference in carrying capacity or that Del Cerro Boulevard

could not support project-related traffic under that local street designation. (AR 2592-2593)

4
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Even assuming the EIR was correct in its determination that Del Cerro Boulevard could
qualify as a collector street under criteria set forth in the San Diego Street Design Manual, that is
no excuse for the EIR’s failure to address, or even disclose the difference in the street’s carrying
capacity under the EIR’s designation and the NCPG’s designation. As indicated in the EIR’s
Traffic Impact Analysis, Del Cerro Boulevard is currently carrying 4,020 ADT — meaning it is
operating at an acceptable LOS C as a collector street, but is already over-capacity as a local
street. (AR 1619) Although it is a material fact, the EIR does not acknowledge or disclose that
Del Cerro Boulevard would not accommodate additional project-related traffic under the street
claséiﬁcation made by the NCPG.

2. The EIR is Misleading in Connection with the Density Proposed for
the Adobe Falls Development -

The EIR is also inconsistent with the NCP and the local zoning ordinance in terms of the
density which it proposes for the Adobe Falls Development. First, this entire area is zoned as
RS11, meaning it is zoned for no more than one single-family residence per 40,000 square feet.
(AR 366) Instead of clearly disclosing the fact that the Project will exceed the density allowed
by the zoning ofdinance, the EIR states that the Adobe Falls development would be “compatible
with the existing residential nature of the neighborhood” and “would not result in an
inconsistency with present land uses.” (AR 369) Furthermore, a residential development must
have a density between 10 and 14 units per acre to qualify as “low-medium” density under the
NCP. (AR 4592) The EIR, however, states that the Adobe Falls development qualifies as “low-
medium” density, despite the fact that it proposes 16.4 units per acre. (AR 377)

3. The EIR Incorrectly States that it is “CONSISTENT” with The
Navajo Community Plan and Street Classifications

Despite the factual discrepancies between density provisions, street classifications and
resultant street carrying capacities, not a single revision was made to the DEIR’s “Navajo
Community Plan Consistency Analysis” which only makes findings that the Project is
“CONSISTENT” with each aspect of the NCP it assessed. (AR 377 (emphasis in original))

With regard specifically to street classifications, the FEIR repeatedly states that its street

5
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classifications are “consistent” with the NCP. (AR 4257 and 6578) With regard to density
provisions, the EIR states it is “CONSISTENT” with the objectives of the NCP to “maintain and
enhance the quality of existing residences and encourage the development of a variety of new

housing types with dwelling densities primarily in the low-medium density range.” (AR 377)

‘This is an untrue statement because the NCP defines medium density as 10-14 units per acre

(AR 4592) while the EIR calls for 16.4 units per acre. (AR 377) These misleading statements
violate CEQA which requires an EIR to serve as a public disclosure document, and which even
more specifically requires an honest discussion of “any inconsistencies between the proposed
project and applicable general plans and regional plans.” 14 Cal. Code Regs § 15125(d).

B. Sovereign Immunity Does Not Excuse CSU”s Oblication to Disclose
Information

Respondent may argue that sovereign immunity excuses it from having to comply with
the NCP and local zoning ordinances. Sovereign immunity cannot, however, excuse CSU from
its obligation to impart accurate information throﬁgh its environmental public-disclosure
document. Even where there is no requirement that an EIR on a particular project be consistent
with an applicable general plan, the EIR is still required to identify any inconsistencies between a
project and the general plan. Napa Citizens for Honest Gov't v. Napa County Bd. of Supervisors
(2001) 91 Cal. App. 4th 342, 356; Friends of the Eel River v. Sonoma County Water Agency
(2003) 108 Cal. App. 4th 859, 831-882. Thus, even assuming Respondent might not have been
required to draft an EIR consistent with the NCP, Respondent was still required to identify any
inconsistencies between the EIR and the NCP. Instead, Respondent attempted to use the NCP to
its advantage, while hiding the inconsistencies that are to its disadvantage. In other words,
Responding party did include an examination of the NCP in its EIR, whether required or not.
(AR 373) Responding Party therefore chose to make the NCP a part of its environmental impact
analysis. But instead of plainly disclosing specific, factual incompatibility with its road
classifications, road carrying capacities and density provisions, the EIR states that the Project
is “CONSISTENT” with the NCP and uses this as a justification for allowing the Project to move
forward. (AR 373)

6
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Because the EIR uses the NCP in its analysis, but at the same time fails to disclose that
the density of the Adobe Falls development and the road classifications made in its traffic
assessment do not comply with the NCP, the Responding Party not only failed to disclose
relevant information, but included misleading information in its public disclosure. Even
assuming Respondent has no obligation to comply with local plans or ordinances, it has an
important procedural obligation to be honest and forthright in its public disclosures. Napa
Citizens for Honest Gov't, supra, Cal.App. 4th at 356; Friends of the Eel River, supra 108 Cal.
App. 4th at 881-882. '

Y. The EIR Violates CEQA Because it Does Not Include Accurate Baseline
Descriptions

CEQA requires an accurate description of the baseline physical conditions of the vicinity
of the Project:

An EIR must include a description of the physical environmental conditions in

the vicinity of the project, as they exist at the time the notice of preparation is

published, or if no notice of preparation is published, at the time environmental

analysis is commenced, from both a local and regional prospective. This

environmental setting will normally constitute the baseline physical conditions by

which a lead agency determines whether an impact is significant.
Guidelines section 15125, subdivision (a) (emphasis added). CEQA requires the baseline
description because “without such a déscription, analysis of impacts, mitigation measures and
project alternatives becomes impossible.” County of Amador v. El Dorado County Water Agency
(1999) 76 Cal. App. 4th 931, 953. In this instance, the description of baseline physical
conditions is inadequate because it relies on incorrect and incomplete road classifications and
because there is no information on the public service system for the areas surrounding SDSU’s
main campus.

A. The EIR’s Baseline Description Relies on Incorrect Street Classifications
and Incomplete Traffic Data-

The EIR’s baseline description is flawed because the roadway-carrying capacities utilized
in the traffic impacts analysis are incomplete and incorrect. As discussed above, the EIR
improperly chose to treat Del Cerro Boulevard as a collector street, despite the NCPG and the

City Planning Department’s prior determination that this same street has a carrying capacity, as a
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local street, of less than one half what it would have és a collector street. (AR 3628 and 6578)
Additionally, there is one segment of Del Cerro Boulevard (between Capri Drive and College
Avenue) which will be burdened with an additional 2,500 ADT as a result of this project - that is
more additional traffic than any other street segment in Del Cerro will have to bear. However,
there is no baseline data on existing traffic volumes along this critical stretch of Del Cerro
Boulevard. (AR 4248, 1639) The EIR instead relies solely upon traffic counts from Del Cerro
Boulevard west of Capri Drive despite the fact taht the EIR’s own traffic distribution analysis
demonstrates that the majority of project-related Del Cerro Boulevard traffic will be east of Capri
Drive. (AR 1639)

Although the EIR does not provide information, the following inference can be drawn
from the data provided in the traffic study: this project will cause the segment of Del Cerro
Boulevard east of Capri Drive to operate at an unacceptable LOS. Assuming this éastern
segment of Del Cerro Boulevard has approximately the same existing ADT as the segment west
of Capri Drive (e.g. 4,020 existing ADT), adding the anticipated 2,500 ADT from this project to
this Del Cerro Boulevard segment would cause it to exceed its capacity, even assuming the EIR’s
classification of the street as a collector (as opposed to a local street) is correct. (AR 520 and
1639) Examining the data, it becomes clear why Respondent excluded the busiest and most-used
segment of Del Cerro Boulevard from its traffic counts — had baseline traffic counts been
performed to include Del Cerro Boulevard east of Capri Drive, they would have demonstrated
that additional traffic from this project would bring the street to an unacceptable LOS.

Another Del Cerro street at issue is Mill Peak Road. This is the only road to serve as
ingress and egress for residents of this project’s seventy Adobe Falls “upper village”
townhomes. (AR 464) The record is devoid of any data on existing traffic counts, circulation or
street conditions for Mill Peak Road. The EIR does not disclose the classification or carrying
capacity of this road. Nevertheless, Respondent intends to place an additional 660 ADT upon
Mill Peak Road and to use Mill Peak Road as the sole access to and from this development. (AR
464, 1631, 1633 and 1639) Without any baseline data on this road, there is no basis upon which

a reasoned determination can be made as to its capacity for an additional 660 cars every day.

8
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B. The EIR Does Not Contain Baseline Information on Emergency Response
Times for any Areas Bevond. or Even Adjacent to, SDSU’s Main Campus

The CEQA Guidelines specifically address the need for assessment of the public service
system and response times. CEQA Guidelines, App. G. This assessment cannot be performed
without accurate baseline data, which data is required to be provided not only for the area within
the project’s boundaries, but for the area “in the vicinity of the project.” CEQA Guidelines
section 15125, subdivision (a)(emphasis added). Considering the placement on the Adobe Falls
development, the Del Cerro neighborhood is most certainly “in the vicinity of the project.” Yet,
the EIR contains no baseline data on emergency response times in the Del Cerro neighborhood
where the Adobe Falls development will be built, and through which an additional 3,123 daily
cars will be routed. (AR 1631, 1633 and 1639) In fact, the EIR contains no information on
emergency response times for any area which falls outside SDSU’s main campus - or even any
areas immediately adjacent to the main campus. For this reason, the baseline information is so
inadequate it makes any assessment of the Project’s impact to emergency services impossible.

VI. The EIR Violates CEQA Because it Fails to Assess the Project’s Impacts on
Emergency Services in the Vicinity of the Project

CEQA requires assessment of the public service system and emergency response times.
The EIR fails to comply with CEQA here in more than one respect. Aside from the omission of
baseline data discussed above, the EIR fails to assess impacts to response times beyond the
immediate boundaries of SDSU’s main campus, and also fails to consider the impact which the
Adobe Falls development will have on emergency public services in the Del Cerro neighborhood.

The EIR correctly acknowledges that, “if a project’s traffic reduces a local emergency
response agency’s ability to respond to an emergency, a potentially significant impact would
result.” (AR 452) With regard to police services as well as emergency medical services, the
same finding is made in this EIR — that the Project will likely result in an increase of calls and an
increase in response times on campus. (AR 451-452).

Respondent intends to construct 540 new residential units in the Del Cerro neighborhood,

including 250 as continuing-care units for senior citizens. As proposed, the only access to this
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housing development is through Del Cerro’s neighborhood streets. (AR 464 and 1639) The EIR
does not, however, include any analysis to determine whether the Project will have a potentially
significant impact on emergency medical or police services on those very same Del Cerro streets.
(AR 451-452) To mitigate the Project’s impact on emergency response services, the EIR
proposes an increase in campus police and equipment. (AR 4448-4450) There is no proposed
mitigation, nor even any analysis to determine whether mitigation is feasible to address
potentially significant impacts on emergency services for Del Cerro’s current residents. Skipping
this assessment altogether, the EIR erroneously concludes the implementation of the proposed
mitigation measures — which are limited to increasing campus police staff and equipment — will
reduce all potential impacts to public services to a level below significance. (AR 4450) This
conclusion, as well as the corr/esponding lack of data and analysis, run in the face of comments
submitted by the San Diego Fire Department, San Diego Police Department and Alvarado
Hospital — all of which cite concerns with their respective abilities to adequately serve the
community. (AR768, 4262-4204, and 2506-2510)

The EIR acknowledges the Project may “result in an increased in SDSU Department of
Public Safety (“DPS”) and City of San Diego police officer emergency response times.” (AR
4448) At the same time, the EIR fails to consider or identify any mitigation for the burden which
an additional 540 residential units including 250 continuing-care units in the Del Cerro
neighborhood will place on off-campus emergency medical services for that area. Furtheﬁnore,
the EIR fails to consider whether “traffic calming measures” which might be implemented in
Del Cerro (once a “traffic calming study” is completed) may further delay emergency services in
Del Cerro or to the Adobe Falls development. (AR 6737-6741 and 451-452).

VII. The EIR Violates CEQA Because it Improperly Defers Analysis of Reasonably
Foreseeable Significant Environmental Effects

Lead agencies may not defer CEQA mitigation studies until after EIR preparation.
Fairview Neighbors v. County of Ventura, (1999) 70 Cal. App. 4th 238, 244. In Fairview, a
builder proposed a mining operation which would, like SDSU’s project, cause increased air

pollution and traffic. Jd. In considering The Fairview Neighbors® claims that mitigation was
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being improperly deferred, the court ruled "it is improper for lead agencies to defer formulation
of possible mitigation programs by simply requiring future studies to see if mitigation may be
feasible." Id. at 244 citing Sundstrom v. County of Mendocino (1988) 202 Cal. App. 3d 296.
The court clarified that if impacts are not mitigatable regardless of any future mitigation
measures, then deferring study can be permissible. Fairview at 244. However, if the impacts
may be mitigatable, then deferring study to a later date is not proceeding as required by law. Id.
"By deferring environmental assessment to a future date, the conditions run counter to that policy
of CEQA which requires environmental review at the earliest feasible stage in the planning,
process." Sundstrom at 307. Environmental problems should be considered at a point in the
planning process where genuine flexibility remains. Id.

CSU’s Findings of Fact states, “vehicle speeds on residential streets in the vicinity of the
Adobe Falls/North Campus component of the Project could constitute a potentially significant
impact,” then goes on to recommend that a traffic calming study be performed. (AR 4417) The
same document explains that the study “shall focus on the vicinity of the two elementary schools
located near the intersection of Del Cerro Boulevard and College Avenue” and “shall consider all
appropriate traffic calming strategies.” (AR 4420) But most interestingly, the document
concludes that the study itself “will ensure that the traffic impacts associated with the Adobe
Falls/North Campus on the surrounding roadway system, as identified in the Final EIR, remain at
less than significant levels.” A’ study does nothing to mitigate traffic speeds around elementary
schools — it merely examines what traffic calming measures, if undertaken, might help reduce
those hazards. Nevertheless, Respondent concludes that the study alone will “mitigate or avoid
the traffic impacts associated with the Adobe Falls/North Campus.” (AR 4454)

As acknowledged in the EIR, traffic speéds from project-related traffic create legitimate
concerns for the Del Cerro neighborhood — particularly around its elementary schools. CEQA
does not allow Respondent the latitude to acknowledge this significant impact — and significant
danger — only to defer to some later point in time the study of potential mitigation measures
which might, or might not, lessen the impact. Respondent has admitted that it is at least

reasonably foreseeable that traffic speeds will constitute a significant impact as the term is
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identified in CERCLA (AR 3348 and 4417). As such, Respondent was legally required to
undertake an analysis of what traffic calming or other mitigation measures might be feasible to -
minimize that impact.

The situation before the Court today is like that referred to in Fairview, where impacts are
found-to be mitigatable, but study of such mitigation is nevertheless deferred by the lead agency.
Respondent has concluded that it is possible to mitigate the traffic speed impacts (AR 3352) but
has not undertaken the study which it acknowledges as necessary. The proposed study should
have been undertaken in conjunction with the DEIR to enable circulation of same for public
comment. It was not, however, undertaken at all. Respondent is required to conduct its
mitigation studies early enough so that the results can be incorporated into the present EIR
analysis. Respondent failed to do so, and as such, has not acted in the manner required by law.

VIII. The EIR Violates CEQA Because it Does Not Adequately Assess Project
Alternatives

Under CEQA, a public agency is required to consider feasible alternatives to the Project
which would lessen any significant adverse environmental impact. Public Resources Code §§
21002, 21081; CEQA Guidelines § 15126.6. An EIR is required to “ensure that all reasonable
alternatives to proposed projects are thoroughly assessed by the responsible official.” Friends of
the Eel River, supra, 108 Cal.App.4th at 872-873. As such, an EIR must “describe a range of
reasonable alternatives to the project or to the location of the project, which could feasibly attain
the basic objectives of the project and evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives.” |
CEQA Guidelines § 15126(d)(3); Kings County Farm Bureau v. City of Hanford (1990) 221
Cal.App.3d 692, 733. What CEQA requires in this regard is meaningful consideration because
the alternatives analysis is the core of an EIR. Citizens of Goleta Valley v. Board of Supervisors
(1990) 52 Cal.3d 553, 564.

A. The EIR Does Not Adequately Consider Density Alternatives for Adebe Falls

Although CEQA requires consideration of a “reasonable range” of alternatives, the EIR in
question only assesses a “no project alternative” and a “50% density alternative” for the Adobe

Falls development. (AR 4456-4457) There is no consideration of potential densities between
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50% (270 units) and 100% (540 units). In this instance, there was not merely a failure to include
a reasonable range of alternatives, but the analysis given to the one density alternative was also-
substandard.

In its alternatives analysis, Respondent considered reducing the density of the Adobe
Falls development by 50%, from 540 units down to 270 units. (AR 4458-4459) As with every
other alternative considered, this was also rejected. Here, Respondent rejected a 50% density
alternative because “some of the project benefits” would not be fulfilled. (AR 4459)
Respondent’s discussion and analysis in connection with this alternative, however, was less than
meaningful. First, the EIR does not specify which project benefits would not be fulfilled with a
density of 270 units. (AR 4459) Furthermore, although the Adobe Falls project specifically calls
for 70 units for graduate students, 220 units for faculty and staff, 250 units for retired faculty and
staff, there is no consideration in the EIR as to whether some of this housing (e.g. graduate
student and faculty housing as opposed to continuing care housing for retired staff) is more apt to
facilitate the Project’s objectives and benefits. The revised “Housing Goals/ Objectives” section
of the FEIR references the desire to provide affordable housing suitable for “graduate students
and faculty/staff at Adobe Falls,” but does not mention any need or objective to provide housing

for staff, retired faculty or retired staff. (AR 3309) Decision makers do not know from the EIR,

then, whether project benefits might be fully realized if a 50% density reduction were made to the

Adobe Falls project through the elimination of, for example, the senior housing units which
comprise more than 46% of the units - with little or no reduction in the number of units for
graduate students, faculty or staff. Instead of providing this meaningful cbnsideration, the EIR
only considers, across-the-board, “eliminating 50% of the proposed faculty/staff, retired
faculty/staff and graduate student housing.” (AR 4459)

B. The EIR Does Not Adequately Assess Alternative Locations to Adobe Falls

Section 5.0 of Respondent’s Findings of Fact address the feasibility of project
alternatives, but contains no alternative locations analysis for the Adobe Falls development.
(AR 4456-4466) Similarly, the DEIR includes an alternatives analysis section, but again, no

alternative sites are assessed as to Adobe Falls. (AR 593-595) In contrast, there are five
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alternative locations assessed for the Alvarado Campus Park component of the Project. (AR
593-595 and 4456-4466) Comments were submitted in response to the DEIR, requesting
Respondent to consider an alternative location to Adobe Falls. Those comments even identified
particular alternative locations. For example, the San Diego River Conservancy (SDRC)
requested that the Grantvi’lle Trolley Station Redevelopment Project be considered as an
environmentally sound alternative to the Adobe Falls development. (AR 2496-2497). Although
the EIR included responses to other comments made by SDRC, it did not respond to the request
for an alternative site.analysis. (AR 3239-3244) Despite the particularity of this request, the EIR
performed no alternative site analysis for Adobe Falls.

IX. The EIR Fails as a Public Disclosure Document Because it Does Not Clearly Disclose
That the Mitigation Measures Identified Are Purely Speculative and Uncertain

Under CEQA, when an agency has determined that mitigation measures are the
responsibility of another agency, then “a public agency shall provide measures to mitigate or
avoid significant effects on the environment that are fully enforceable through permit conditions,
agreements, or other measures.” Pub. Resources Code § 21081.6(b) (emphasis added). “The
purpose of these requirements is to ensure that feasible mitigation measures will actually be
implemented as a condition of development, and not merely adopted and then neglected or
disregarded.” Federation of Hillside and Canyon Associations v. City of Los Angeles (2000) 83
Cal.App.4th 1252, 1261. In this instance, the EIR identifies mitigation measures and claims (in
some instances with no explanation) that other agencies are responsible further. However, the
FIR does not clearly disclose every component of the Project will go forward with or without
those mitigation measures. Instead, the EIR contains vague, ambiguous and misleading

statements.

A. The EIR is Unclear as to the Preparation of the Dél Cerro Traffic Calming
Study and Any Mitigation Measures Recommended Thereby

An identified “mitigation measure” for the traffic impacts in the Del Cerro neighborhood
is the preparation of a Traffic Calming Study during the Adobe Falls project design phase. As

discussed above, the study may identify mitigation measures to control and/or reduce vehicle
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speeds on residential roadways, but the study itself does nothiﬁg toward mitigating the impact.
The EIR not only defers the study to a later point in time, but refuses without justification to
undertake the study itself. (AR 3349 and 4454) Instead, Respondent designates the City of

San Diego as responsible for this “mitigation measure” without any indication that the City will
actually undertake the study. (AR 3304 and 3352) Furthermore, Respondent does not explain
why it is the City’s responsibility to undertake the study. Instead, Respondent only states that “as
a state educational entity, SDSU is not legally responsible for funding or constructing
improvements to the local, regional and state roadway/highway system.” (AR 3349)

To make matters worse, the EIR contains confusing and apparently contradictory
information on the preparation of the study. The FEIR uses permissive terms in one instance
where it states the study “should be prepared” and the study “is recommended” and “would”
include analysis and recommendations. (AR 3348) Two pages later, the FEIR uses mandatory
terms stating the study “shall” focus on the vicinity of the two schools, and “shall” consider
traffic calming studies. (AR 3352). This section then concludes with a statement that feasible
measures “shall be implemented prior to occupancy of thé Adobe Falls/North Campus
component of the project. (City of San Diego responsibility or its designee).” (AR 3352)
However, the FEIR’s Findings of Fact omits this mitigation measure (identified at “TCP 18") as
one of the “adopted measures.” (AR 4454). Compounding the ambiguity, the FEIR contained a
“General Response” which provided an additional five pages to identify the types of mitigation
measures “potentially available for implementation in the Del Cerro community,” without
clarifying who, if anyone, would be responsible for undertaking the study and/or subsequently
implementiﬂg the measures. (AR 2582‘2586)

There is no commitment from the City to undertake this study; there is no explanation
from Respondent as to why it is the City’s responsibility; and, there is nothing contained in the
record to indicate that the City is obligated to perform the study. More importantly, the EIR
seems to imply that Respondent will undertake the recommended traffic calming measures (AR
2582-2586 and 3352), while other sections of the EIR indicate otherwise. (AR 3349 and 4454)

From the record, it is unclear whether decision makers, in reviewing these statements, understood
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whether or not a traffic calming study would be performed, by whom it would be performed,
whether any recommended traffic calming measures would be implemented, or who, if anyone,
would implement them. The public, however, was certainly not informed.

B. The EIR Does Not Clearly Disclose that the Mitigation Measures it Identifies
May Never be Implemented

With regard to the traffic and circulation impacts which will result from this project,
Respondent identifies 18 mitigation measures for which it disclaims responsibility. (AR 3348-
3353) Inresponse, Caltrans, the City of San Diego and the Redevelopment Agency have all
expressed their unwillingness and their inability to perform the identified mitigation measures.
(AR 2101-2105, 2106-2111 and 2131-2145) None of the mitigation measures which Respondent
identifies as the responsibility of another agency are fully enforceable through permit conditions,
agreements, or other measures as required by CEQA. As such, Respondent proceeded to
override all impacts therefrom, when it issued its Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding
Considerations. However, the EIR contains vague, ambiguous and misleading statements which
have the effect of preventing the public from discovering that every aspect of this multi-
component project will go forward even without the identified mitigation. In this regard,
Respondent has again failed to be forthright in the EIR — a document designed for the purpose of
public disclosure. |

In addition to including ambiguous statements in connection with the proposed Del Cerro
traffic calming study, the EIR also failed to state in plain language that the mitigation measures it
identified may never be implemented, in which case, the Project would nevertheless proceed.
Instead, the EIR used the following self-serving and ambiguous language:

The Board of Trustees has considered all of the mitigation measures

recommended by the Final EIR for the project and adopted each; none of the

recommended measures within the résponsibility of the CSU to implement

have been rejected by the Board of Trustees. The Board of Trustees finds

that each mitigation measure is a binding, condition of project approval, fully

enforceable by the Board. (AR 4466)

I

1
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X. CEQA Is Violated Because the Statement of Overriding Considerations Is Not
Supported by Substantial Evidence

When an EIR is adopted and certified by the lead agency under CEQA, the responéible
agency may only approve a project with significant environmental impacts if (1) it finds such
effects can be avoided by making changes or alterations to the project or (2) if the mitigation

measures or alternatives identified in the EIR are not feasible and the unavoidable effects are

|l acceptable because of overriding considerations. Public Resources Code §§ 21002, 21002.1(b),

(c), 21081. Ifthe agency finds, as it did here, that approval of the project will result in significant
environmental effects which are not at least substantially mitigated, the agency must state in
writing the specific reasons to support its action. CEQA. Guidelines § 15093(b); Sierra Club v.
Conira Costa County (1992) 10 Cal.App.4th 1212, 1222, This statement of overriding
considerations must be supported by substantial evidence contained in the record. Id. at 1223.

The Statement of Overriding Considerations for this project cites 19 justifications for
allowing the Project, in its entirety, to proceed despite its adverse consequences to the
environment and public. Among those overriding considerations, Respondent includes many
broad statements that are not supported by information contained in the record.

A. There Is No Evidence in the Record td Justify the Construction of New
Housing for Retired Faculty or Retired Staff

The Statement of Overriding Considerations discusses SDSU’s “workforce housing
needs,” and goes on to cite the percentage of CSU (not SDSU) faculty and staff in southern
California (not San Diego) with income levels sufficient to afford the averaged priced home in
the “communities where the campuses are located.” (AR 4467-4468) The only information
contained in the record which goes to SDSU’s “workforce housing needs” is a 2001 Multi-
Campus Assessment of Faculty and Staff Housing Issues at CSU (“the Assessment”). (AR 4054)
With regard to SDSU, the Assessment concludes with the following recommendations: “[this
campus] should provide housing information packets to prospective employees, establish faculty
housing assistance programs, and consider providing affordable temporary faculty housing to

assist new faculty with their adjustment to the local housing market.” (AR 4061 (emphasis
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added)) For SDSU, the preferred housing strategies were limited to the following:

. Develop a standard package of detailed housing information for all faculty and -
staff candidates;
. Provide permanent affordable limited-equity housing for incoming faculty and

hard-to-hire staff;

Provide temporary affordable housing for incoming faculty and hard-to-hire staff;

Provide financial assistance to faculty and staff for home purchase;

Establish a faculty housing office;

Develop a mechanism to provide faculty a cash advance to minimize the financial

difficulties caused by high rental move-in costs; and

. Provide commuter assistance to faculty who have long commutes due to the lack
of affordable housing.

(AR 4074 (emphasis added))

Although the purpose of the Assessment was to analyze “the impact of housing costs 6n
the ability of CSU campuses to attract and retain faculty and critical staff,” (AR 4057) it did not
make any recommendations that SDSU provide housing for retired faculty or retired staff. (AR
4053-4094) There is good reason these recommendations were not made for the SDSU campus —
there was no evidence to support any such conclusions. SDSU had absolutely no retired faculty,
retired staff or even any active staff members participating in the study. (AR 4082) Similarly, a
Population and Housing Technical Memorandum (EIR Appendix L) concludes that “finding
affordable housing will continue to be challenging for new faculty and staff. This challenge will
make it difficult to recruit qualified personnel for the University; faculty housing is therefore
being proposed as a component of this project.” (AR 1513-1514 (emphasis added)) Again, there
is no information or data to indicate that the development of senior housing for retired faculty or
staff will serve that purpose.

While the Statement of Overriding Considerations concludes that, “Developing and
providing affordable housing is key to attracting énd retaining necessary and qualified faculty to
ensure quality public higher education for the San Diego region,” there is no evidence in the
record to indicate that the development of housing for retired faculty or retired staff helps attract
or retain faculty. (AR 4468) In fact, the revised “Housing Goals/Objectives” section of the FEIR
references the desire to provide affordable housing suitable for “graduate students and
faculty/staff at Adobe Falls,” but does not mention any need or objective to provide housing for

staff, retired faculty or retired staff. (AR 3309) Considering as much, it bears reminding that
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more than 46% of the Adobe Falls units are designated as “senior housing” for retired faculty and
staff. (AR 464)

The record simply does not substantiate the need for, or otherwise jlistify, the
development of senior housing for retired faculty and staff. With no other evidence relating to
the value or need for this senior/retired housing, the substantial evidence required to uphold this
statement of overriding considerations is lacking.

B. There Is No Evidence in the Record Indicatihg that the Project Will Achieve
B}enefits Clited in the Statement of Qverriding Considerations

In addition to the foregoing, the Statement of Overriding Considerations concludes that
the Adobe Falls project should go forward despite substantial adverse and unmitigated impacts
for a variety of reasons, most of which are not supported by any evidence or empirical data in the
record. Those include, but are not necessarily limited to, unsubstantiated statements that the
Adobe Falls component of the project will:

— serve the higher education needs of under-represented cultures

— create economic growth and development

— attract new private industry to the area

— establish new research and training public-private partnerships

— provide a substantial tax base of the local community

— maximize benefits to the state, City and Counfy in the form of property taxes

— provide housing on “highly desirable” property

— serve citizens currently under-represented in the CSU

— encourage carpooling
XI.  Conclusion

The EIR in question fails to comply with CEQA procedurally and substantively.
Procedurally, the EIR fails as a public disclosure document for several reasons: it fails to disclose
that Del Cerro Boulevard’s capacity as a local street (according to the designation made by the
NCPG) is insufficient to support additional project-related traffic; it fails to disclose that the

density proposed for Adobe Falls is far beyond what is allowed by the local zoning ordinance and
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the NCP; it falsely states that the Project is “consistent” with the NCP; it does not include
adequate baseline information on street classifications or capacities; it does not include any
baseline information on emergency response times or the public service system for the Del Cerro
neighborhood; it is ambiguous and misleading in conmection with the traffic calming study it
recommends for Del Cerro; and, it does not clearly disclose that the Project will proceed even
without the mitigation it identifies. Substantively, the EIR also fails to assess impacts to the
public service system in the vicinity of the Project, improperly defers analysis and mitigation of
significant adverse impacts from vehicle speeds in the vicinity of two elementary schools, and
does not adequately consider alternatives to the Adobe Falls development. Furthermore, the
record does not contain substantial evidence to justify overriding the unmitigated significant
impacts of the Project.

For these reasons, or any combination of them, Respondent has not proceeded in a
manner required by law, and its decision to certify the EIR in question is not supported by
substantial evidence in the record. As such, Respondent abused its discretion in certifying the

EIR and approving SDSU’s Master Plan Amendment as it is currently drafted.

KLINEDINST PC

Dated: May 2, 2006 By: W\ 4

Carey L. Cooper, Esq.
Attorney for DEL. CERRO ACTION
COUNCIL

484440.1
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Arthur S. Moreau, Esq., Bar No. 168942
Carey L. Cooper, Esq., Bar No. 195090
Gabe P. Wright, Esq., Bar No. 208647
KLINEDINST PC

501 West Broadway, Suite 600

San Diego, California 92101

(619) 239-8131/FAX (619) 238-8707

Attorneys for DEL CERRO ACTION COUNCIL

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

Complaint Filed: 10/20/05
SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY and
DOES 21- 40, inclusive,

Real Parties in Interest.

DEL CERRO ACTION COUNCIL, ) Case No.: GIC855643
)
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v. ) GIC855701]
)
BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF CALIFORNIA)
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) Judge: Ronald S. Prager
)
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I declare that I am and was at the time of service of the papers herein, over the age of
eighteen (18) years and am not a party to the action. I am employed in the County of San Diego,
California and my business address is 501 West Broadway, Suite 600, San Diego, California
92101.

On May 2, 2006, I caused to be served the following documents:
DEL CERRO ACTION COUNCIL’S OPENING BRIEF

1] VIA FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION (Code Civ. Proc. §§ 1013(e) and (f)): From fax

number (619) 238-8707 to the fax numbers listed below and/or on the attached service
list. The facsimile machine I used complied with Rule 2008 and no etror was reported by
the machine. '

[] VIA MAIL: By placing a copy thereof for delivery in a separate envelope addressed to
each addressee, respectively, as follows:
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[1 BY FIRST-CLASS MAIL (Code of Civ. Proc. §§ 1013 and 1013(a))
1 BY OVERNIGHT DELIVERY (Code Civ. Proc. §§ 1013(c) and (d))

i1 BY CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT MAIL (Code of Civ. Proc. §§ 1013
and 1013(a))

[X] VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL PURSUANT TO THE COURT’S ORDER:

Mark Dillon, Esq. Joe B. Cordileone, Esq.
Michael S. Haberkorn, Esq. Christine Fitzgerald, Esq.
Rachel C. Cook, Esq. Office of the City Attorney
Gatzke Dillon & Ballance LLP 1200 3rd Ave #1100

1525 Faraday Avenue, Suite 150 San Diego, CA 92101-4103
Carlsbad, California 92008 . 619/533-5800; 619/533-5856
760-431-9501; Fax: 760-431-9512 Attorneys for Petitioners
Attorneys for Respondent/Real Party in Interest CITY OF SAN DIEGO;
BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF CALIFORNIA REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE
STATE UNIVERSITY CITY OF SAN DIEGO
mhaberkorn@gdandb.com Cfitzgerald@sandiego.gov

J. Michael McDade, Esq.

Jenny K. Goodman, Esq.

Wertz , McDade, Wallace, Moot & Brower, APC
945 4th Ave.

San Diego, CA 92101

619/233-1888; FAX 619/696-9476

Attorneys for Petitioner

ALVARADO HOSPITAL MEDICAL CENTER,
INC.

jgoodman@wertzmcdade.com

] am readily familiar with the firm’s practice of collection and processing correspondence
for mailing. Under that practice, it would be deposited with the United States Postal Service on
that same day with postage thereon fully prepaid at San Diego, California, in the ordinary course
of business. I am aware that on motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if postal
ganac%?(liation date or postage meter date is more than one day after the date of deposit for mailing
in affidavit.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on May 2, 2006, at San Diego, California.

Traci Peterson
463556.1/
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I
INTRODUCTION

Petitioners City of San.Diego [City] and the Rede velopment A gency ofthe City of
San Diego [A gency] [collectively referred to as “City”] brings this administrative mandamus
action challenging the decision of the Board of Trustees of the California State University
[Respondent] to certify and adopt the Final Environmental Impact Report [EIR] relating to the
approval of the San Diego State U niversity 2005 Campus Master Plan Revision [Project].

The instant matter has been consolidated with two other legal actions filed by
petitioners® also challenging Respondent’sactions in certifying the EIR. The opening briefs
of Petitioner Alvarado Medical Center, Inc and D el Cerro Action Council are submitted
concurrently herein. For the Court®convenience, petitioners have collecti vely coordinated
their opening briefs to avoid duplication of discussion and analysis. A ccordingly, petitioners
recommend the briefs be considered in the order presented herein (e.g A lvarado®first, Del
Cerro®second and the City of San D iego@third).

The Project is a twenty-year development plan of unprecedented, controversi al, and
dramatic proportion that will extend San Diego State University campus facilities north across
Interstate 8 for the first time in history. The Environmental Impact Report created to address
the effects of the Project on the surrounding community establishes numerous signiftcant and
unmitigable impacts. The EIR, however, fails to address the severity of the Project’s
environmental impacts, fails to identify all the Project’s impacts, and fails to adequately
evaluate feasible project alternatives. Further, Respondent has determined it does not have to
mitigate off-site mitigation as isrequired of all other developers, and has arbitrarily delegated
all off-site mitigation to other agencies. The legal insufficiency of the EIR coupled with
Respondent’s refusal to accept its duty to mitigate significant off-site impacts causes the
surrounding community to incur excessive financial expense or accept extensive deterioration
of the environment.

! Petitioners City and Redevelopment Agency join and incorporate the Opening Briefs
of Petitioner Alvarado H ospital Medical Center, Inc. and Del Cerro A ction Council herein.

1
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Based upon the above, Respondent’s actions in approving and certifying the Final

. Environmental Impact Report [FEIR] without complying with the requirements of the

California Environmental Q uality A ct [CEQA] is a prejudicial abuse of discretion, which
mandates the setting aside of the decision to certify the FEIR.
I.
STATEMENT OF FACTS

A. The Parties.

Petitioner, City of San Diego [City], is a charter city, organized under the laws of
California. The areas of proposed development to San Diego State University lie within the
geographic limits of the City of San Diego.

Petitioner, City of San Diego Redevelopment A gency [A gency], is the implementing
agency for the Project. A Redevelopment A gency is generally recognized as a separate legal
entity from the city that establishes it. County of Sofano v. Vallgjo Redevelopment Agency
(1999) 75 Cal.App.4th 1262, 1267. The A gency oversees the regional plan for the College
Area in which San Diego State U niversity is proposing development and is a responsible
agency for purposes of CEQA.

Petitioner, The D el Cerro A ction Council [DCA C] is a group of concerned citizens
who live or work in the community of Del Cerro. The D CA C monitors and seeks solutions
for issues affecting the Del Cerro area. Petitioner, A lvarado Medical Center, Inc. [A lvarado]
occupies a forty acre campus immediately adjacent to San Diego State University and houses
a 231-bed acute care hospital and an 80-bed acute rehabilitation institute with more than 500
on-staff physicians. Both petitioners are affected by development project proposed by
Respondent.

Respondent, the Board of Trustees of the California State University, is responsible
under California law for the administration, management and control of the California State
U niversity system, including the San Diego State University campus. Respondent, aslead
agency, took the action of certifying and appr;)ving the Final Environmental Impact Report

[FEIR] for the Project. Real Party in Interest, San Diego State University [SDSU], an
2
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undergraduate and graduate university in San Diego County, is the Project’s developer and
sponsor.

B. The Project.

The Project is located in and around the SDSU campus, in the City of San D iego,
approximately eight miles east of downtown San Diego, and is located within the College
Area and Navajo Community Planning A rea of the City of San Diego. A.R. Tab 1:00353,
Tab 2:00630. The proposed Project is the adoption and subsequent implementation of the
SDSU 2005 Campus Master Plan Revision. A R. Tab 2:00630. The FEIR states that the
Master Plan Revision will enable SDSU to meet projected increases in student demand for
higher education, as well as further enhance SDSU ’s status as a premier undergraduate,
graduate and research university. /d. The stated objective of the proposed project will be to
provide a framework for implementing SDSU’s goals and programs for the campus by ‘

identifying needed buildings, facilities, improvements and services to support campus growth

and development from the cument SDSU enrollment of 25,000 full-time equivalent students

[FTES] to new Campus Master Plan enrollment of 35,000 FTES by the 2024/25 academic
year. Id.
The Project has five (5) development components, to be constructed in phases:

A dobe Fall/North Campus: The development plan includes five hundred and forty

(540) units of housing (multi-family uses including apartments and town homes) for seniors,
former faculty and staff, and graduate students, across thirty-three (33) acres of SDSU-owned
land. This area is currently undeveloped, riparian land. A.R. Tab 1:00062-00063.

A lvarado Campus P ark: The plans for this sub-area include the construction of

academic, research and administrative facilities in two areas: D Lot (presently a campus
parking lot) and the A lvarado Medical Center (presently a two hundred and twenty thousand
(220,000) square-foot complex of medical offices and research facilities). These two areas
will be consolidated into one, contiguous campus center. A.R. Tab 1:00063.

Student Union: In thissub-area, a Student Union will be constructed on L Lot

presently used as parking and storage for athletic equipment and visiting team buses due to its
3
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proximity to the Cox A rena and A ztec Bowl structures. The Student U nion construction witl
eliminate one hundred and six (106) parking spaces from the campus inventory — no parking
facilities are planned for this portion of the Project. A.R. T'ab 1:00063.

Residence H alVEast Campus Expansion: In this sub-area, Respondent plans the

construction of a ten thousand (10,000) square foot student residence consisting of three-
hundred (300) beds in suite-style apartments, as well asa subterranean garage. Currently, this
land, known as Lot G, is used for student parking. A.R. Tab 1:00063.

Alvarado Hotel: In this sub-area, Respondent plans for the construction of a sixty
thousand (60,000) square foot, one hundred and tWenty (120)room hotel on Lot C. Lot Cis
across, and adjacent to the A lvarado Campus Park development sub-area. Lot C is currently
surrounded by campus parking lots to the west, and protected wetlands to the north and east
of the site. A.R. Tab 1:00063.

C. Public Process.

From January 18, 2005 to March 18, 2005, Resbondent circulated a Draft
Environmental Impact Report [DEIR]. A .R. Tab 1:00024; Tab 22:03809, Tab 29:04142.
SDSU held a public meeting on March 7, 2005, to receive community comments relating to
the DEIR. A.R. Tab 22:03862.

The City and Agency, by and through their agents, together with numerous other
concerned parties provided oral and written comments to Respondent outlining the
deficiencies in the DEIR. A.R. Tab 17, Tab 29:04133. From March 2005 through S eptember
2005, the City and Agency provided oral and written comments explaining the failures of the
DEIR and the subsequently circulated FEIR. A.R. Tab 17:2131, Tab 17:2106-2110, Tab
30:3142-4154, Tab 34:4202-4206, Tab 38, Tab 43:4334, Tab 43:4356-4359. These
comments repeatedly raised the issues related to failures in the traffic reports, analysis of
alternatives and refusal to pay for off-site mitigation. /d.

On July 20, 2005, The Board of Trustees held a public hearing at which concerned
community members aired their comments and misgivings regarding the DEIR. A .R. Tab

36:04234 and A.R. Tab 34:04181, Tab 34:04201. In light of the large volume of opposition
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generated at the hearing, Respondent voted to hold off on project approval for an additional
two months, during which the Board maintained it would consider project alteatives. /d. In
addition, in an effort to mediate and achieve settlement of the disputes, CSU agreed to the
formation of two ad-hoc committees consisting of representatives from all affected parties.
Id.

D. CSU Approves Final EIR Without Promised Additional Public
Involvement and Further I nvestigation Into Project Alternatives.

In spite of Respondent’s promise to forestall approval to certify the EIR and pursue
additional investigation, Respondent paid no heed to its promises to discuss alternatives with
area residents, businesses, or City and A gency officials. See generally, A.R. Tabs 36 through
39, which do not reflect additional meetings, analysis or investigation prior to final approval
of the EIR. Instead, Respondent docketed the issue for approval and certification of the FEIR
at the S eptember 20, 2005 meeting of the Commission on Campus Planning, Building and
Grounds in Long Beach, California, a full two weeks ahead of the first meeting of the ad-hoc
committees. A.R. Tab42:04387. Telling, the September 2005 agenda and resolution are
identical to that proposed at the July 2005 meeting to approve the Final EIR. A.R. Tab 29
and Tab 39.

D espite the overwhelming, significant and impassioned public testimony to its latent
legal and social defects, as well as repeated requests from community members to allow the
ad-hoc committees to meet before taking final action, Respondent certified and approved the
SDSU Campus Master Plan Revision on September 21, 2005. A.R. Tab 43:04349-04350,
Tab 43:04359

By failing to address unmitigable factors, and failing to adequately address feasible
alternative measures to the proposed development, Respondent’s approval of the Project
violated both the spirit and letter of CEQA . As such, the City and A gency must bring this
action for peremptory writ of mandate to set aside the FEIR and force Respondent to proceed
in the manner required by law.

11
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1.
LEGAL STANDARDS FOR CEQAMATTERS

A. The Primary Purpose of An EIR Is As An Informational D ocument For
Agencies And The Public To Determine And Assess Environmental Impacts of A
Project.

The purpose of an EIR isto provide state and local agencies and the general public
with detailed information on the potentially significant environmental effects, which a
proposed project is likely to have and to list ways in which the significant environmental
effects may be minimized as well as indicate alternatives to the project. Pub. Resources
Code, §§ 21002 and 21003. The basic elements of an EIR include: a description of the
project; identification and analysis of any potentially adverse impacts, including cumulative
impacts; identification of any feasible mitigation measures; the results after mitigation
measures (i.e., whether there are no adverse impacts or remaining adverse impacts); analysis
of alternatives; and a statement of overriding considerations. /d. The overriding purpose of
CEQA is to ensure that agencies regulating activities that may affect the quality of the
environment give primary consideration to preventing environmental damage. Save Our
Peninsula Committee (2001) 87 Cal . App.4th 99, 117; Laurel H eights Improvement Assn. v.
Regents of University of Califomia (1988) 47 Cal.3d 376, 390.

B. Legal Standard.

The certification of a legally inadequate EIR constitutes a prejudicial abuse of
discretion. Pub. Resources Code, § 21005(a); Citizens fo Preserve the Ojai v. County of

Ventura (1986) 176 Cal.App.3d 421, 428. Under CEQ A, the court must determine whether

the agency has committed a prejudicial abuse of discretion. Pub. Resources Code, § 21168.5.

An abuse of discretion is established if:
1) the agency®determination or decision is not supported by substantial evidence; or
2) the agency has failed to proceed in a manner required by law. /d.
The substantial evidence test applies only to the court®review of Respondent®

factual determinations, not to claims that the agency has failed to comply with CEQA®
6
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substantive and procedural mandates. See 2 Kostka & Zischke, Practice U nder the
Environmental Quality Act (Cont. Ed. Bar 2003), §§ 23.33-23.35, pp. 950-951.

U nder the substantial evidence standard, the court must determine, as a legal matter,
"whether the EIR is sufficient as an informational document." Kings County Famm Bureau v.
City of Hanford ("Kings County™) (1990) 221 Cal. App.3d 692, 711. S ubstantial evidence" is
not synonymous with "any” evidence. Roddenberry v. Roddenberry (1996) 44 Cal. App.4th
634, 651. Nor does substantial evidence include argument, speculation or unsubstantiated
opinion. Pub. Resources Code, § 21080(e). Rather "substantial evidence" means "enough
relevant information and reasonable inferences from this information that a fair argument can
be made to support a conclusion, even though other conclusions might also be reached.”
CEQA Guidelines, § 15384(a). While the court@review of the findings to determine if they
are supported by substantial evidence involves some deference to the agency®discretion, the
Court still hasto carefully scrutinize the record. /d. at408, 409, fn. 12; Topahga Assn. for a
Scenic Community v. County of Los Angeles(1974) 11 Cal.3d 506, 514.

C.  Failure to Comply with Procedures That Results in the Omission of
Relevant I nformation From The Environmental Review C onstitutes A Prejudicial
Abuse of Discretion.

The "failure to proceed in the manner required by law" part of the test for abuse of
discretion doesnot involve any judicial deference to the.project proponent. Friends of the
O/d Trees v. Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (1997) 52 Cal.App.4th 1383, 1402.
Noncompliance with substantive re quifements of CEQA or noncompliance with information
disclosure provisions which precludes relevant information from being presented to the public
agency ... may constitute prejudicial abuse of discretion within the meaning of Sections 21168
and 21168.5, regardless of whether a different outcome would have resulted i f the public
agency had complied with those provisions. Pub. Resources Code, § 21005(a). The failure
to comply with the law subverts the purposes of CEQA if it omits material necessary to

informed decision-making and informed public participation. In such cases, the error is
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; prejudicial. County of Amador v. EIDorado County Water Agency (1999) 76 Cal.App.4th

931, 946.

Those implementing projects subject to CEQA must maintain strict compliance with
the procedures and mandates of the statute. Citizens of Goleta Valley v. Board of Sup ervisors
(1990) 52 Cal.3d 553, 564; Napa Citizens for Honest Governmentv. Napa County Board of
Supervisors (2001) 91 Cal.A pp.4th 342, 357 [court must “scrupulously enfbrce all
legislatively mandated CEQA requirements”]; San Franciscans for Reasonable Growth v.
City and County of San Francisco (1984) 151 Cal.App.3d 61, 71-72 [court must be satisfied
that agency “fully complied with the procedural requirements of CEQ A, since only in this
way can the important public purposes of CEQA be protéected from subversion.”]

V.
LEGAL ANALYSIS

The extension of San Diego State University’s campus will negatively impact the
surrounding communities in numerous and significant ways, the effects of which have not
been eliminated or substantially lessened by mitigation measures in the proposed plan.

A. Respondent Cannot Rely On Its Improper Refusal To Fund Traffic and
Circulation Impacts To Conclude That The M itigation M easures Are I nfeasible.

CEQA provides that "public agencies should not approve projects as proposed if there
are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available which would substantially
lessen the significant environmental effects of such projects. Laurel Heights, supra, 47
Cal.3d at 406. The CEQA Guidelines require that, in order to approve a project subject to
CEQA where an EIR has identified significant environmental effects, the agency must find
that each significant impact is "unavoidable” because there are no feasible alternatives or
mitigation measures that would reduce the impact to a less than significant level. Rio Vista
Farm Bureau Center v. Counly of Solano (1992) 5 Cal.App.4th 351, 376; Pub. Resources
Code, § 21002. The purpose of these requirements is to ensure that feasible mitigaﬁ on
measures will actually be implemented as a condition of development, and not merely

adopted and then neglected or disregarded. Pub. Resources Code, § 21002. 1(b); Federation
8
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of Hillside and Canyon Assn'v. City of Los Angeles, supra, 83 Cal A pp.4th at 1260-1261;
Napa Citizens for Honest Gov't v. County of Napa, supra, 91 Cal.App.4th at 358-359.

In Federation of Hillside and Canyon Assn. v. City of Los Angeles, a homeowners
advocacy group and an environmental group brought a suit against the City of Los Angeles
challenging Los A ngeles@ertification of an EIR for a general plan framework as part of its
general plan. Los A ngeles acknowledged, "there was great uncertainty as to whether the
mitigation measures would ever be funded or implemented." /d. at 1261. A dditionally, Los
Angeles did not require tﬁe mitigation measures to be implemented as a condition of the
project and "made no provision to ensure that they will actually be implemented or @lly
enforceable.© I/d. The court invalidated the EIR@mitigation measures holding: 1) Los
Angeles failed to provide that the mitigation measures would actually be implemented; and 2)
no substantial evidence supported Los A ngeles@inding that the mitigation measures
identified in the final EIR would mitigate the project®significant effects on transportation.
Id. at 1261-1262.

Respondent identified twenty-seven significant impacts relating to traffic and
circulation arising as a result of the proposed project. A.R. Tab 14:1690-1691. Respondent
states that SDSU is not legally authorized to fund off-site improvements for campus
development and that these improvements are required to be mitigated by other agencies,
namely the Redevelopment A gency. A .R. Tab 17:00028-00032. Specifically, Respondent
alleges that Redevelopment Agency is responsible for mitigating impacts identified in the
DEIR as TCP1—TCP11. A.R. Tab 17:2108. Not only does Respondent fail to provide any
evidence for its arbitrary assignment of responsibility for these mitigation measures, but it
also ignores the advisement by the Redevelopment A gency that it cannot provide fiunds unless
certain legal and factual criteria are met. A.R. Tab 17:2107-2110.

If Respondent intends to withhold and/or cannot guarantee the fundingto implement
the identified mitigation measures, Respondent cannot simply make the subsequent findings
thdt the mitigation would be reduced to less than significant level. If the stated improvements

cannot be made as asserted by Respondent then the impacts are entirely unmitigated. Thus,
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the impact would be significant and *“‘unmitigated,” not “unavoidable™ as claimed by
Respondent and required by CEQA.

Respondent also fails to provide support for its position that it is exempt from the
environmental body of law which was enacted to protect the very instant development. As
such, it cannot escape these facts: that Respondent is subject to the provisions of CEQA.
Pub. Resources Code, § 21080.09; that CEQ A requires Respondent to adopt feasible
mitigation measures to avoid significant environmental impacts. Sierra Club v. State Board
of Forestry (1994) 7 Cal.4th 1215, 1233; and that Respondent may only find mitigation
measures infeasible if 1) the mitigation measures are “within the responsibility and
jurisdiction of another public agency” and 2) the mitigation measures have been adopted or
can be adopted. Pub. Resources Code, § 21081.

Respondent’s refusal to mitigate off-campus traffic impacts stems froma self—servin g
misapplication and misinterpretation of Article X III, section 3 of the California Constitution
which provides that the property owned by the state is exempt from property taxation. A.R.
Tab A.R. Tab 17:2665-2668. Numerous letters were provided to Respondent detailing the
factual and legal reasons why Respondent is legally responsible to fund these mitigation
measures. A.R. Tab 17:2106-2110, Tab 17:2115-2123, Tab 17:2154-2161, Tab 17:2169, Tab
17:2228-2233, Tab 17:2506-2510, Tab 17:2407, Tab 17:2428-2430, Tab 17:2459, Tab
17:2467. Respondent’s position also contradicts its own actions, as SDSU currently has a
permit application with the City for a public improvement project at the intersection of
College A venue and Zura Way. A.R. 17:2108. This public improvement is also one of the
identified off-site mitigation measures [ TCP-3] listed in the DEIR [Table ES-2. Summary
Table of Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures] which Respondent claims it cannot legally
fund. /d.

Asis discussed, Respondent has made no showing that the City or Redevelopment
Agency, islegally or financially capable of, making the proposed traffic improvements nor
has substantial evidence been presented to determine that the mitigation measures should be

adopted by another agency. Ifthis were true then any developer could defeat mitigation
10
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1| measures by simply stating that the “road is a City road” or “that is a County street.” This is
2i1 clearly not the intent of CEQA.
3 Thus, the findings are not supported by substantial evidence and Respondent’s
4{! approval of the EIR constitutes a prejudicial abuse of discretion and the court should direct
5/| Respondentsto vacate and rescind the approval.
6 B. Respondent Cannot Rely On A Vague, Uncertain And Incomplete
7|| Mitigation Analysis To Conclude Mitigation Measures Are Not Feasible.
8 Miti gation measure must be designed to minimize, reduce oravoid an identified
9|! environmental impact to rectify or compensate for that impact. CEQA Gui delines § 15370.
10|| An EIR may be inadequate if the mitigation measure, as described, is unclear and vague asto
11|| feasibility or implementation. San Franciscans for Reasonable Growth v. City and Counly of
12|| San Francisco, supra, 151 Cal.App.3d at 79 [requirement that fee of undetermined amount to
13|} be paid for unspeci fic transit funding mechanism is inadequate mitigation mea sure.]; Kings
14| County Farm Bureau v. City of Hanford (1990) 221 Cal.App.3d 692, 727 [EIR was
15| inadequate in part‘because it found groundwater impacts to be insufficient on basis of a
‘ 16|| mitigation agreement that called for purchase of replacement groundwater supplies without
17| specifying whether water was available.]. As stated above, Respondent’s position with
18] respect to mitigation measures being implemented is vague and uncertain. Without some
19|| assurance of funded traffic solutions to accompany the proposal for SDSU campus expansion,
20|} then the proposed development plans must be set aside until a funding solution is determined.
21 Respondent also fails to provide adequate discussion for the mitigation measures
22/| identified. While twenty-seven are identified, only eighteen are identified for discussion.
23|| A.R. Tab 14:1690-1691, A.R. Tab 17:1692-1694. The Master Plan Revision fails in its
24/} analysis to adequately consider several intersections along the 1-8 Corridor that will be
25|| impacted by the proposed development in A dobe Falls, Lot C, and the Alvarado Campus Sub-
26|| Areas, including: College A venue/I-8 Eastbound Ramps; College A venue/Canyon Crest
27|| Drive; College A venue/Zura Way; 55th Street/Montezuma Road; and Lake Murray
28!| Boulevard/Wisconsin Drive/Parkway Drive. /d. This omission is especi ally glaring in light
OPENING BRIEF OF PETITIONERS CITY OF SAN DEEGO AI}DI REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO
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* of the fact that SANDA G, the local planning agency for San Diego County, has identified

Interstate 8 as a “special study area” because of the difficulty and delays area commuters face

each day in traversing Interstate 8.

C. Respondent Cannot Rely On An Uncertified Opinion To C onclude
Mitigation Measures Are Not Feasible.

Respondent’s refusal to fund the identified mitigation measures is also based in part
on the Sixth Circuit Court of Appeal’s decision in City of Marina v. Board of Trustees of
California State University (2003) 109 Cal. App. 4th 1179, decided on June 17, 2003. A.R.
Tab 1:31-32, 17:02608-2609. The California Supreme Court has accepted review of this
case. City of Marina v. Board of Trustees, California State U niversity (2003) 109
Cal.App.4th 1179, review granted O ctober 1, 2003, No. S117816. Respondent’s reference to
City of Marina in the FEIR’s comments is improper. This court cannotrely on the appellate
decision as authority for any legal proposition under the California Rules of Court Rule 976,
977, and Rule 979. Because this case is currently under review in the California Supreme
Court, the question presented, directly on point to the present situation, is therefore unsettled.

D. The EIR Is Not Supported By Substantial Evidence Because The
Underlying Data Relied Upon I n Assessing Traffic And Circulation Impactsls
Inaccurate and Unsupported By Facts.

"The failure to provide enough information to permit informed decision makingis
fatal." Napa Citizens for Honest Gov't v. County of Napa, supra, 91 Cal.App.4th at 361.
"When the informational requirements of CEQA are not complied with, an agency has fai led
to proceed in @manner required by law@nd has therefore abused its discretions.” /d.,
quoting Save Our Peninsula Committee v. Monterey County Board of Supervisors (2001) 87
Cal.App.4th 99, 118.

Respondent concludes that there will be si gniﬁ(;ant, unmitigable impacts to the area in
terms of traffic and circulation. See Chapter 3:13, Transportation/Circulation and Patking,

starting at A.R. Tab 1:00458. The traffic anal.ysis, however, cannot be relied upon because

12
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the underlying data used to support these conclusions is fatally flawed and unreliable. As

such, the traffic report and its conclusions are skewed.

The Traffic Impact A nalysis relied upon in the EIR was prepared by Linscott, Law &
Greenspan, Engineers [LLG]. A.R. Tab 14:01598. The existing traffic conditions were based
upon a count study which was performed in 2004, without making an effort to perform more
recent or a more accurate assessment of traffic volume. A.R. Tab 14:01598, Tab 14:1607.
The stated purpose was to assess the traffic impactsto the local circulation system as a result
of the proposed projects in the near and long term. /d. Only three of the five components of
the Project were identified as effecting traffic and circulation: Adobe Falls, the A lvarado
Campus Park and the A Ivarado Hotel. A.R. Tab 14:01602. This initial exclusion of certain
portions of the development in effecting traffic and circulation creates a gap in the analysis.

The EIR states that under the proposed project, the current SDSU enrollment ceiling
will be increased from 25,000 full-time equivalent students [F TES] to 35,000 FTES. A.R.
Tab 14:01602. Based upon SDSU’s definition ofFTESZ, the EIR asserts that when the FTES
35,000 ceiling is reached, anticipated by the 2024/2025 academic year, there will be 44,826
students. A.R. Tab 14:01605. However, there is no data or methodology shown to support
how this calculation was done or how the 44,000 number was surmised. For instance, the
EIR fails to consider San Diego State University’s special status as a commuter school.
Thirty-five thousand (35,000) FTES students can easily translate into fifty-five thousand
(55,000) actual students due to SDSU’s particular character and tradition of serving a large
number of part-time, continuing education, and other commuter students. As such, the initial
baseline used to cal culate the number of students, staff or faculty whom will likely use the
surrounding roads is inherently flawed and cannot support the EIR.

A nother fatal flaw in the underlying data relating to the traffic conclusionsreached in

the EIR went directly to the allowable traffic generation on the surrounding sireets.

*FTES is defined as one student taking 15 units. Two part-time students, each taking 7.5
units would be considered one FTES.

13
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Specifically, the EIR reached its conclusions based upon incorrectly identifying area
streets as “‘collector” and “sub-collector” roads. This incorrect classification of the streets
inflates the roadway capacities-beyond that which the City recommends. A .R. Tab 14:01610-

1611, Tab 17:02132-02133. For further analysis relating to specific streets, see O pening

Briefs of Petitioner DCAC and Alvarado. City joins and incorporates those arguments herein.

The EIR also fai Is because it uses inaccurate or unsupported data to set the trip
generation which is the basis of the traffic analysis. The EIR states that currently 18% of
students live on campus or within walking distances to campus. A.R. Tab 1:00485. The EIR
then asserts without supporting data that this number will increase to 25%. A .R. Tab
1:00485. The EIR then uses this unsupported percentage to deduct this number from those
whom will be using the roadways to travel to SDSU on any given day. /d. In support of
these conclusions, Respondent relies on a campus survey prepared for and by the Uni versity
of California at San Diego [USCD]. A.R. Tab 1:00485, Tab14:1627. Notonly does this
study ignore the obvious and marked difference in characteristics between the two
institutions, but the EIR fails to identify the number, methodology or other necessary
information to determine the basis for this survey. A.R. Tab14:1627.

Asa further problem in the traffic analysis, the EIR makes unsupported assumptions
regarding trolley use to discount the number of persons using the surrounding streets. A.R.
Tabl14:1628. Based upon the already flawed baseline, the EIR assumes that increased student
enrollment will result in an overall traffic increase of 19,974 A verage D aily Trips [ADT].

A .R.Tab 1627. This number is then significantly discounted by an assumption that a large
percentage of students will use the trolley rather than commute in private vehicles. A.R. Tab
14:1628. Relying on that assumption, the AD T rate is dramatically discounted by 11,356
trips, down to 8,518 ADT. A.R. Tab 14:1628, Tab 14:1629.

The above demonstrates that the traffic study supporting the EIR sets an improper and
inaccurate baseline to determine the trip generation and thus traffic impacts on the
surrounding community and roads. Based updn this, a new traffic and circulation study is

necessary to enable full and complete disclosure of impacts. A dditional failures in the traffic
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study are set forth in Alvarado’s O pening Brief. City joins in those argurnents and
incorporates them herein.

E. The EIR Fails As An Informational Document.

Failure to comply with procedures that result in the omission of relevant information
from the environmental review constitutes a prejudicial abuse of discretion “regardless of
whether a different outcome would have resulted” had the agency complied with CEQA’s
requirements. Neighbors of Cavitf Ranch v. County of Placer (Bayside Covenant Church)
(2003) 106 Cal.App.4th 1092, 1100; Bakersfield Citizns for Local Control v. City of
Bakersfield (Panama 99 Properties) (2004) 124 Cal A pp.4th 1184, 1198, 1208; Rura/
LandownersAssn. v. City Council (1983) 143 Cal.App.3d 1013, 1023 [where “failure to
comply with the law results in a subversion of the purposes of CEQA by omitting information

from the environmental review process, the error is prejudicial.”] The critical question is

" whether an alleged procedural violation “deprived the public or local agencies of information

relevant to” the project. Neighborsof CavittRanch, supra, 106 Cal.App.4th at 1102; Sierra
Club v. State Bd. of Forestry (1994) 7 Cal.4th 1215, 1236-1237 [prejudice is presumed where
the absence of information “frustrated the purpose of the public comment provisions of the
Forest Practice Act” and made “meaningful assessment of potentially significant
environmental impacts” impossible.]

F. The EIR Fails to Provide Adequate M itigation for Impacts on Population
and Housing.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.2(d) sets forth the threshold in which population and
growth must be addressed and states that the EIR must “discuss the ways in which the
proposed project could foster economic or population growth, or the construction of
additional housing, either directly or indirectly in the surrounding environment.” The Final
EIR states that the increase in students, faculty and staff, as a result of the Project, would not
have not a significant impact on the surrounding SDSU area. See Generally, Appendix L,

Population and H ousing Technical Memorandum, Tab 13:01499-1577, see also A.R. Tab

15
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13:1514. This is based upon conclusory and speculative growth projections set forth in the
EIR.

The EIR admits there is and continues to be a disproportionate growth of population in
the College A rea surrounding SDSU. A .R. Tab 13:1507-1508. The EIR also maintains that
twenty five percent (25%) to thirty percent (30%) of new students would reside within one
mile of campus. A.R. Tab 17:2616. And that the projected increased student enrollment will
create a greater demand for student housing within the residential area surrounding the
campus. /d. While the DEIR acknowledges this conflict, Respondent then ignores this goal
by not properly mitigating for the increased University P opulation in the single family
neighborhoods. A R. Tab 17 2163-2169 at 2165-2166.

The EIR assumes that there will be no significant impact to housing needs because the
housing demand will be met by a combination of multi-family housing projects “proposed for
the surrounding area.” /d. There is no supporting data for this conclusion. The only
evidence presented to support this conclusion is by reference to proposed housing projects in.
two other redevelopment project areas, the G rantville Redevelopment Area and the Paseo
Project, both of which are currently involved in pre-construction litigation. A.R. Tab
17:2619. A's such, Respondent cannot determine as of yet whether these projects will ever be
accomplished, never mind the timeline in which they will be accomplished. These proposed
housing projects may not be relied upon to substantiate mitigation measures identified in a
CEQA document..

G. Failure to Adequately C onsider Project Alter natives.

Under CEQA, a public agency is required to consider feasible altematives to the
project which would lessen any significant adverse environmental. Pub. Res. Code §§ 21002,
21081; CEQA Guidelines § 15126.6. The discussion of alternatives must be meaningful and
provide sufficient information to allow informed decision making See Laurel Heights
Improvement Ass’n. v. Regents of the Univ. of California, supra, 47 Cal. 3d at 403-404.

F urther, specific reasons for failure to incorpbrate the alternatives into the Project were either

not provided, or were not supported by substantial evidence. This lack of information in the
16
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FEIR is a prejudicial abuse of discretion, and completely contrary to CEQA ’s spirit of
transparency and the public review and oversight of information.

There were many measures proposed by the A gency and City by and through its
agents, including but are not limited to the following: private development and ownership of
the proposed construction within the Collége Community Redevelopment Project Area (A.R.
Tab 17:2107); providing trolley passes to 100% of the student population and imposing
higher parking fees to offset some of traffic impacts (A.R. Tab 17:2107); and calling for
lower density development in the A dobe Falls/North Creek development area. A .R. Tab

17:2107. None of these alternatives were addressed, investigated or incorporated into the

| Final EIR.

Respondent s reliance on the statement of overriding considerations is improper
because feasible project alternatives, which would have lessened environmental impacts, are
available.

H. The EIR Fails to identify and Adequately Address Inconsistencies
Between The Project And The Various Community Plans Gover ning The Area of the
Project.

An EIR must discuss any inconsistencies between the proposed project and applicable
general plans. CEQA Guidelines § 15125(d). An applicable plan is a plan which has been
adopted and applies to a project. Chaparral Greensv. City of Chula Vista (1996) 50
Cal.App.4th 1134, 1145, fn 2. Although the requirement that EIRs analyze any
inconsistencies with plans is set forth in Section 15125, which generally governs the EIR’s
description of a project’s environmental setting, this analysis also relatesto an EIRs
evaluation of environmental impacts. CEQA Guidelines § 15126 [all phases of the project
must discuss the growth-inducing impact of the proposed project]. The purpose of the
required analysis is to identify inconsistencies that the lead agency should address and modify
to avoid inconsistencies. CEQA Guidelines § 15125; see also Orinda Ass’n v. Board of

Supervisors (1986) 182 Cal.App.3d 1145, 1169.
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While Respondent claims that it is consistent with various community and

* redevelopment plans (A.R. Tab 1:00356-00379), this statement is untrue. The following are

some examples of the inconsistencies which were raised but were ignored in the FEIR:

The EIR should be consistent with the College Community Redevelopment Plan
[CCRP]. The CCRP did not anticipate and does not allow for the construction of a hotel in
the Alvarado Sub-A rea of the College Community Redevelopment P roject Area. A hotel is
permitted in the CCRP in the Lot A Sub-Area of the College Community Redevelopment
Project A rea, but that is not what is being proposed by the project. A.R. Tab 17:2109.

The EIR should be consistent with the College Community Redevelopment P roject
Master Project Plan [MPP]. The MPP requires that a design manual be adopted for each of
the five Sub-Areas of £he College Community Redevelopment project Area before
development is to occur. These design manuals have not been prepared or presented and
must be prior to development within the Alvarado Road Sub-Area. /d.

The EIR should also be consistent with the Third Five-Y ear Implementation Plan for
the College Community Redevelopment Project [Implementation Plan]. The Implementation
Plan anticipates that the San Diego State University Foundation would bring forward the
Alvarado Road Sub-Area D esign Manual sometime in Fiscal Y ear 2005 identifying
construction of approximately 100,000 square feet. The 2005 Master Plan Revision calls for
245,000 square feet of development but makes no mention of an A lvarado Road Sub-Area
Design Manual. A.R. Tab 17:002110.

The growth projections and placement of new students into the single — family
residential nei ghbors surrounding SDSU also conflicts with the goals and objectives of the
College A rea Community Plan. While the D EIR acknowledges the goal of the College Area
Community Plan, it ignores the goal by failing to provide any mitigation measures. A.R. Tab
1:360.

Respondent’s position that it does not need to be consistent with the various

community plans is a blatant usurpation of the City and Redevelopment Agency’s duty and

authority to monitor and control development in the SDSU area. And Respondent’s choice to

18
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include this information within the EIR and make the “claim” that its project is consistent
with these community plans is also misleading and should require Respondent to provide
complete and accurate information.

I. Improper Reliance on a Statement of Overriding Consideration.

EIR requirements are clear: The public agency should not approve a project so
proposed if there are feasible alternative or mitigating measures available that would lessen
the project’s environmental impact. Pub. Res. Code § 21002.]; Cal. Code Regs, titl. 14, §
15021(a)(2). Altematively, a project with significant, unavoidable or unmitigatable impacts
may only be approved upon substantial evidence that the project’s benefits outweigh its
impacts. CEQA Guidelines § 15093, subds. (a), (b). By certi fying and approving the FEIR
for the Project, Respondent has failed to meet both of the foregoing requirements.

The Statement of Overriding Consideration Respondent did not properly accomplish
the appropriate balancing between economic, legal, social, technological or other benefits of
the proposed Project versus the adverse environmental effects of the Project.

Respondent could not have accomplished the appropriate balancing because the
statement of overriding considerations, as stated above, relies on determinations and
conclusions that were unsupported by substantial evidence. CEQA Guidelines § 15093.

J. EIR Misuse and Misapplication of the Environmental Impact Report
Process.

While CEQA allows multi-level review of development projects in certain cases, a
lead agency must still adequately analyze reasonably foreseeable significant environmental
impacts, and is not justified in deferring this analysis to a later CEQA document. CEQA
Guidelines § 15152. By analyzing sub-area developments at differing levels of review,
Respondent is misleading the public regarding the extent of the cumulative environmental
impacts to the area. '

An EIR must identify and focus on the significant environmental impacts of a
proposed project, giving due consideration to both its short-and long-term effects. Pub.

Resources Code, § 21100(a),(b); CEQA Guidelines § 15126. An EIR must similarly contain
19
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a “sufficient degree of analysis to provide decision makers with information that allows them
to make a decision wﬁich intelligently takes account of environmental consequences.” CEQA
Guidelines § 15151. A lead agency must eliminate or substantially lessen the environmental
impact of the project where feasible. CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4.

“The EIR for the Adobe Falls/N ortthampus development violates CEQA because it
fails to propose adequate measures to mitigate the environmental impacts of a specific
development project. SDSU has identified the specific uses for the student housing to be built
at this site, as well as the number and type of prospective residents, which shall include
retired faculty and staff, senior citizens and a limited number of graduate students. Y et, the
proposed development is analyzed at a program level of review.

The proposed use for the A dobe Falls/N orth Campus development is clearly defined
in such a way that supercedes program level review. Respondent has a duty under CEQA to
identify and mitigate all foreseeable environmental impacts. By setting forth vague and
conclusory statements as adequate mitigation measures, Respondent fails in its duty to the
public to consider the impact.this development will have in conjunction with the other
neighboring projects, scheduled for build-out before, or at the same time as A dobe Falls. The
best solution Respondent could provide to address this problem in the FEIR is a “Traffic
Calming Study”, which would determine the methods available to control and/or reduce
vehicle speeds on Del Cerro road ways before “housing unit occupancx.” This idea of a
“Calming Study” is flawed because it does nothing to address volume, but instead addresses
only speed. More importantly, Respondent’s “Calming Study” would be studying potential
mitigating measures as it constructs the very project which produces the need ﬁ)f mitigation
measures. In other words, Respondent is putting off until tomorrow the en vironmental review
it is required by CEQ A to perform today.

K. EIR Fails to Address Cumulative Impacts.

When considering a project, CEQA guidelines require that a lead agency review the
whole of the action. CEQA G uidelines § 153;/8. The Adobe Falls, A lvarado Hotel and

Alvarado Campus Park components of the Project together cause significant, irreversible
20
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environmental impacts fo the same geographic area, specifically the I-8/College
A venue/ Alvarado Road interchange. The impacts, when considered cumulatively, are more
significant than when considered individually, per differing levels of review.

An EIR must discuss the impacts of the project over time in conjunction with past,
present and reasonably foreseeable future projects. P ub. Res. Code § 21083; .CEQA
Guidelines, § 15130. G uidelines section 15130, subdivision (b) provides that "[t]he
discussion of cumulative impacts shall reflect the severity of the impacts and their likelihood
of occurrence, but the discussion need not provide as great detail as is provided ofthe effects
attributable to £he project alone. The discussion should be guided by the standards of
practicality and reasonableness." Thus, an EIR which completely ignores cumulative impacts
of the project is inadequate. Citizens to Preserve the Ojai v. County of Ventura (1985) 176
Cal.App.3d 421, 430-431. But a good faith and reasonable disclosure of such impacts is
sufficient. (/d., at 432; and see Al Larson Boat Shop, Inc. v. Board of Harbor Commissioners
(1993) 18 Cal.App.4th 729, 749 [absence of separate detailed discussion of air quality
impacts of project is not reversible error}.

Respondent must address the cumulative impact of the project on the area, when two
or more sub-areas will compound or increase environmental impacts. CEQA Guidelines §
15355. This requirement is especially necessary in multi-phase development plans, such as
the proposed Project. Respondent fails to adequately set forth and to independently analyze
the incremental development occurring in each of the sub-areas against one other. Thisisa
significant legal deficiency in the FEIR. This factor alone warrants judicial review of
Respondent’s approval and certification of the FEIR.

V.
CONCLUSION

By reasons set forth above, Respondent failed to proceed in a manner required by law
in certi fying and approving the FEIR in compliance with CEQA and the P ublic Resources
Code. Moreover, this decision, and the stateﬁlent of overriding considerations justifying the

decision was unsupported by substantial evidence. Accordingly, the decision to certify and
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adopt the FEIR should be set aside, and Respondent ordered to prepare and certify a new

Environmental Impact Report which meets the standards set forth under CEQA.

Dated: May 2, 2006

MICHAEL J. AGUIRRE, City Attorney

Byv

Christine M. Fitzgerald

Deputy City A ttorney
Attorneys for Petitioners City of San Diego
and Redevelopment A gency of the
City of San Diego
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San Diego State University February 22, 2007
Facilities Planning, Design and Construction

Ms. Lauren Cooper

Associate Director,

5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182-1624

Dear Ms. Cooper,

I recently sent a letter to Ms. Ann Brunkow, President of the Del Cerro Action Council
and I am taking this opportunity to share my thoughts with you since your department is
involved in decisions that affect my neighborhood.

If we think outside the box a little and realize that Internet conferencing is replacing face-
to-face meetings in the business world and saving business and government agencies
millions of dollars in travel, and other traditional conference and educational related
expenses. A university setting is perfect for similar Internet training functions. In many
cases a student would only need to come to campus for identification and testing
purposes. Perhaps your department could plan and design a first of its kind or prototype
facility to accommodate student identification and testing to augment off campus
learning. Just think of the possibilities this has for savings to the university on lighting,
heating and cooling, and general maintenance of current facilities. What savings the
students would have in transportation expenses, the environment would not suffer the
toxic results of so many daily automobile trips by the students to and from campus.

I have asked some friends to examine the possibilities of starting a State Referendum or
State Proposition calling for a freeze on all new building at existing campuses; allowing
only replacement when needed and only where an old unsafe building is being
demolished. Require all future campus student population growth to be accommodated
through offsite Internet — video conferencing classes. Scheduling could be arranged so
that students would need to attend actual on campus classes only one or two days per
week. Professors would be required to work 40 hours per week in live classroom settings
teaching/lecturing or live Internet course studies; the Teaching Assistants could be
relegated to grading papers and test results.

How nice it would be to reduce the adverse affects of constant daily trip traffic to and
from SDSU campus everyday. My proposal is also being advanced to the Governors
Office for consideration statewide without the need for a referendum.

Thank you for your time in considering this proposal.

cerely,

Mike Toé%
Del Cerro Area Resident tEg 26 2007
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Samuel W. Bettwy
Susan R. Benninghoff-Bettwy

5924 Arboles Street
San Diego, CA 92120

(619) 557-7119/5004 (office phone/fax-Sam)
(619) 287-6322 (home phone/fax)

February 26, 2007

Ms. Lauren Cooper

Associate Director, Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
San Diego State University

5500 Campanile Dr.

San Diego, CA 92182-1624

Subj.: Comment on 2007 Environmental Impact Report
Adobe Falls Plan

Dear Ms. Cooper:

Given the general nature of the Report, our general
suggestion in response is that the plan include ingress and
egress to/from Waring Road to dilute the adverse impact on
College Avenue and neighboring communities.

Very truly yours,

~.

SAMUEL W. BETTWY
SUSAN R. BENNINGHOFF-BETTWY

cc: Del Cerro Action Council
P.0O. Box 600801
San Diego, CA 92160

FEB 27 2007



Jerry Satuloff 5581-C Adobe Falls Road, San Diego, CA 92120
Res: 619-583-4258 Cell:619-895-2006
Email: jersat@cox.net
February 27, 2007

Lauren Cooper

Associate Director — Facilities Planning
SDSU

Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182

Subject: 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision

Dear Mr. Cooper — et-al:

Having sat through the non-presentation on February 21, what a waste of time. It is obvious
SDSU management are hell-bent on forcing this, no matter what. It matters not what the
neighborhood thinks, what money it costs and what politician’s egos are to be satiated. It seems
incongruous that we taxpayers, providing the funds for the SDSU expansion have no say in the

matter. After all, we supply the money and SDSU uses their deep pockets money to our
disadvantage!

What has changed in the revised EIR? There remain the same environmental issues, land use

and infrastructure issues, safety and traffic issues, none of which have been addressed. So it is
- politics as usual!

| Questions to be answered include:

1. How is increased traffic to be mitigated, what is the planned access, resulting in what
impact to the neighborhood?

2. Has coordination and input with the neighborhood improved? How and when??

3. If, the Adobe Falls portion does get built, how will the buildings, landscape, roads
and cleanliness be maintained, et-al. How will SDSU guarantee Adobe Falls will not
become a mini-dorm facility for undergraduates?

4. Why are recreational facilities for SDSU use only? There are no parks in the Adobe
Falls area.

5. SDSU has shown a near total disregard for the wishes of its neighbors who, at our

own expense were forced to take SDSU to court. How has SDSU’s attitude toward
its neighbors changed?

| submit, the meeting held the evening of February 21 was a further indication of SDSU’s intent
to disregard neighbors’ concerns. | suggest the next time a meeting is called, it NOT be called
for political purposes, it be called to mitigate our mutual concerns.

uloff - Smoke Tree Adobe Falls resident - Cc: Ann Brunkow - DCAC



February 28, 2007

Lauren Cooper, Associate Director

Facilities Planning, Design and Construction

San Diego State University WAR 12007
5500 Campanile Drive ‘
San Diego, CA 92182-1624

Re:  SDSU 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision
Response to Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a DEIR

Dear Ms. Cooper:

As a Del Cerro resident I have continued concerns over your expansion plans in the College and
Del Cerro communities. I read the NOP and attended the Public Information/Scoping meeting
and would like to submit in writing, the following questions and concerns so they may be
addressed the DEIR:

I. Regarding Description of Proposed Project

1. The premise for building faculty/staff housing in Adobe Falls Canyon is (reportedly) to
utilize affordable housing as a tool to retain and attract quality employees. Curiously absent in
the original Master Plan EIR is reference to any comprehensive regional housing study other
than one conducted on a statewide basis, several years prior. A campus faculty/staff survey
conducted by SDSUniverse in August, 2003, resulted in many findings contrary to the claims by
SDSU that the type of housing proposed is desired by their employees. Therefore. I request that
you provide a comprehensive regional housing study/analysis be conducted and provided to the
public, supporting the need and desire by faculty/staff to reside at Adobe Falls.

2. Omitted in this current revision is the inclusion of graduate students and retired faculty as
potential residents of the Adobe Falls housing development. Therefore, I would like the
following information included in the DEIR:

Criteria considered when gualifying individuals for residence at Adobe Falls.

A definition of “faculty/staff”’ as it relates to potential residents at Adobe Falls

Specific assurances that the units at Adobe Falls will not be utilized as student housing in

the future

3. The number of housing units at Adobe Falls was recently reduced from 540 to 370. In the
former and current versions of the Master Plan, SDSU failed to provide rationale for these
specific numbers, therefore they appear erroneous. /would like SDSU to provide justification
for 370 units. I would also like to see a benefit and impact analysis for reduced numbers of
units. More simply put. I would like SDSU to weigh_the pros and cons of building 370 units and
compare that to building incrementally fewer units.




II. Regarding Transportation and Traffic

1. According to the NOP, “...The total number of housing units ultimately to be developed on
the site is dependent in part upon available access routes...” When considering available access
routes/traffic flow alternatives to/from the Adobe Falls development, SDSU should provide
comprehensive data supporting the feasibility of each route being considered, including but not
limited to: Cost estimates, regulatory and legal requirements, etc. Also included should be the
probability or likelihood that each route will be implemented, and justification for these

probabilities.

2. In SDSU'’s most recent traffic report, the panning out of traffic from Adobe Falls through
local residential streets was estimated. As some of these projections seem contrary to the
current general traffic flow, I would like SDSU to provide grounds for these estimates.

3. SDSU claims the Red/Black Shuttle will provide alternative trahsportation for faculty/staff
traveling between Adobe Falls Development and SDSU. SDSU must substantiate this claim and
provide specific current and projected rider ship data on the Red/Black Shuttle.

4. SDSU claims the San Diego Trolley will provide alternative transportation for
faculty/staff/students, etc., traveling to/from campus, thus reducing the potential cumulative
traffic impacts on surrounding communities. SDSU must substantiate this claim and provide

specific current and projected rider ship data on the San Diego Trolley relative to the above-
mentioned claim.

SDSU is undoubtedly an asset and a source of pride for our community. I have two young
children who may benefit from SDSU’s expansion, but I am concerned both for SDSU’s future
as well as that of my neighborhood. It is unfortunate that the means to attaining SDSU’s goals
might be at the expense of local residents and businesses. SDSU has the opportunity to
recapture well-worn good will by working in concert with the community and pursue
compromise. I hope you take it.

6154 Amo Dr.
San Diego, CA 92120

cc: Del Cerro Action Council



City of La Mesa

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

March 1, 2007

Lauren Cooper

San Diego State University

Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182-1624

Re:  Notice of Preparation of Draft EIR for the 2007 Campus Master Plan
Ms. Cooper:

The City of La Mesa received the Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) for the 2007 San Diego State University Master Plan. After reviewing the
project and attending a scoping meeting on February 21, the City of La Mesa has the
following comments:

1. Traffic concerns related to the proposed Alvarado Campus, Alvarado Hotel and
other expansion planned adjacent to Alvarado Road were expressed in the
meeting. The intersection of Alvarado Road and 70" Street should be looked at
carefully. This intersection has access to the SDSU campus, the City of La Mesa
City of San Diego, and Interstate 8. Alvarado Road continues east across 70
street into the City of La Mesa. It is important to evaluate the amount of traffic
that would continue onto Alvarado Road in La Mesa for travelers that may avoid
traffic on Interstate 8.

2. The City of La Mesa has recently received inquiries and tentative proposals to
redevelop approximately 12 acres of land at 7407 Alvarado Road with an
intensive mixed use project. The property is currently developed as the Sunland
RV Resort. The City of La Mesa is concerned that the traffic from the SDSU
expansion would have a higher cumulative impact on traffic once this area in the
City of La Mesa is redeveloped to its potential. We would like to coordinate our
redevelopment plans with SDSU and the City of San Diego.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 619-667-1187 or by electronic mail at
bchopyk@ci.la-mesa.ca.us.

Sincerely,
4
. MAR 2 2007
Bill Chopyk
Planning & Development Services Director
CC: City Engineer E:\cp2007\letters\general\SDSU Master Plan NOP lir.doc
8130 ALLISON AVENUE. P.O. BOX 937. LA MESA, CALIFORNIA 91944-0937 / (G19) 667-1177. FAX (G19) 667-1380

@F’rinted on Recycled Paper.
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\‘ ‘, Department of Toxic Substances Control

Maureen F. Gorsen, Director
Linda S. Adams 5796 Corporate Avenue Arnold Schwarzenegger

Secretary for Cypress, California 90630 Governor
Environmental Proteclion

March 2, 2007

Ms. Lauren Cooper

Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
San Diego State University

5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, California 92182-1624

NOTICE OF PREPARATION (NOP) FOR THE SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY
(SDSU) 2007 CAMPUS MASTER PLAN REVISION PROJECT

Dear Ms. Cooper:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has received your submitted
document for the above-mentioned project. As stated in your document: "The proposed
project involves the development of classroom, housing and student support facilities
on approximately 55 acres of land located on the SDSU main campus and adjacent to
it".

Based on the review of the submitted document DTSC has cormmments as follows:

1) The EIR should identify and determine whether current or historic uses at the
project site may have resulted in any release of hazardous wastes/substances.

2) The EIR should evaluate whether conditions at the site may pose a threat to
human health or the environment. Following are the databases of some of the
regulatory agencies:

e National Priorities List (NPL): A list maintained by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.EPA).

e Envirostor (formerly CalSites): A Database primarily used by the California
Department of Toxic Substances Control acceSS|ble through DTSC's
website (see below).

e Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System (RCRIS):
A database of RCRA facilities that is maintained by U.S. EPA. - o

MAR 5 2007

® Printed on Recysled Paper
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Ms. Lauren Cooper
March 2, 2007
Page 2

4)

« Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability
- Information System (CERCLIS): A database of CERCLA sites that is
maintained by U.S.EPA.

e Solid Waste Information System (SWIS): A database provided by the
California Integrated Waste Management Board which consists of both
open as well as closed and inactive solid waste disposal facilities and
transfer stations.

e |eaking Underground Storage Tanks (LUST)/ Spills, Leaks,
Investigations and Cleanups (SLIC): A list that is maintained by Regional
Water Quality Control Boards.

e Local Counties and Cities maintain lists for hazardous substances cleanup
sites and leaking underground storage tanks.

e The United States Army Corps of Engineers, 911 Wilshire Boulevard,
Los Angeles, California, 90017, (213) 452-3908, maintains a list of
Formerly Used Defense Sites (FUDS).

The EIR should identify the mechanism to initiate any required investigation
and/or remediation for any site that may be contaminated, and the government
agency to provide appropriate regulatory oversight. If hazardous materials or
wastes were stored at the site, an environmental assessment should be
conducted to determine if a release has occurred. If so, further studies should
be carried out to delineate the nature and extent of the contamination, and the
potential threat to public health and/or the environment should be evaluated.

It may be necessary to determine if an expedited response action is required
to reduce existing or potential threats to public health or the environment. If no
immediate threat exists, the final remedy should be implemented in compliance
with state laws, regulations and policies.

Proper investigation, sampling and remedial actions overseen by the appropriate
agency, if necessary, should be conducted at the site prior to the new
development or any construction.

If any property adjacent to the project site is contaminated with hazardous
chemicals, and if the proposed project is within 2,000 feet from a contarninated

- site, then the proposed development may fall within the "Border Zone of a

Contaminated Property.” Appropriate precautions should be taken prior to
construction if the proposed project is within a "“Border Zone Property.”
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Ms. Lauren Cooper
March 2, 2007
Page 3

6)  The project construction may require soil excavation and soil filling in certain
areas. Appropriate sampling is required prior to disposal of the excavated soil.
If the soil is contaminated, properly dispose of it rather than placing it in another
location. Land Disposal Restrictions (LDRs) may be applicable to these soils.
Also, if the project proposes to import soil to backfill the areas excavated, proper
sampling should be conducted to make sure that the imported soil is free of
contamination.

7) Human health and the environment of sensitive receptors should be protected
during the construction or demolition activities. A study of the site overseen by
the appropriate government agency might have to be conducted to determine if
there are, have been, or will be, any releases of hazardous materials that may
pose a risk to human health or the environment.

8) Certain hazardous waste treatment processes may require authorization from
the local Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA). Information about the
requirement for authorization can be obtained by contacting your local CUPA.

9) If the site was used for agricultural purposes or if weed abatement may have
occurred, onsite soils may contain pesticide and agricultural chemical residue.
If the project area was used for poultry, dairy and/or cattle industry operations,
the soil may contain related dairy, animal, or hazardous waste. If so, activities
at the site may have contributed to soil and groundwater contamination. Proper
investigation and remedial actions, if necessary, should be conducted at the site
prior to construction of the project. :

10)  If during construction/demolition of the project, soil and/or groundwater
contamination is suspected, construction/demolition in the area should cease
and appropriate health and safety procedures should be implemented. Ifitis
determined that contaminated soil and/or groundwater exists, the EIR should
identify how any required investigation and/or remediation will be conducted,
and the appropriate government agency to provide regulatory oversight.
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Ms. Lauren Cooper
March 2, 2007
Page_4

. |f you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Mr. Al Shami, Project
Manager, at (714) 484-5472 or at “ashami @ DTSC.ca.gov".

Sincerely,

4%%4.%

Grég Holmes
Unit Chief
Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch - Cypress

ce:  Governor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento, California 95812-3044

Mr. Guenther W. Moskat, Chief

Planning and Environmental Analysis Section
CEQA Tracking Center

Department of Toxic Substances Control
P.O. Box 806

Sacramento, California 95812-0806

CEQA #1608
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March 2, 2007

Lauren Cooper

Associate Director, Facilities Planning, Design and Construction MAR
SDSU

5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182-1624

6 2007

Dear Ms. Coopet;

I am writing to you in regards to the Adobe Falls Plan (Plan) in your upcoming EIR.

While I attended your recent public comment event, I wanted to repeat and expand the
issues that I would like to have addressed in your EIR.

First a retort to a comment made by Anthony Fulton: Anthony stated something to the
effect that we shouldn’t worry because all 370+ units would not be going in right away.
Please pass on to Anthony that I use similar logic when putting a lobster into the pot —1
always start them at room temperature. The point being that most residents in the Del
Cerro area plan to be there for a long time, So the fact that the impacts won’t be for two
or three years does not suffice as an alternative to a valid mitigation plan.

Now to the items I would like to see addressed in the EIR and the Plan:

1. A clear definition of what Faculty and Staff means.

1.1. Does it include retired faculty and staff? If so, how does this address the
problem that Anthony went on about — teaching more students. Retired folks do
not teach — they are retired.

1.2. Does it include graduate students, and if so how many.

[

The traffic study for the Plan should be done when both the grade schools in Del
Cerro and SDSU are in session, during weekdays.

3. The traffic study should correctly identify the type and load capacity of each of the
streets, especially Capri, Del Cerro Blvd., and Rockhurst Drive.

4. Traffic mitigations strategies should include; tunneling under the 8 freeway, a bridge
over the 8 freeway, and access to the west to Warring Road.

5. As an alternative to building, look at taking the money that would be spent and using
it to purchase facilities that are already built or under construction. There are several
apartment building/condo conversions within a similar distance to the SDSU campus
that could be purchased, in whole ot in part, to provide the same number of units.
There are also units being built just West of the site that could be purchased, The
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advantage here is that all of these facilities already fit into, or will be required to
upgrade the infrastructure of the neighborhood.

6. Another alternative to address the recruiting and retention of faculty and staff would
again be to use the funds that would have to be expended to develop the 370+ units in
a different manner. I believe the rationalization given by Anthony was that salaries
were not high enough for incoming prospects to afford housing. The interest from the
fimds could be used as an annuity to augment salaties, or provide a housing stipend.
This provides two added benefits to the proposed Plan; first it does not invest in
depreciating assets, second it allows the recipients to choose where they want to live.

7. 1 would also like to understand why this Plan calls for recreational facilities to be
included and why you assume they would be only for the residents’ use. Are not the
proposed residents going 10 be faculty and staft of SDSU? Wouldn’t they be able to
use the facilities on the main campus? And if the Plan is a campus facility, why
wouldn’t anyone associated with SDSU be able to use the facilities? I would think
they would be able to, and if that is the final determination, how does that impact the
traffic load and the environmental impact?

If I can be of any further assistance please let me know.

James S. Call
6285 Rockhurst Drive
San Diego, CA 92120

ce:

Del Cerro Action Coungil
P.O. Box 600801

San Diego, CA 92160
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March 3, 2007

Armin and Rhea Kuhlman o
5069 Catoctin Drive T
San Diego, CA 92115 ETEL I

Lauren Cooper, Associate Director . MAR 6 2007
Facilities Planning, Design and Construction '
Business and Financial Affairs

San Diego State University

5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182-1624

Re: SDSU NOP
Dear Ms. Cooper:

We have reviewed SDSU’s draft NOP for its 2007 Master Plan Revision, and request that
the upcoming EIR address the following questions:

1. CAMPUS GROWTH ASSUMPTIONS

SDSU projects the need to grow from 25,000 full time equivalent (FTE) students to
35,000 FTE, an increase of 40%, over the next twenty years,

a. On what explicit assumptions does SDSU base its projected growth needs? The NOP
states, rather vaguely, that the projected growth is based on “projected population growth
in San Djego County.” '
(1) Is San Diego County projected to gtow by 4C% in the next 20 years?
(2) If so, where specifically is that growth projected to be located, and among
’ which age groups will the growth be distributed?
(3) If the majority of the growth is projected in North or South County, rather than
in the already heavily impacted urban core, would expansion of the San
Marcos campus be more appropriate for dealing with North County
growth? Likewise, would a satellite campus in Chula Vista be mote
apprapriate for dealing with South County growth?

b. Does SDSU take the position that growth at the existing campus should continue
indefinitely?
(1) If not, what is the projected upper limit of the FTE student body, and how
does that translate in terms of actual students? (That is, if the current FTE level of
25,000 equals 33,000 actual students, does the projected 35,000 FTE equate to
46,200 actual students? What does SDSU’s projected FTE upper limit, if any,
equate to in terms of actyal bodies, and what would be the projected faculty and
staff needed to serve that increased student load?)
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(2) How do these figures relate to growth in automobile traffic on -8, I-805, I-18,
Montezuma Road, and College Avenue?

(3) What would be the impact on the surrounding area in terms of housing,
¢irculation on surface streets, parking requirements, and air quality?

(4) What percentage of the students are projected to live within one mile of SDSU
(but not in campus housing), and what impact will this have in displacing existing
residents, or changing the character of the single-family residential neighborhood?
(4) If SDSU takes the position that the school can continue to grow indefinitely,
how does it justify that assumption?

2. ALVARADO CAMPUS

SDSU plans a multiphase development of approximately 662,000 gross square feet (GSF)
for academic, research and medical space, and a 552,000 parking structure.

a. Phase 1 - D Lot

Consists of demolition of an existing structure at 6361 Alvarado Court, and development
of a 5-story, 110,000 GSF building,

(1) How much additional traffic will this construction generate at the intersection
of College Avenue and Alvarado (at the I-8 College exit), and on Alvarado Road,
which is a two-lane road; and how will it be mitigated?

(2) How much need for additional parking will be generated, and will it be
provided for simultaneously with construction of the building? If not, why not?
Can the additional construction be accommodated through existing surface
parking?

b. Phase 2 ~ D Lot

Consists of development of two 5-story buildings of 85,000 GSF each to house uses
displaced by “subsequent” phases of the project (that is, the demolition of $ existing
office buildings totaling 116,523 GSF)

(1) Since this is a net increase of 53,467 GSF (or more, depending upon when the
subsequent demolitions take place), how much additional traffic will this
construction generate at the intersection of College Avenue and Alvarado (at

the I-8 College exit), and on Alvarado Road, which is a two-lane road: and

how will it be mitigated?

(2) How much need for additional parking will be generated, and will it be
provided for simultaneously with construction of the buildings? If not, why not?
Can the additional construction be accommodated through existing surface
parking?
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c. Subsequent Phases — Alvarado Core Site

In addition to the demolitions noted above, consists of development of four 4/5 story
buildings totaling 332,385 GSF; and development of a 6/7 story 552,000 GSF parking
structure for 1840 vehicles, with 191 additional surface and existing spaces.

(1) How much additional traffic will this construction generate at the intersection
of College Avenue and Alvarado (at the I-8 College exit), and on Alvarado Road,
which is a two-lane road; and how will it be mitigated?

(2) Since the timing of Phase 1, Phase 2, and the “Subsequent Phases” is not
specified, when exactly will the parking structure be built, and why was the
decision made to not build it simultancously with Phase 1 development?

Thank you for your attention to these questions,

Cad Lo Voo TR s

Armin and Rhea Kuhlman

Cec; College Area Community Council
Councilman Jim Madaffer
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March 4, 2007

Lauren Cooper - MAR 6 2007
Associate Director — Facilities Planning

SDSU Facilities Planning, Design & Construction

5500-Campanile. Drive-

San Diego, CA 92182

Subject: Comments on SDSU Plan for Adobe Falls

Any plan to develop the Adobe Falls area that does not include an alternate
access to the-area other than through-existing Del Cerro streets is unacceptable.
This access route must be in place before other construction begins. It is
iresponsible of SDSU to attempt to attain its goals by trashing Del Cerro.

A statement, as in the previous rejected EIR, that an alternate means of access
such as a tunnel is too expensive, does nothing to meet our concerns, The
statement of cast, which failed to include engineering details of the things you
considered, gives us no basis on whieh-to-respond. Do.you expect us to-do your
‘engineering for you? 'Atternpting to justify your position with a raw cost figure, not
-provided in the context '6f the overall cost of the-project, including the
infrastructure which you tried to dump on San Diego taxpayers, is clearly an
‘attempt to mislead and gengrates mistrust,of the whole project. .. - -

Furthefmore, a statement that tHe funnel would require a 17% grade'is also
misleading (fraudulent?) in light of the facts that the existing Adobe Falls Rd. and
Nill Peak Rd. that you propose to use, have similar grades, and any direct
extension of Mill Peak to serve the Upper Village project will require an even-
steeper grade. Will the Mill Peak extension have a grade greater than 17%7 If
not, how will you accomplish that? |f you can do it there, why can't you do it for
the tunnel? :

Your previous estimates of the traffic distribution are alsc misleading. Anyone
who has driven in the neighborhood knows that virtually all of the traffic will end
up on Capri Dr. This is because it is the most direct route to College Ave. Any
alternate route must pass through:-the-intersection-at Genoa and Del Cerro Bivd,
A reasonable person tries to cross, or even enter Del Cerro Blvd only a few times
at Genoa Ave. before looking for a safer way, i.e. via Capri Dr. Almost all the
excessive traffic will go through the intersection of Capri and Del Cerro, where it
will endanger the safety of the-children- at Hearst school and-the Temple school.
Virtually none will go north of Del Cerro Bivd, due to difficulty of crossing Del
Cerro and the difficulty of getting on to College from Lamda of Rockhurst
espétially if oné desirss to turn left, O DETTENT S

v A A~ g

Besides the safety issue for the school children, what do we do when we rieed an
emergency vehicle during heavy traffic times? The problem will be even worse
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for your faculty and staff down in the hole. Your plan for the East campus will
further add to the problem of access to Alvarado Hospital.

I am amazed that you don't have more respect for your faculty and staff than to
expect them to live down in that hole. A majer coneern to all.Del Cero residents.
is the encroachment of SDSU students on our neighborhood. SDSU and
especially its students are not good neighbors. What will you do when you can’t
get full occupancy? What assurance do we have that you won't pull a bait and
switch when that happens and then allow students to live there?

SDSU is already too big for College Ave. At certain times during the day,
College is like an obstacle course, especially at the intersection leading to
Alvarado Hospital. It is irresponsible to add to the size of your student body, thus
making it even worse.

Finally, your handout at the Feb. 21 meeting on the Adobe Falis project includes
the note, "Working with community to refine project details”. That statement is in
the present tense. Why haven't | heard of any such meetings? You stated that
EIR for the 70 unit section will be at the project level. When are you planning to
hold those mestings, after you have jammed the project level EIR down our
throats? Another reason for our mistrust.

Yours truly,

Mﬂ.m

Dr. Ronald A. Thiel
6212 Capri Dr.
San Diego, CA 92120
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Lauren Cooper

Associate Director, Fatilities Planning, Design and Construction
SDSU

5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182-1624

Having reviewed your Notice of Preparation of Draft Environmental Impact Report; Initial Study for
your 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision and having attended you EIR Scoping Mesting, our
comments are the following:

1) The need for San Diego State's expansion is grossly overstated. Your acceptance rates and
subsequent student attendance after acceptance do not agree with Petterson’s Reports of
American Colleges and Universities.
2) San Diego State already is larger and subsequently already has passed an optimum student
and building development point considering its already crowded location into an unsuitable plot of
land and poor location for such a large campus. Traffic congestion and unsafe driving conditions
are only to become worse with expansion. Quality of life on and around the campus, already
centered on an inadequate freeway intersection, buildings and facilities already stuffed into a
densely populated, busy hillside, cannot take on more population without bringing more chaos to
an already ugly, begrudgingly, poorly accommodating campus which already causes problems for
its neighbors.
3)The Revision with regard to the Adobe Falls Project can hardly be called a revision except for
the reduction of units too small to be acceptable. The impact on the Communities of Adobe Falls
and Del Cerro appear too drastic for acceptancs.
Sincerely, Ray V. Schumacher, Jr.

Suzanne D. Schumacher

6160 Arno Drive

San Diego, CA 92120 E-Mail:

sudbud@sbcglobal.net 7{//%2 W ,



Stuart R. and Yoelles F. Josephs

6408 Crystalaire Drive
San Diego, CA 92120-3834

March 6, 2007

Ms. Lauren Cooper

Associate Director-Facilities Planning, Design, and Construction
San Diego State University

5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182-1624

Re: ADOBE FALLS PLAN

Dear Ms. Cooper:

We strongly request that you immediately and COMPLETELY ABANDON your
Adobe Falls Plan.

It is ludicrous for SDSU to continue to expand into our densely populated residential
neighborhoods. Your student enrollment should be capped at your present capacity.

However, we recognize that California’s student population will continue to grow.
Therefore, we suggest that any additional student enrollment be switched to a NEW, campus that

should be built where there is more space to physically expand in the future,

Respectfully,

it R. 103 ,
W wJ
oelles Josep

cc: Del Cerro Action Council (via E-mail)

WAR 7 2007
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March 7, 2007

Ms. Lauren Cooper

Associate Director-Facilities Planning

San Diego State University

Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, CA 92182

Subject: SDSU 2007 Campus Master Plan
Environmental Concern

Dear Ms. Cooper:

We are in receipt of the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report,
Initial Study, San Diego State University 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision. On behalf
of Alvarado Hospital’s new owners, Alvarado Hospital LLC, a Delaware Limited
Liability Company and Plymouth Health LLC, a Delaware Limited Liability Company
we offer the following comments.

Before identifying our concerns with the project, we would like to state that we view San
Diego State University as a valuable community resource. It is our understanding that
Alvarado Hospital has maintained a positive working relationship with the University
since the hospital’s inception in the early 1970’s. Further we understand that this
relationship may have been strained during the review of the previous SDSU Master
Plan. We would like to re-establish a strong working relationship with the University as
we both face challenges that can impact the future vitality of these community resources.

We were pleased that you included us in your mailing list for documents that included an
invitation to your recent scoping meeting related to the subject project. It appears that
your 2007 Master Plan is ambitious. In general, we support the plan as it has been
outlined.

From our perspective, the most significant potential impact of this project is the traffic
that it will generate. Alvarado Hospital’s main east/west access points are the College
Avenue and 70™ Street off ramps from the I-8 freeway. College Avenue and 70"
Street/Lake Murray Boulevard provide north/south access and intersect Alvarado Road
on the east and west respectively. This roadway network comprises the major access
routes to the hospital. Current traffic conditions indicate serious congestion during the

6655 Alvarado Road, San Diego, CA 92120 - Phone: 619.287.3270



school year at certain times of the day. We believe that this condition will only worsen
with the increase in enrollment contemplated in the new Master Plan.

Alvarado Hospital sees approximately 30,000 patients on an annual basis, employs 1,000
employees and is the source of care for patients managed by nearly 500 physicians.
Alvarado has an active emergency room that sees 18,000 patients per year including
5,800 that arrive via ambulance. We believe that the Environmental Impact Study must
address access to the hospital during the developmental stages of the Master Plan and
after the plan becomes operational. Access to the hospital via emergency vehicles and
access for other people who require emergent or urgent care as well as those who provide
care should not be negatively impacted by the proposed project during or after its
implementation. We believe that maintaining continuous, effective access from both
ends of Alvarado Road and along College Avenue and 70" Street/Lake Murray
Boulevard is essential to public health. If it is determined that there would be a
significant degradation from current load levels, these impacts would need to be
mitigated to ensure timely access by emergency response vehicles, private vehicles
bringing patients to the hospital and our caregivers.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. We look forward to re-establishing
a strong working relationship with you as we both focus on meeting community needs for
health and education.

Sincegely.

-

b

is F. Koenig
Chief Executive Officer
cc: President Stephen Weber, SDSU
Pejman Salimpour, M.D.

Pedram Salimpour, M.D.
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In Reply Refer To:
FWS-SDG-5221.1

Lauren Cooper, Associate Director MAR 7 2007
Facilities Planning, Design and Construction

San Diego State University

5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, California 92182-1624

Subject: Comments on the Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for the
San Diego State University 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision

Dear Ms. Cooper:

The U.S Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) and the California Department of Fish and Game
(Department), hereafter collectively referred to as the Wildlife Agencies, have reviewed the above-
referenced Notice of Preparation (NOP) dated February 2, 2007. The Wildlife Agencies have
identified potential effects of this project on sensitive biological resources. The comments
provided herein are based on the information provided in the NOP, our knowledge of sensitive and
declining vegetation communities, and our participation in regional conservation planning efforts.

The primary concern and mandate of the Service is the protection of public fish and wildlife
resources and their habitats. The Service has legal responsibility for the welfare of migratory birds,
anadromous fish, and endangered animals and plants occurring in the United States. The Service is
also responsible for administering the Federal Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended
(16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). The Department is a Trustee Agency and a Responsible Agency pursuant
to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; Sections 15386 and 15381, respectively) and
is responsible for ensuring appropriate conservation of the state’s biological resources, including
rare, threatened, and endangered plant and animal species, pursuant to the California Endangered
Species Act (CESA) and other sections of the Fish and Game Code. The Department also
administers the Natural Community Conservation Planning (NCCP) Program.

The proposed project is the adoption and subsequent implementation of the San Diego State
University (SDSU) 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision. To accommodate the projected needs of
the university (e.g., student increases), the proposed project involves the development of
classroom, housing, and study support facilities on approximately 55 acres of land located on and
adjacent to the SDSU main campus. The project consists of five development components: Adobe
Falls Faculty/Staff Housing (Upper and Lower Villages); Alvarado Campus; Alvarado Hotel;
Student Housing; and Student Union. :

WAR 12 2007
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All proposed project coraponents would be located on the existing developed campus or in
adjacent developed areas, with the exception of the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing
development, which wonld be constructed on an undeveloped 33-acre site located north of ;
Joterstate 8, across from the main campus. The Adobe Falls site occurs within a canyon area that
supports native vegetation, including coastal sage scrub (CSS) and riparian vegetation associated
with Alvarado Creek. Construction of Alvarado Campus and Alvarado Hotel would occur
adjacent to existing chammelized areas of Alvarado Creek. SRS

f the Califoraia State University in avoiding, minimizing, and adequately mitigating

. regional habitat conservation planning efforts. Jn summary, our comments address the following

issnos: (1) potential impacts 1o wetland and riparian habitats; (2) compliance with CEQA and the
 Act; (3) project-related increases in traffic volume within the project area; (4) updated protocol-

 level species smeys for listed species with potential to occur in the project area; (5) the use of
.- native plants in landscaped areas adjacent to native habitats; (6) Supplemental Environmental
o Pm]ects (SEPs); and (7) information to be included in the DEIR. . R o

. We appreciate the opportunity to coxament on this NOP. We are hopeful that further consnltation
. between you and us will ensure the protection we find necessary for the biological resources that
“would be affected by this project. If you have questions or comments regarding this letter, please

ontact Heather Schmalbach of the Department at (85 8) 637-7188 or Ayoola Folarin of the Service
(760) 431-9440. | | . |

S

_Therese O’Rourke

- Assistant Field Supervisor Deputy Regional Manager
- U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service California Department of Fish and Game

Enclosures: 3

cc:  State Clearinghouse
Rebecca Stewart, Regional Water Quality Control Board

 We offer our comments and recommendations in the attached Enclostres to assist the Board of

 project-related d impacts toblologlcalresources, and to ensur ure that the project is consistent with~
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|
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Wildlife Agency Comments and Recommendations on
the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
for the SDSU 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision

Specific Comments

1. The Wildlife Agencies have responsibility for the conservation of wetland and riparian
habitats. It is the policy of the Wildlife Agencies to strongly discourage development in
wetlands or conversion of wetlands to uplands. We oppose any development or conversion
which would result in a reduction of wetland acreage or wetland habitat values, unless, at a
minimum, project mitigation assures there will be “no net loss” of either wetland habitat values
or acreage. Development and conversion include but are not limited to conversion to
subsurface drains, placement of fill or building of structures within the wetland, and
channelization or removal of materials from the streambed. All wetlands and watercourses,
whether intermittent or perennial, should be retained and provided with substantial setbacks to
preserve the riparian and aquatic values and maintain their value to on-site and off-site wildlife
and plant populations. Mitigation measures to compensate for impacts to mature riparian
corridors should be included in the draft EIR (DEIR) and must compensate for the loss of
function and value as a wildlife corridor.

a) The project area supports aquatic, riparian, and wetland habitats; therefore, the DEIR
should include a jurisdictional delineation of the creeks/drainages and their associated
riparian habitats. The delineation should be conducted pursuant to the Service wetland
definition adopted by the Department.’ Please note that some wetland and riparian habitats
subject to the Department’s authority may extend beyond the jurisdictional limits of the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

b) Unless the proposed project avoids all habitats within the Department’s jurisdiction
pursuant to Section 1600 et seq. of the Fish and Game Code (e.g., spans the riparian
corridor), it may require a Streambed Alteration Agreement (SAA) prior to the
commencement of any activity that will substantially divert or obstruct the natural flow or
substantially change the bed, channel, or bank (which may include associated riparian
resources) of a river or stream, or use material from a streambed. The Department’s
issuance of a SAA for a project that is subject to CEQA will require CEQA compliance
actions by the Department as a responsible agency. As a responsible agency under CEQA,
the Department may consider the lead agency’s CEQA documentation for the project. To
minimize additional requirements by the Department pursuant to Section 1600 ez seq.
and/or under CEQA, the document should fully identify the potential impacts to the stream
or riparian resources and provide adequate avoidance, mitigation, monitoring, and reporting
commitments for issuance of an SAA.”

! Cowardin, Lewis M., et al. 1979. Classification of Wetlands and Deepwater Habitats of the United States. U.S.
Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service.

% A notification package for a SAA may be obtained by writing to: Department of Fish and Game, 4949 Viewridge

Avenue, San Diego, CA 92123, by calling (858) 636-3160, or by accessing the Department’s web site at
www.dfg.ca.gov/1600.
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2. Take authorization pursuant to CESA and the Act must be obtained if the project has the
potential to result in “take” of state and/or federally listed species of plants or animals (e.g.,
least Bell’s vireo), either during construction or over the life of the project. Permits authorizing
take are issued to conserve, protect, enhance, and restore listed threatened or endangered
species and their habitats. Early consultation is encouraged, as significant modification to a
project and mitigation measures may be required in order to obtain take authorization.
Revisions to the Fish and Game Code, effective January 1998, may require that the Department
issue a separate CEQA document for the issuance of a CESA permit unless the project CEQA
document addresses all project impacts to listed species and specifies a mitigation monitoring
and reporting program that will meet the requirements of CESA. In the event take
authorization is required for the proposed project, we request the following items:

a) Biological mitigation monitoring and reporting proposals of sufficient detail and resolution
to satisfy the requirements of CESA and the Act.

¢) Department-approved Mitigation Agreement and Mitigation Plan for plants listed as rare
under the Native Plant Protection Act.

3. It is anticipated that the proposed project would result in increased traffic volumes on highways
and roads adjacent to the proposed project area. The draft EIR should discuss the need for any
road improvements that would be necessary to off-set increased traffic volumes resulting from
the proposed project. Furthermore, the DEIR should identify any on- and/or off-site impacts to
sensitive species or habitats that would result from any proposed road improvements associated
with the project.

4. To guide project planning to avoid/minimize impacts to listed species, such as the coastal
California gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica californica; gnatcatcher) and least Bell’s vireo
(Vireo bellii pusillus; vireo), we recommend that protocol-level surveys be conducted for any
listed species with the potential to occur within the project site. Surveys should be performed
no more than one year prior to an application for a permit from the Wildlife Agencies, and the
DEIR should include the survey results.

5. Native plants should be used to the greatest extent feasible in landscaped areas adjacent to
and/or near mitigation/open space areas and/or wetland/riparian areas. The applicant should
not plant, seed, or otherwise introduce invasive exotic plant species to landscaped areas
adjacent and/or near native habitat areas. Exotic plant species not to be used include those
species listed on the California Invasive Plant Council’s (Cal-IPC) Invasive Plant Inventory.
This list includes such species as: pepper trees, pampas grass, fountain grass, ice plant,
myoporum, black locust, capeweed, tree of heaven, periwinkle, sweet alyssum, English ivy,
French broom, Scotch broom, and Spanish broom.? In addition, landscaping adjacent to native
habitat areas should not use plants that require intensive irrigation, fertilizers, or pesticides.

* A copy of the complete list can be obtained by contacting the California Exotic Pest Plant Council at 32912 Calle del
Tesoro, San Juan Capistrano, California 92675-4427, or by accessing their web site at http://www.cal-ipc.org.
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Water runoff from landscaped areas should be directed away from mitigation/open space
and/or wetland/riparian areas and contained and/or treated within the development footprint.

The DEIR should disclose all sites within, or within the vicinity of, the project area that are
sites for active or signed-off Supplemental Environmental Projects (SEP) required by the
Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region. If there are any such SEP sites, the
DEIR should analyze the indirect and direct effects of the proposed project on the habitats and
species therein and require measures to (a) protect the these resources and the biological
functions and values within the SEP sites, and (b) mitigate for any unavoidable losses and
indirect effects. As SEP sites are mitigation sites, any impacts to habitats within them should
be mitigated at higher (i.e., at least double) the typical mitigation ratios that would apply to
losses of habitat (e.g., 6:1 for loss of southern willow scrub rather than 3:1).

General Comments

To enable the Wildlife Agencies to adequately review and comment on the proposed project from
the standpoint of the protection of plants, fish, wildlife, and other biological resources, we
recommend the following information be included in the DEIR.

1.

A complete discussion of the purpose and need for, and description of, the proposed project,
including all staging areas and access routes to the construction and staging areas.

Analyses of a range of feasible alternatives to ensure that alternatives to the proposed project
are fully considered and evaluated. The analyses must include alternatives that avoid or
otherwise minimize impacts to sensitive biological resources, particularly wetlands. Specific
alternative locations should be evaluated in areas with lower resource sensitivity, where
appropriate.

A complete assessment of the flora and fauna within and adjacent to the project area, with
particular emphasis upon identifying state and federally listed endangered, threatened, rare, or
proposed candidate species, California Species of Special Concern and/or Protected or Fully

Protected species, and locally unique species and sensitive habitats. Specifically, the DEIR
should include:

a) Discussions regarding the regional setting, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, § 15125(c), with
special emphasis on resources that are rare or unique to the region that would be affected by
the project. This discussion is critical to an assessment of environmental impacts.

b) A thorough assessment of rare plants and rare natural communities, following the
Department's May 1984 Guidelines for Assessing Impacts to Rare Plants and Rare Natural
Communities (Enclosure 2, revised May 2000).

¢) A current inventory of the biological resources (to include rare, threatened, and endangered,
and other sensitive species) associated with each habitat type on site and within the area of
potential effect. Species to be addressed should include all those which meet the CEQA
definition (see CEQA Guidelines, Section 15380). This should include sensitive fish,
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d)

wildlife, reptile, and amphibian species. The Department’s California Natural Diversity
Data Base in Sacramento should be contacted at (916) 327-5960 to obtain current
information on any previously reported sensitive species and habitat, including Significant
Natural Areas identified under Chapter 12 of the Fish and Game Code.

Discussions regarding seasonal variations in use of the project area and vicinity by sensitive
species, and acceptable species-specific survey procedures as determined through
consultation with the Wildlife Agencies. Focused species-specific surveys, conducted in
conformance with established protocols at the appropriate time of year and time of day
when the sensitive species are active or otherwise identifiable, are required. Acceptable

species-specific survey procedures should be developed in consultation with the Wildlife
Agencies.

4. A thorough discussion of direct, indirect, and cumulative project-related impacts expected to
adversely affect biological resources. All facets of the project should be included in this
assessment. Specifically, the DEIR should include:

a)

b)

d)

Specific acreages and descriptions of the types of wetlands, coastal sage scrub, and other
habitats that would potentially be affected by the proposed project or project alternatives.
Maps and tables should be used to summarize such information.

Detailed discussions, including both qualitative and quantitative analyses, of potential
direct effects on listed and other sensitive species (fish, wildlife, plants) and their habitats
within the area of impact of the proposed and alternative projects.

Discussions regarding indirect project impacts on biological resources, including resources
in nearby public lands, open space, adjacent natural habitats, riparian ecosystems, and any

designated and/or proposed or existing reserve lands (e.g., preserve lands associated with a
NCCP).

i) Impacts to wildlife corridor/movement areas, including access to undisturbed habitats in
adjacent areas, should be fully evaluated.

ii) Discussions of potential adverse impacts from lighting, noise, human activity, exotic
species, and drainage. The latter subject should address: project-related changes on
drainage patterns on and downstream of the project site; the volume, velocity, and
frequency of existing and post-project surface flows; polluted runoff; soil erosion
and/or sedimentation in streams and water bodies; and post-project fate of runoff from
the project site.

iii) If applicable, a discussion of the effects of any project-related dewatering or ground
water extraction activities to the water table and the potential resulting impacts on the
wetland/riparian habitat, if any, supported by the surface and groundwater.

Discussions regarding possible conflicts resulting from wildlife-human interactions at the
interface between the development project and natural habitats.
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e)

An analysis of the effect that the project may have on completion and/or implementation of '
regional or subregional conservation programs (e.g., the City of San Diego MSCP Subarea
Plan). Under § 2800 - § 2840 of the Fish and Game Code, the Department, through the
NCCP program, is coordinating with local jurisdictions, landowners, and the Federal
Government to preserve local and regional biological diversity. Coastal sage scrub is the
first natural community to be planned for under the NCCP program. The Department
recommends that the Lead Agency ensure that the development of this project does not
preclude long-term preserve planning options and conforms with other requirements of the
NCCP program (e.g., mitigation for loss of CSS should occur at minimum of a 2:1
compensation ratio).

A cumulative effects analysis as described under CEQA Guidelines, § 15130, assessing the
impacts of the proposed project in conjunction with past, present, and anticipated future
projects, relative to their impacts on native plant communities and wildlife.

5. A thorough discussion of mitigation measures for adverse project-related impacts on sensitive
plants, animals, and habitats. Specifically, the DEIR should include/address:

a)

b)

d)

€)

Measures to fully avoid and otherwise protect Rare Natural Communities (Enclosure 3)
from project-related impacts. The Wildlife Agencies consider these communities as
threatened habitats having both regional and local significance.

Where avoidance is infeasible, mitigation measures that emphasize minimization of project
impacts. For unavoidable impacts, on-site habitat restoration or enhancement should be
discussed in detail. If on-site mitigation is not feasible or would not be biologically viable
(e.g., it would not adequately mitigate the loss of biological functions and values), off-site
mitigation through habitat creation and/or acquisition and preservation in perpetuity should
be addressed.

Mitigation measures to alleviate indirect project-related impacts on biological resources,
including measures to minimize changes in the hydrologic regimes on site, and means to
convey runoff without damaging biological resources, including the morphology of on-site
and downstream habitats.

Where proposed grading or clearing is within 100 feet of proposed biological open space,
or otherwise preserved sensitive habitats, a requirement for temporary fencing. Fencing
should be placed on the impact side and should result in no vegetation loss within open
space. All temporary fencing should be removed only after the conclusion of all grading,
clearing, and construction activities.

A requirement that a Wildlife Agency-approved biological monitor to be present during
initial clearing, grading, and construction in sensitive habitat areas and/or in the vicinity of
biological open space areas to ensure that conservation measures associated with resource
agency permits and construction documents are performed. The biological monitor should
have the authority to halt construction to prevent or avoid take of any listed species and/or



Lauren Cooper (FWS-SDG-5221.1) Enclosure 1 Page 6

g)

h)

to ensure compliance with all avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures. Any
unauthorized impacts or actions not in compliance with the permits and construction
documents should be immediately brought to the attention of the Lead Agency and the
Wildlife Agencies.

Plans for restoration and revegetation, to be prepared by persons with expertise in southern
California ecosystems and native plant revegetation techniques. Each plan should include,
at a minimum: (a) the location of the mitigation site; (b) the plant species to be used,
container sizes, and seeding rates; (c) a schematic depicting the mitigation area; (d) planting
schedule; (e) a description of the irrigation methodology; (f) measures to control exotic
vegetation on site; (g) specific success criteria (e.g., percent cover of native and non-native
species; species richness); (h) a detailed monitoring program; (i) contingency measures
should the success criteria not be met; and (j) identification of the party responsible for
meeting the success criteria and providing for conservation of the mitigation site in
perpetuity.

Measures to protect, in perpetuity, the targeted habitat values of proposed preservation
and/or restoration areas from direct and indirect negative impacts. The objective should be
to offset the project-induced qualitative and quantitative losses of wildlife habitat values.
Permanent fencing should be installed between the impact area and biological open space
and be designed to minimize intrusion into the sensitive habitats from humans and
domestic animals, particularly cats. There should be no gates that would allow access
between the development and biological open space. Additional issues that should be
addressed include proposed land dedications, monitoring and management programs,
control of illegal dumping, water pollution, etc.

Development and implementation of a management and monitoring plan (MMP), including
a funding commitment, for any on- and/or off-site biological open space easements, if
applicable. An appropriate natural lands management organization, subject to approval by
the Wildlife Agencies, should be identified. The MMP should outline biological resources
on the site, provide for monitoring of biological resources, address potential impacts to
biological resources, and identify actions to be taken to eliminate or minimize those
impacts. A Property Analysis Record (PAR) should be completed to determine the amount
of funding needed for the perpetual management, maintenance, and monitoring of the
biological conservation easement areas by the natural lands management organization. It
should be demonstrated that the proposed funding mechanism would ensure that adequate
funds would be available on an annual basis to implement the MMP. The natural lands
management organization should submit a draft MMP, PAR results, and proposed funding
mechanism to the Wildlife Agencies for review and approval prior to initiating construction
activities; the final plan should be submitted to the Wildlife Agencies and the funds for
implementing the MMP transferred within 90 days of receiving approval of the draft plan.

To avoid impacts to nesting birds, the DEIR should require that all clearing and grubbing
occur outside the avian breeding season. The breeding season for nesting birds occurs
approximately February 15 through September 15; however raptors may begin breeding as
early as January. If project construction is necessary during the avian breeding season, a
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qualified biologist should conduct a survey for nesting birds within three days prior to the
work in the area to ensure no nesting birds in the project area would be impacted by the
project. If an active nest is identified, a buffer shall be established between the construction
activities and the nest so that nesting activities are not interrupted. The buffer shall be a
minimum width of 300 feet (500 feet for raptors), shall be delineated by temporary fencing,
and shall remain in effect as long as construction is occurring or until the nest is no longer
active. No project construction shall occur within the fenced nest zone until the young have
fledged, are no longer being fed by the parents, have left the nest, and will no longer be
affected by the construction.
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Sensitivity of Top Priority Rare Natural
Communities in Southern California

Sensitivity rankings are determined by the Department of Fish and Game, California Natural Diversity

Data Base and based on either number of known occurrences (locations) and/or amount of habitat
remaining (acreage). The three rankings used for these top priority rare natural communities are as

follows:
S1.#  Fewer than 6 known locations and/or on fewer than 2,000 acres of habitat remaining.
S2.#  Occurs in 6-20 known locations and/or 2,000-10,000 acres of habitat remaining.

S3.4#  Occurs in 21-100-known locations and/or 10,000-50,000 acres of habitat remaining.

The number to the right of the decimal point after the ranking refers to the degree of threat posed to that
natural community regardless of the ranking. For example:

S1.1 = very threatened
= threatened

S3.3 = no current threats known

Sensitivity Rankings (February 1992)

Rank Community Name

S1.1 Mojave Riparian Forest
Sonoran Cottonwood Willow Riparian
Mesquite Bosque
Elephant Tree Woodland
Crucifixion Thorn Woodland
Allthorn Woodland
Arizonan Woodland
Southern California Walnut Forest
Mainland Cherry Forest
Southern Bishop Pine Forest
Torrey Pine Forest
Desert Mountain White Fir Forest
Southern Dune Scrub
Southern Coastal Bluff Scrub
Maritime Succulent Scrub
Riversidean Alluvial Fan Sage Scrub
Southern Maritime Chaparral
Valley Needlegrass Grassland
Great Basin Grassland
Mojave Desert Grassland
Pebble Plains
Southern Sedge Bog
Cismontane Alkali Marsh

S1.2 Southern Foredunes
Mono Pumice Flat
Southern Interior Basalt Flow Vernal Pool

CDFG Attachment 2 for NOP Comment Letters Page 1 of 2



S2.1 Venturan Coastal Sage Scrub
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub
Riversidean Upland Coastal Sage Scrub
Riversidean Desert Sage Scrub
Sagebrush Steppe
Desert Sink Scrub
Mafic Southern Mixed Chaparral
San Diego Mesa Hardpan Vernal Pool
San Diego Mesa Claypan Vernal Pool
Alkali Meadow
Southern Coastal Salt Marsh
Coastal Brackish Marsh
Transmontane Alkali Marsh
Coastal and Valley Freshwater Marsh
Southern Arroyo Willow Riparian Forest
Southern Willow Scrub
Modoc-Great Basin Cottonwood Willow Riparian
Modoc-Great Basin Riparian Scrub
Mojave Desert Wash Scrub
Engelmann Oak Woodland
Open Engelmann Oak Woodland
Closed Engelmann Oak Woodland
Island Oak Woodland
California Walnut Woodland
Island Ironwood Forest
Island Cherry Forest
Southern Interior Cypress Forest
Bigcone Spruce-Canyon Oak Forest

S2.2 Active Coastal Dunes
Active Desert Dunes
Stabilized and Partially Stabilized Desert Dunes
Stabilized and Partially Stabilized Desert Sandfield
Mojave Mixed Steppe
Transmontane Freshwater Marsh
Coulter Pine Forest
Southern California Fellfield
‘White Mountains Fellfield

S2.3 Bristlecone Pine Forest
Limber Pine Forest

CDFG Attachment 2 for NOP Comment Letters ' Page 2 of 2
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Guidelines for Assessing the Effects of Proposed Projects on Rare, Threatened, and

Endangered Plants and Natural Communities
State of California
THE RESOURCES AGENCY
Department of Fish and Game
December 9, 1983
Revised May 8, 2000

The following recommendations are intended to help those who prepare and review
environmental documents determine when a botanical survey is needed, who should be
considered qualified to conduct such surveys, how field surveys should be conducted,
and what information should be contained in the survey report. The Department may
recommend that lead agencies not accept the results of surveys that are not conducted
according to these guidelines.

1. Botanical surveys are conducted in order to determine the environmental effects of proposed projects on all
rare, threatened, and endangered plants and plant communities. Rare, threatened, and endangered plants are not
necessarily limited to those species which have been "listed" by state and federal agencies but should include any

species that, based on all available data, can be shown to be rare, threatened, and/or endangered under the
following definitions:

A species, subspecies, or variety of plant is "endangered" when the prospects of its survival and reproduction are
in immediate jeopardy from one or more causes, including loss of habitat, change in habitat, over-exploitation,
predation, competition, or disease. A plant is "threatened" when it is likely to become endangered in the
foreseeable future in the absence of protection measures. A plant is "rare" when, although not presently
threatened with extinction, the species, subspecies, or variety is found in such small numbers throughout its range
that it may be endangered if its environment worsens.

Rare natural communities are those communities that are of highly limited distribution. These communities may
or may not contain rare, threatened, or endangered species. The most current version of the California Natural
Diversity Database's List of California Terrestrial Natural Communities may be used as a guide to the names and
status of communities.

2. It is appropriate to conduct a botanical field survey to determine if, or to the extent that, rare, threatened, or
endangered plants will be affected by a proposed project when:

a. Natural vegetation occurs on the site, it is unknown if rare, threatened, or endangered plants or habitats occur
on the site, and the project has the potential for direct or indirect effects on vegetation; or

b. Rare plants have historically been identified on the project site, but adequate information for impact
assessment is lacking.

3. Botanical consultants should possess the following qualifications:

a. Experience conducting floristic field surveys;

b. Knowledge of plant taxonomy and plant community ecology;

c. Familiarity with the plants of the area, including rare, threatened, and endangered species;

d. Familiarity with the appropriate state and federal statutes related to plants and plant collecting; and,
e. Experience with analyzing impacts of development on native plant species and communities.

4. Field surveys should be conducted in a manner that will locate any rare, threatened, or endangered species that
may be present. Specifically, rare, threatened, or endangered plant surveys should be:

a. Conducted in the field at the proper time of year when rare, threatened, or endangered species are both evident
and identifiable. Usually, this is when the plants are flowering.

When rare, threatened, or endangered plants are known to occur in the type(s) of habitat present in the project

vii



area, nearby accessible occurrences of the plants (reference sites) should be observed to determine that the
species are identifiable at the time of the survey.

b. Floristic in nature. A floristic survey requires that every plant observed be identified to the extent necessary
to determine its rarity and listing status. In addition, a sufficient number of visits spaced throughout the growing
season are necessary to accurately determine what plants exist on the site. In order to properly characterize the
site and document the completeness of the survey, a complete list of plants observed on the site should be
included in every botanical survey report.

¢. Conducted in a manner that is consistent with conservation ethics. Collections (voucher specimens) of rare,
threatened, or endangered species, or suspected rare, threatened, or endangered species should be made only
when such actions would not jeopardize the continued existence of the population and in accordance with
applicable state and federal permit requirements. A collecting permit from the Habitat Conservation Planning
Branch of DFG is required for collection of state-listed plant species. Voucher specimens should be deposited at
recognized public herbaria for future reference. Photography should be used to document plant identification and
habitat whenever possible, but especially when the population cannot withstand collection of voucher specimens.

d. Conducted using systematic field techniques in all habitats of the site to ensure a thorough coverage of
potential impact areas.

e. Well documented. When a rare, threatened, or endangered plant (or rare plant community) is located, a
California Native Species (or Community) Field Survey Form or equivalent written form, accompanied by a copy
of the appropriate portion of a 7.5 minute topographic map with the occurrence mapped, should be completed
and submitted to the Natural Diversity Database. Locations may be best documented using global positioning
systems (GPS) and presented in map and digital forms as these tools become more accessible.

5. Reports of botanical field surveys should be included in or with environmental assessments, negative
declarations and mitigated negative declarations, Timber Harvesting Plans (THPs), EIR's, and EIS's, and should
contain the following information:
a. Project description, including a detailed map of the project location and study area.
b. A written description of biological setting referencing the community nomenclature used and a
vegetation map.
¢. Detailed description of survey methodology.
d. Dates of field surveys and total person-hours spent on field surveys.
e. Results of field survey including detailed maps and specific location data for each plant population found.
Investigators are encouraged to provide GPS data and maps documenting population boundaries.
f. An assessment of potential impacts. This should include a map showing the distribution of plants in
relation to proposed activities.
g. Discussion of the significance of rare, threatened, or endangered plant populations in the project area
considering nearby populations and total species distribution.
h. Recommended measures to avoid impacts.
i. A list of all plants observed on the project area. Plants should be identified to the taxonomic level
necessary to determine whether or not they are rare, threatened or endangered.
j. Description of reference site(s) visited and phenological development of rare, threatened, or endangered
plant(s).
k. Copies of all California Native Species Field Survey Forms or Natural Community Field Survey Forms.
1. Name of field investigator(s).
m. References cited, persons contacted, herbaria visited, and the location of voucher specimens.
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THE City oF SAN DIEGO

03/22/2007

Ms. Lauren Cooper

Associates Director

Facilities Planning, Design, and Construction
San Diego State University

5500 Campanile Drive

San Diego, Ca 92182-1624

Subject: City of San Diego Comments on the Notice of Preparation/Notice of
Public Scoping Meeting for an Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed San Diego
State University 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision.

Dear Ms. Cooper :
Development Services Department, Land Development Review offers the following
comment on the Notice of Preparation/Notice of Public Scoping Meeting for an

Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed San
Diego State University 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision:

Environmental Analysis Section-Terri Bumgardner (619 446-5381)

Please refer back to the original issues in the comment section of the Response Letter to
the draft EIR from Anne Lowry dated March 16, 2005. These issues are included below
in surmary form.

Visual Character

The proposed Adobe Falls/North Campus site of the master plan would permanently
change existing open space containing native habitat to urban development. This would
result in a significant direct and cumulative impact to visual character that would not be
fully mitigated to below a level of significance.

Existing Conditions

The existing conditions on the Adobe Falls/North Campus site such as the MHPA should
be identified as the City of San Diego Multiple Habitat Planning Area.

Development Services
1227 Firs! Avenue, MS 501 e San Diego, (A 92101-4155
Tel (619) 444-5460
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Potential Proposed Impact Areas:

AH environmental impacts need to be disclosed including any street impacts that would
impact open space or wetlands which would require additional penmttmg by federal and
state resource agencies (ACOE and CDFG).

Public Utilities and Service Systems, Water Demand/Supply and Systems:

Tn accordance with Senate Bill 610 effective January 1, 2002, a project which is subject
to CEQA, with residential development exceeding 500 dwelling units, and commercial
office building having over 250,000 square feet, may be required to have a SB610 Water
Assessment prepared by the water supplier. This process essentially requires proof that
there will be adequate water supplies for larger project within a twenty-year time frame at
the local level. The water assessment would address whether a projected water supply
for the next 20 years, based on normal, single dry, and multiple dry years, will meet the
demand of the project. The conclusions of the water assessment would be included in the
water supply impact analysis of the EIR.

Historic Resources Report and Monitoring -

The draft EIR should include a historic resources report to address impacts to any
Historical sites (# 80) if still applicable. Monitoring should be required for excavation
into soil which could potentially contain historic resources.

Wetlands Restoration Plan

A restoration Plan should be provided to mitigate wetland impacts that may occur with
the proposed projects of the San Diego State University 2007 Campus Master Plan
Revision.

SDSU Master Plan NOP Response

City Planning & Community Investment: Planning Division- Melissa Devine (619
235-5201)

Page 27 Land Use Planning

Please address in the Land Use Planning analysis the inconsistencies of the proposed

San Diego State University Master Plan with the applicable community plans:

College Area and Navajo. The following issues should be addressed:

e Inconsistency with recommendations of the San Diego State University element
of College Area Community Plan, page 37.

e Potential inconsistency of the development proposed on the Alvarado Subarea
with the recommendations in the College Area Community Plan, page 46.

o The inconsistency of the proposed Adobe Falls housing project with the Resource
Based Park/Open Space use designation in the Navajo Community Plan.
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o Identify as potential mitigation for land use impacts the amendment of the
applicable land use plans and redevelopment plan for consistency with the San
Diego State University Master Plan.

Traffic Analysis, Jim Lundquist (619-446-5361)

A comprehensive traffic report is required, including mitigation for all impacts. In
addition, multiple access options must be examined for the proposed housing on the north
side of Interstate 8.

Environmental Services Division, Donna Chralowicz (858 492-5059)

Tn 1989, the State Legislature passed an unfunded mandate called the Integrated Waste
Management Act. This law requires local governments to reduce the amount of waste
disposed of by any source within their borders by 50%. That means commercial sources,
residential sources, government sources — any waste that is generated within the City of
San Diego’s boundaries is “counted” by the State and must be reduced.

Local governments have the means to regulate City government offices and also land
uses within their jurisdictions, for example by requiring multifamily units and
commercial buildings to provide appropriate areas for the storage of recycling bins.
However, local governments have much less ability to control the actions of state agency
facilities within their boundaries, even though the local governments are still responsible
for waste planning and management of the off-site solid waste impacts of these
government facilities. In other words, state facilities can have unregulated, significant
impacts that thwart the efforts of local government to comply with state-imposed public
service mandates.

Local governments are also required under state law to provide 15 years of disposal
capacity. Thus local governments are responsible for both the reduction in waste through
means such as source reduction, composting, and recycling, and also for ensuring there is
adequate disposal capacity. The County of San Diego took the lead in preparing the
guiding planning document for solid waste disposal facility planning, and this document
(the Countywide Siting Element) was unable to show that the region had the required 15
years of disposal capacity. Thus there is an existing strain on this public service system.

The proposed project would guide significant expansion of San Diego State University,
increasing the campus population, adding housing, and inducing growth. The
construction-related and on-going impacts of this large project would have significant
impacts on the City’s already strained waste reduction and disposal systems, yet on page
34 of 60 the Initial Study dismisses this potential impact with a “naked” (unexplained)
“Less Then Significant Impact” check mark.



Page { PAGE } of { NUMPAGES }
March 22, 2007

The SDSU 2007 Campus Master Plan should includé planning that addresses the solid
waste management approach taken by the campus. It should include appropriate studies
to determine the existing level of impact, and to estimate the additional tons that would
be generated by the proposed expansion. Appropriate measure to reduce these impacts
by at least 50% should be included in an MMRP and in binding requirements in the
Master Plan. A similarly serious approach should be taken to addressing and controlling
the increasing demand for energy that would be associated with this project. The
Environmental Services Department is available to assist with development of
appropriate sections within the 2007 Campus Master Plan addressing these essential
public service issues. Please contact Donna Chralowicz at 858 492-5059 for more
information. '

Please contact the appropriate above-named individual(s} if you have any questions on
~ the submitted comments. We ask that you please address this issue and please provide us
with a copy of the draft.

/\Si?&rel

Terri Bumgardner for

Robert J. Manis

Assistant Deputy Director

Land Development Review Division
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College View Estates Association
5105 Walsh Way
San Diego, California 92115

March 9, 2007

Stephen L. Weber, President
San Diego State University
5500 Campanile Dr.

San Diego, CA 92182

Dear President Weber,

College View Estates Association represents the homes immediately west of the San
Diego State campus. This neighborhood, developed in the late 1950s, originally had a
large concentration of faculty and staff; many faculty and staff still live in the
neighborhood, though not as many, in part because the cost of these houses has risen
much faster than faculty salaries.

As neighbors of San Diego State University our lives are connected with, and impacted
by, the university in many ways. As mentioned, quite a number of us work or have
worked on campus. In addition, many of our residents use campus facilities such as ARC
and take advantage of cultural offerings on campus. We are also impacted by increasing
numbers of student rentals (mini dorms) which generate some unruly student behavior
and increased traffic.

The Board of the College View Estates Association strongly believes that clear lines of
communication as well as the opportunity to discuss mutual concerns and interests would
be of mutual benefit to the Association as well as to the University. With that in mind,
we would like to propose an informal meeting or social gathering with university
representatives and CVEA representatives for the purpose of discussing mutual concerns
and working toward opening lines of communication between us. If you agree with our
suggestion, please contact me at 619-582-5976 to discuss a possible date and location for
such a meeting.

Sincerely

oy e
Rosary Nepi
President

Cc: Jack F. Beresford, SDSU Asst. VP of Marketing & Communication
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Lauren Cooper

Associate Director, Facilities Planning, Design, and Construction
SDSU -

5500 Campanile Drive
San Diego CA 92160

Dear Ms Cooper,

After reading the draft EIR dated February 2, 2007 re: the University’s plans for the Adobe Falls
development, we have 2 suggestions to address concerns mentioned on page 31 and 33 of the draft.

We feel strongly that it is unwise to isolate so many residents in an area with only one way in and
out, should a natural disaster occur requiring evacuation or urgent care services. In order to

address safety concerns, there must be a second way for cars to enter and exit the area.

An alternate plan was suggested via a letter printed in the Union Tribune recently. We enclose it
on a second page for your consideration.

Dr Richard and Susan Braun

i
L a—

6515 Crystalaire Drive - San Diego, CA 92120
Phone: {619) 287-4949 - Fax: [619) 265-2210 - emall: sb@suebrawun.com



A proposal to please
SDSU and Del Cerro

Having lived near the San Diego
State University campus most of
my life, I am keenly aware of once
quite streets that are now inundated
with unruly mini-dorms that house

. students. Their numbers will
only increase because of SDSU’s
skyrocketing growth.

The university proposes housing
needed by SDSU’s growth, but Del

~ Cerro residents have effectively
organized against one housing project
that will crowd their quiet streets with
traffic. ‘

How does SDSU’s growth co-exist
in-neighborhoods that are at buildout
and have clearly reached their
carrying capacity?

I suggest thata portion of
mandated affordable housing, as part
of the proposed nearby Grantville
redevelopment plan, accornmodate
faculty and students attending and
teaching at SDSU. One of the benefits

L jsthat the SDSU trolley hub is'already
located in Grantville, thus reducing
traffic to and from the university.
Teachers and students need
affordable housing and this might be
the best way to get it.
1 My hope is that a land-swap can be
reached with SDSU, alleviating the
need to develop in the Adobe Falls
areathat is ‘so strongly opposed by the -
Del Cerro community. : ;
The needs of the university and.. i
the wishes of the cornmunity to keep %
their neighborhood character can '
be addressed effectively with this
concept. The immovable object does
not necessarily have to meet the
unrelenting force.

BOB CASTANEDA
San Diego

6515 Crystalaire Drive ¢ San Diego, CA 92120
Phone: (619) 287-4949 = Fax: (619) 265-2210 ° email: sb@suebraun.com
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(SANDAG ',

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101-4231
(613) 699-1900

Fax (619) 699-1905
www.sangdag.org
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March 22, 2007 File Number 30033900

Ms. Lauren Cooper

MEMBER AGENCIES
Cities of
Carisbad
Chula Vista
Coronado
Del Mar

E/ Cajon
Encinitas
Escondido
Imperial Beach
La Mesa
Lemon Grove
National City
Oceanside
Poway

San Diego
San Marcos
Santee
Solana Baach
Vista

and

County of San Diego

ADVISORY MEMBERS

Imperial County

Californiz Department
of Transportation

Metropolitan Transit System

North Sa2n Diggo County
Transit Development Board

United States
Department of Defense

San Diego
Unified Port District

San Diego County
Water Authority

Mexico

Associate Director of Facilities Planning, Design, and Construction
Business and Financial Affairs

san Diego State University

5500 Campahile Drive

~ San Diego, CA 92182-1624

Dear Ms. Cooper:

SUBJECT: 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision

Thank you for notifying SANDAG of the opportunity to ¢comment on the draft
Environmental Impact Repert (EIR) initial study for the 2007 Campus Master
Plan Revision. SANDAG’s comments are based on the regional planning
pritciples developed and adopted through our Regional Comprehensive Plan
(RCP). The RCP promotes coordination between local and regional planning to
ensure local development is consistent with regional plans and infrastructure
investments. It also encourages a pattern of smart growth development that
concentrates housing and employment growth near existing and planned
transportation facilities.

The San Dieqgo State University (SDSU) Campus Master Plan Revision is
especially significant to SANDAG because the campus is in an area designated
for higher intensity development on our Smart Growth Concept Map and is
served by a significant regional public transit service. As a designated smart
growth area, the campus plan should focus on development with a mix of uses
around the light rail service as much as possible and support a variety of
transportation alternatives. When the EIR addresses potential transportation,
parking, and air quality impacts, it should take into account the capacity of the
San Diego Trolley to meet some of that travel demand, reduce the air quality
impacts of travel, and to reduce the demand for parking. It also should
balance the need to accommodate additional auto access with the benefits of
encouraging pedestrians and bicyclists to access the campus and light rail
station through good urban design and attractive bicycle and pedestrian
facilities.

MAR 27 2007
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The Notice of Preparation identifies Adobe Falls and Alvarado campus as potential development
sites. Both are relatively remote from the main campus and the light rail station, making access a
significant issue. The elevation differences between these sites and the campus, compounds the
problem for pedestrian access, and Interstate 8 is a major barrier between Adobe Falls and Alvarado
campus. If the EIR continues to propose these sites for additional development, mitigation for the
impacts from the vehicle trips that would be generated because of these factors, should include
provision of shuttle service between these sites, the campus, and the light rail station. Because of its
location, it is unlikely that the Metropolitan Transit Systern would ever provide public transit service
to the Adobe Falls area.

Adobe Falls has been included in regional habitat conservation plans because of its habitat value. In
developing the EIR, SDSU should coordinate with the California Depariment of Fish ahd Game to
ensure the project is consistent with those habitat plans.

SANDAG looks forward to werking with the University as it revises its master plan to ensure this
significant regional resource is fully integrated into our regional plans and is consistent with
regional development policies.

Sincerely,

o
STEPHAN M. VANCE

Senior Regional Planner

SMV/dsn



Planning Committee Agenda and Motion
College Area Community Council
From Monday, April 30, 2007
College Rolando Library, 6600 Montezuma Road

Sells Residence Site Development Permit (Postponed at request from applicant to Monday June 4th)
Site Development Permit for Environmentally Sensitive Lands for a 4,950 sq ft addition to an existing
single family residence on a 2.30 acre site at 4481 Palo Verde Terrace (Alvarado Estates) in the RS-1-1

Zone.

San Diego State University Master Plan Revision (Potential Action Item)

On April 17, 2007 SDSU amended its February 2, 2007 Notice of Preparation of the Draft Environmental
Impact Report; Initial Study of the 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision. The revised proposed project
provides for an additional 1,576 on-campus student housing beds, for a total net increase of 2,976 beds. It
includes the construction of a 10-story, 800-bed residence hall to be constructed atop the previously
master-planned Parking Structure 7 in U Lot adjacent to Chapultepec Residence Hall and an expansion of
200 additional two-bed room apartments at Villa Alvarado. The plan also provides for the development
of a 70,000 gross square foot Campus Conference Center to be located east of Cox Arena, in addition to a
70,000 gross square foot expansion/renovation of the existing Aztec Center. Additional comments on the
scope of the Draft EIR are being accepted; previous responses do not need to be resubmitted. Comments
will be accepted through May 18yth, 2007.

Unanimous Motion from Planning Committee:
Recommend that SDSU include the following in the EIR scope:
1) Clarify geographic area to be studied by EIR

2) Include in the geographic area to be studied: all of College Area Planning Community Area,
Navajo Planning Community Area, and area within Crossroads Redevelopment Project area.

3) Special attention should be paid to how projected growth of student population of SDSU will
impact neighborhoods by students living in and disrupting single family character of existing
neighborhoods, as well as the traffic and parking impact on these areas.

4) Spell out in the study the total number of students projected to be living in the area, not just FTEs.

5) Include a parking Relocation Plan indicating interim parking during construction for cars from
Parking Lot “U” until it becomes Parking Structure “7”



6067 Bounty St.
San Diego, CA 92120
Phone (619) 582-4787
Fax (619) 582-6047
E-mail - geoschraer@aol.com

May 15, 2007

Ms. Lauren Cooper

Associate Director of Facilities,
Planning, Design and Construction

SDSU

5500 Campanile Dr.

San Diego, CA 92182

Dear Ms. Cooper:

I am writing to comment on the 2007 Campus Master Plan
Revision for the upcoming IEP report.

1. I urge vou to cancel vour plans to build housing at Adobe
Falls because a massive 13-year study by USC of 3600 children has
found that children living within 500 vards of a freeway suffer
permanent damage to their lungs resulting in lifelong pulmonary

problems. (See two enclosed L.A. Times articles about this
subiject.)
Adobe Falls is within 500 vards of a freeway. Since the

housing at Adobe Falls is planned for faculty and staff of SDSU,
families with children will be living there. Building housing for
families with <children at this location is immoral and
unconscionable.

Also, since 1 spoke about this issue on record at the
February 21 meeting at SDSU at which Dr. Weber spoke to Del Cerro
residents about the revised expansion plan, and I gave Dr. Weber a
copy of the enclosed Jan 26" L.A. Times article “Freeway Air
Damages Young Lungs”, I believe SDSU should now Dbe LEGALLY
RESPONSIBLE to cancel plans for this housing for families with
children or 1) warn potential residents beforehand of the health
hazards of living in this housing and 2) pay medical costs and
damages for pulmonary problems resulting from living in this
housing.

2. If the expansion of SDSU by 10,000 additional students takes
place at SDSU’s current campus, even if SDSU builds housing for

1



place at SDSU’s current campus, even if SDSU builds housing for
almost 3,000 of those students, the remaining 7,000 students will
have to find housing in the neighborhood - which will only
exacerbate the current neighborhood problems with minidorms (or
just private houses with 3 bedrooms rented to 6 students, for
example) - such as large, loud, late-night  parties, underage
drinking, untended front yards and litter..

3. Whether the housing is built on campus or off of campus, young
people enijoy the freedom of driving their own cars, and the
expansion at the current SDSU site will lead to increased problems
with parking, traffic and air pollution, which can adversely affect
the health and quality of life of not only neighborhood residents,
but also students, faculty and staff at SDSU. '

4. To prevent the deterioration of our neighborhoods (the College
Area, Del Cerro and other nearby neighborhoods) and to safeguard
the pulmonary health and quality of life of students, faculty,
staff and nearby residents, SDSU should expand at a satellite
" campus, such as in Chula Vista.

In a February 11*" San Diego Union-Tribune article entitled
“SDSU Role Low Key in Stadium Project”, Dr. Weber said that
“Extensive study 1s needed to decide whether California State
University system dollars would be better spent adding buildings on
the main campus or establishing a satellite.” “'‘Where do we get
the biggest bang for the bucks?’, Weber said.”

Yet, at a March 21°* DCAC (Del Cerro Action Council) meeting,
‘Anthony Fulton, architect for the expansion plan, said that SDSU
cannot build a satellite campus because CSU has said it cannot
build a new college, and any facility having over 500 students is
considered a new college.

When did the CSU Board of Directors institute this new
regulation, and was it instituted for the purpose of preventing San
Diego State from creating a satellite campus?

5. It is apparent that SDSU’s biggest concern is money. Building
a satellite campus might be more expensive, but it would prevent
the deterioration the health and quality of life of the students,
faculty, staff and neighborhood residents surrounding SDSU. Your
decision on how and where to expand is a moral, ethical decision -
not just a business/financial decision. '



I urge you to cancel the 2007 Camps Master Plan Revision and
instead expand at a satellite campus. And I urge you to cancel
plans for building housing at Adobe Falls, which can permanently
damage the health of children and cause them to have lifelong

pulmonary problems.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

W

Miriam Schraer



)k /Y()fl:_p

YYREIRAIN

CHML/ULDLY LU fAIIAY WAL RS A VWAY LAV VL/RASA A ARV WLIALILD ALY A AN DMADRS A

500 YARDS OF A FREEWAY!

- flos Angeles Times

25 inches; 866 words

FRIDAY, JANUARY 26, 2007, MAIN NEWS, PART A, PAGE ]

COPYRIGHT 2007 / LOS ANGELES TIMES

000004¢

FREEWAY AIR
DAMAGES
YOUNG LUNGS
n Children ]ivin g néarby show

signs of lifelong harm, USC study .
finds.

By Thomas H."Maugh 1

In the largest and longest study- of
that children living near busy h]ghways

development of their lungs that can lead
to respiratory problems for the rest of
their lives..-

The 13-year study of more than
3,600 children in 12 Central and South-
ern ‘California communities found that
the damage from living within 500 yards
of a freeway is about the same as that
from living in communities with the
highest pollution levels, the team report-

medical journal Lancet, - ,

"If you live in a high-pollution area
" and live near a busy road, you get a dou-
bling” of the damage, said lead author

W. James Gauderman, an epidemiologist .

at the Keck School of Medicine of UsC.
~  "Someone suffering a pollution-
related deficit in"lung function as a child

lungs all of his or her life,” he said."

in the-small airways of the Jung and is
culate matter emitted by antomobiles.

™ "This tells mie that I wouldn’t want
'to be raising my children near a
| significant source of fine-particle air pol-
IO of Bngham Young Umver51ty, an ex-
pert on_air’ pollqun and health. who was

not lnvo]ved in the study "I, myself

| the exposure-is lTower.”

its kind; USC researchers have found

have sxgmﬁcant impairments in the

ed Thursday-in the online version of the

will probably -have less than hea]thy"
The greatést damage appears to be

normally associated ‘with the fine parti- -

lution,” said economist C.-Arden’ Pope.

would ‘want to be hvmg in- areas where :

-« The fesearch’is pan of an vongomg' |
- <study of the: effects of a1r pollutxon on:'_'

children’s respiratory health. Previous
findings have detailed how smog can

stunt lung growth and how living close

to freeways can increase the risk of chil-
dren being diagnosed with asthma.

This latest study of freeway proxim-
ity and lung capacity was funded by the

California Air Resources Board; the Na-
tional Institute of Environmental Health

Sciences; the 'E'nvironmenta] Protection
Agency; the Nafional Heart, Lung and

Blood Institute; and the Hastings Foun--

dation.

Gauderman and his colleagues re-
cruited groups of fourth-grade students,
average age-10, in 1993 and 1996. Their
schools were scattered from Atascadero
in San Luis Obispo County to Alpine in
San Diego County.

The team collected extensive infor-
mation about each child’s home, so-
cioeconomic status and other facts that
might impinge-on health.

Once each year; the team visited the
schools and measured the children’s

lungs, assessing how much air could be .

expelled in one breath and how quickly
it could be expelled.

These cohorts of children "are truly
an important resource because the study
has been going on so long,” said epi-

demiologist Jonathan Samet of Johns
Hopkins University’s Bloomberg School

of Public Health, who also did not take
part in the study. The size and scope of
the study make it very difficult to rep]i—
cate, he said.

Results from the study reponed n
2004 indicated that children in the com-

- munities with the highest average levels
_of pollution suffered the greatest long-

term unpalrment of lung function.
In the new study, Gauderman and

V'}ns ‘colleagues found that by their 18th
" birthday, children who lived within 500

yards of a freeway had-a 3% deficit in
the amount of air they could exhale and

. a.7% deficit in the rate at which it could

be exhaled compared with children who
lived at least 1,500 yards, or near]y a

. mile; from a freeway. The effect was in-
~‘dependent of the overall pollution in %

FAX page

their community. :

Gauderman had no estimate for
percentage of people in Southern C;
fornia living within 500 yards of ‘a fin
way, but he noted that in a typical ¢
such as Long Beach, it is about 17%.

The most severe Jmpan'ment v
observed in children living rear fr
ways in . the . .communities wnh
highest:-average :pollution —Upla;
Mira Loma, Riverside and Long Bea
Those “children. had an average !
deficit in the amount of air they co
expel from the lungs.

"Even if you are in a relatively 1
regional pollution area, living near
road produces [lung' problems
Gauderman said.

About one-third of the childs

« moved during the course of the study !

stayed in the same community. Lung i
pairment was smaller among those w
moved farther from the freeways.

The finding is important "because
shows: that within communities, so:
children. are at higher risk than other
Dr. Thomas Sandstrom and Dr. B
Brunekreef wrote in an editorial acco
panying the paper "Thus, environmen
equity is an issue of local rather than
gional dimensions.”

The: results were also independ:
of the children’s initial health a
whether they were smokers. "This s
gests that all children, not just suscej
ble subgroups, are potentially- affect
by traffic exposure,” Gauderman said.

Although the deficit in lung grov
'seems small, it could have long-term
_fects, Samet said.

"The concemn is that the exposi

"} leaves -young ‘adults with smaller Iur

[ than they might have had otherwise,”
said. That could leave them more.vuln
able to lung diseases and more suscef
ble to the effects of pneumonia and ot
infections.
~— ANl the researchers conceded tl
there is.Little that can be done to. mmg
the effects of the traffic pollution now.
But when local "goveminents :
Ep]anmng new. schoo]s and new housx
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CRITIC’S NOTEBOOK

It may be time to
hit the brakes

i Putting homes, schools and
parks by freeways was seen as a
final frontier in L.A., but a USC
study on pollution could force a
rethinking.

_ By Christopher Hawthorne

A new study from researchers at
USC about the effects of local highway
pollution on children’s health would be
alarming under any circumstances, espe-
cially for parents. But it happens to ar-
rive just as Los Angeles is building or
planning scores of projects — including
housing, parks and schools — right on
the edge of major freeways.

Seen in that light, the study carries

tipollution efforts but also for the future
shape of the city. It should make us think
not just about cleaning the air but about
how and where we build.

In the last few years, we’ve come to
view land near freeways as a last frontier
in a Los Angeles that grows more
crowded by the year. When. developers
and public agencies such as the Los
Angeles Unified School District are
searching for large, empty parcels of
land, they often find that the only ones
that they can afford are freeway-
adjacent, in the unlovely jargon of the
real estate business.
~~  And when planners, architects or
academics get together to talk about and
sketch designs for the Los Angeles of
the future, their proposals inevitably call
for new buildings swarming hke kudzu
along and across freeways.

In the same way that the futuristic
city plans of the last century looked to
the air, calling for buildings on stilts or
stacked like pancakes or connected by
floating zeppelins, architects these days
tend to see L.A.’s ribbon of highways as
the unlikely foundation for a new kind of

significant implications not just for an--

post-sprawl urbanism.

Last month, Eric Owen Moss won a
competition sponsored by the History
Channel that asked architects to imagine
and help design the Los Angeles of
2106.

"We intend to build over, under,
around and through the freeways” of the

_city, he declared in his winning entry.

Of course, it’s hardly surprising to
learn that pollution levels are higher near
freeways than in other parts of the city.
But the data from USC are compelling
enough to suggest that when it comes to
zoning, we should give up the idea of
that land as a means for reshaping L.A.
and increasing density and see it instead
as territory to be avoided — at least
when it comes to placing facilities where

| kids spend a good portion of the day.

Proposals such as Moss’ may antici-
pate the day when we’ll no longer use
cars, at least in their cumrent form, and
the freeways that once carried them will
be empty and ready for reinvention, But
even in the most optimistic scenarios, we
still face several decades of highway

pollution.

The USC study, which tracked
3,600 children for 13 years, found that
those living within 500 yards of a high-
way faced risk of permanent health dam-
age, including stunted lung growth and
respiratory problems. - /

"Someone suffering a fpollution-
related deficit in lung function as a child
will probably have less than healthy
lungs all of his or her life," the study’s
lead author, USC epidemiologist W.
James Gauderman, told The Times last
week.

Even within that fairly tlght 500-
yard radius, we are building a number of
high-profile projects, quite a few of
which are designed for children or

| would be used heavily by them.

Housing continues to sprout along
the edges of the region’s highways —
including stucco boxes and high-end,

" themed apartment complexes such as the

Medici, which practically leans out over
the 110 as it cuts through downtown.

And the LAUSD’s massive con-
struction campaign includés a number of
new schools next to some of our busiest
roadways. Nearing completion is a new
high school designed by Perkins + Will
at the so-called Metromedia site. Com-
muters on the 101 have watched the
school rise on North Wilton Place, no

‘more than 100 feet from the freeway.

The architectural -flagship of the con-
struction effort is a new high school for
the arts, designed by the Austrian firm
Coop Himmelblau. It will be built fac- -
ing another stretch of the 101, across the
freeway from the Cathedral of Our Lady
of the Angels downtown -

As archltectural solutions to tncky
overlooked sites, the schools are impres-
sive. But through the lens of public
health, they look altogether different.

In Hollywood, meanwhile, planners
are working to gain approval for a new
park that would be built directly atop a
curving portion of the 101, between
Bronson Avenue and Wilton Place. Prel-
iminary designs for the park have been
greeted as an 1ngemous solutlon to the-
open- space crunch in Los ‘Angeles —
and, in many ways, a sign of things to
come. Councilman Eric Garcetti, who
represents the nelghborhood, said as
much three weeks ago, after the City
Council voted to spend $100,000 study-
ing the feasibility of a park in that site.

"We’ve come to a place in Los
Angeles [where], for better or for worse,
it'’s actually cheaper to look at putting a
cap over the Hollywood Freeway to
build a park than buying land in the mid-
dle of Hollywood," he told a broadcast
reporter.

It's a good thing the park is still be- -
ing studied. Maybe the act of capping -
the freeway will reduce pollution levels -
inside the park enough to reduce the risk
to the children who play there to an ac-°

‘ceptable level. But if it won’t, "buying

land in the middle of Hollywood,” no
matter how expensive, will be a more
responsible .option, environmentally,
morally and probably legally.

% “At the very least, local governments
L,
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"will have to dig deep into the results of
the USC study and similar reports as
they begin to decide how big a health
risk is presented by putting kids in
schools, apartments or parks adjacent to
freeways. They will have to look not just
at proximity to freeways but also at wind
patterns and other factors that affect the
quality of neighborhood air. And as they
do that they will have to be ready to
reassess their planning  strategies,
perhaps in dramatic ways.

i others,"

—  But the mechanism for doing so is
not as powerful or as centralized as it
needs to be, according to Roger Sher-
man, an architect in Santa Monica and
co-director, with Dana Cuff, of City Lab,
a new urban planning think tank at

UCLA. Cuff and Sherman teamed up in

the History Channel competition. :
"Caltrans has one approach to think-
‘ing about these pleces of land, LAUSD
has another and various cities have still
Sherman said. "There’s really a
need for a regional coordinating authori-
‘ty. Without one, I think we’re going to
see neighborhood councils take more ac-
tive measures to deal with these issues.”
The councils, whose_clout has been
_growing in recent years, could push for
exclusionary zoning, for example, to
make development near freeways impos-
sible or more difficult. But that approach
raises its own risks. _
"You may see a kind of Balkaniza-
tion,” Sherman said. "Some communities
along the freeway will decide to .deal

with the problem by putting up barriers

along the freeway or planting to affect
their microclimates, and others won’t."
~ Most controversial of all, the USC
study may open a discussion on the pos-
sibility of local governments using em-
inent domain to carve out new space for
housing or parks a safe distance from lo-
cal freeways. To a limited degree, the
LAUSD has already relied on eminent
domain simply to find school parcels it
considers appropriate to its needs.
Determining the fate of buildings al-
ready planned or under construction near
freeways will be no less tricky. Given
the statistics gathered in the USC study,
it’s hard to imagine the LAUSD cutting
the ribbon on the Perkins + Will high
school ovcr]ookmg the 101 with much
enthusiasm’ about its location.. Still, it’s

equally hard to imagine the district shut- -

ting down the school altogether over

traffic pol]qun fears.

Perhaps the district will be able to
plausibly argue that it didn’t understand
the full range of risks that come with .
building so close to freeways. But it’s
gcmng more and more difficult for any:
of us in this city to make that claim.

O
christopher.hawthorne
@]atimes.com

Times Staff Writer

Photo:

POLLUTION: The Harbor Freeway at
Slauson Avenue. A new study shows the
ill effects of freeway air on young lungs.:
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