






































































































































































Issue 

result in a safety hazard for people 
residing or working in the project 
area? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

None of the near-term or future project alignments would he located within the vicinity of a private 
airstrip; no provide airstrips are located with the jurisdictional boundaries of the City of San Diego; 
therefore, no impact would result under this category. 

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

Construction of any near-term or future projects would temporarily affect traffic circulation within 
the project Area of Potential Effect (APE) and its adjoining roads. However, an approved Traffic 
Control Plan would be implemented during construction which would allow emergency plans to be 
employed. Therefore, the project would not 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 wiidland fires, including 
where wildlands are adjacent to 
urbanized areas or where residences 
are intermixed with wildlands? 

Construction of any near-term or future projects would be located within the City's Public Right-of­
Way and would not be located within or adjacent wildlands that could pose a threat of wildland fires. 
Additionally, sewer and water infrastructure projects would not introduce any new features that 
would increase the risk of fire. 

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY - Would the project: 

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

Potential impacts to existing water quality standards associated with the any near-term and/or future 
projects would include minimal short-term construction-related erosion/sedimentation, but would not 
include any long term operational storm water impacts. Any near-term and/or future projects would 
be required to comply with the City's Storm Water Standards Manual. Depending on the area of 
disturbance, projects would have to comply with either a Water Pollution Control Plan (WPCP) or 
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). These plans would prevent or effectively 
minimize short-term water quality impacts during construction activities. Therefore, the proposed 
project would not violate any existing water quality standards or discharge requirements. 

b) Substantially deplete groundwater 
supplies or interfere substantially 
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hsue 

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)? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

• with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Any near-term and/or future projects do not propose the use of groundwater. Furthermore, these 
projects would not introduce a substantially large amount of new impervious surfaces over ground 
that could interfere with groundwater recharge. Therefore, construction of these projects would not 
substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge. 

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? 

□ □ □ 

Any near-term and/or future projects would be located below the surface of the developed public 
right of way within paved streets. Upon completion of the installation of the utility lines the streets 
would be returned to their preexisting conditions. Therefore these projects would not substantially 
alter any existing drainage patterns. 

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? 

Please see IX.c. 

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? 

□ 

□ 
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Potentiallv . . 
Issue Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Signifi~ant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Conformance to Bl\.1Ps outlined in an approved WPCP and compliance with the City Stormwater 
Standards would prevent or effectively minimize short-term construction runoff impacts from any 
near-term and/or future pipeline projects covered under the MND. Additionally, these projects would 
not result in a substantial increase in impervious surface, and therefore, would not contribute runoff 
water that would exceed the capacity of existing storm water systems. 

f) Otherwise substantially degrade D D D j:gl 
water quality? 
Conformance to Bl\.1Ps outlined in an approved WPCP and compliance with the City Stonnwater 
Standards would prevent or effectively minimize short-term construction runoff impacts from any 
near-term and/or future pipeline projects covered under the MND. See IX-a. 

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

□ □ □ 

The near-term and/or future pipeline projects would not include the construction of any housing. 

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard 
area, structures that would impede c,r 
redirect flood flows? 

r, 
LJ 

r, 
LJ 

r-, 
LJ 

The near-term and/or future pipeline projects would not impede the direction of flows or 
substantially impact a JOO-year flood hazard area. 

i) Expose people or structures to a 
significant risk of loss, injury or death 
involving flooding, including 
flooding as a result of the failure of a 
levee or darn? 

□ □ □ 

The near-term and/or future pipeline projects would not include any new features that would increase 
the risk associated with flooding beyond those of any existing conditions. 

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or 
mudflow? □ □ □ IZI 

The near-term and/or future pipeline projects would not include any new features that would increase 
the risk associated with seiche, tsunami, or mudflow beyond those of any existing conditions. 

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established 
community? 
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Issue 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

L~sThan 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Implementation of the near-term and/or future pipeline projects would involve replacing and 
installing utility infrastructure and would not introduce new features that could divide an established 
community. 

b) Conflict with any applicable land use 
plan, 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 mitigating an environmental 
effect? 

□ □ □ 

Implementation of the near-term and/or future pipeline projects would involve replacing and 
installing utility infrastructure and would be consistent with all applicable land use plans, policies, or 
regulations of an agency with jurisdiction over the project and would not conflict with any land use 
plans. 

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

n 
L....I IZl r, 

LJ □ 

Implementation of the near-term and/or future pipeline projects would involve replacing and 
installing utility infrastructure located entirely witliin the developed public right of way. Although 
some projects could be located within proximity to the City's MHP A which is covered by the MSCP 
Subarea Plan, no conflicts are anticipated because implementation of the MHPA Land Use 
Adjacency Guidelines would be required for any project located within 100 feet from the MHP A. 
Measures to reduce potential indirect impacts to the City's MHPA have been included in the MMRP 
contained within Section V. of the MND. 

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES - Would the project? 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a 
known mineral resource that would 
be of value to the region and the 
residents of the state? 

□ □ □ 

Areas surrounding the near-term project alignments are not being used for the recovery of mineral 
resources. Similarly, these areas are also not designated for the recovery of mineral resources on the 
City of San Diego General Plan Land Use Map. Additionally, any future projects submitted for 
review in accordance with this MND would be evaluated based on their proximity to areas where 
mineral resources could be affected. At this time however, it is not anticipated that any future 
pipeline project, which would be located entirely within the PROW would result in the loss of 
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Less Than 
Significant Less Than 

Issue with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
availability of a known mineral resource of value to the region and the state. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact . 
Significant 

Impact 

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

,--, 
~I I 

,--, 
u n 

No Impact 

Areas surrounding the near-term project alignments have not been delineated as being used for the 
recovery of mineral resources or designated for the recovery of mineral resources on the City of San 
Diego General Plan Land Use Map. Additionally, any future projects submitted for review in 
accordance with this MND would be evaluated based on their proximity to areas where mineral 
resources could be affected. At this time however, it is not anticipated that any future pipeline 
project, which would be located entirely within the PROW would result in the loss of availability of 
a locally important mineral resource recovery site. 

XII. NOISE- Would the project result in: 

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

□ □ □ 

Any near-term or future pipeline projects covered under this MND would not in and of itself result in 
the generation of operational noise levels in excess of existing standards. However, some 
construction related noise would result, but would be temporary and transitory in nature and strictly 
regulated under San Diego Municipal Code Section 59.5.0404, ''Noise Abatement and Control" 
which places limits on the hours of construction operations and standard decibels which cannot be 
exceeded. Therefore, people would not be exposed to noise levels in excess of those covered by 
existing noise regulations. 

b) Exposure of persons to, or generation 
of, excessive ground borne vibration 
or ground borne noise levels? 

□ D □ 

Any near-term or future pipeline projects covered under this MND would result in negligible ground 
disturbing vibrations during construction based on the type of equipment being used and the 
construction methodology being employed for each project type. Noise occurring during 
construction activities would be temporary and transitory in nature and would be strictly regulated 
under San Diego Municipal Code Section 59.5.0404, ''Noise Abatement and Control" which places 
limits on the hours of construction operations and standard decibels which cannot be exceeded. 
Therefore, people would not be exposed to excessive ground disturbing vibration levels after 
completion of each project. 

c) A substantial permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project 
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Issue 

vicinity above levels existing without 
the project? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant . 
• with· 
.Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Any near-term or future pipeline projects covered under this MND all occur within the developed 
PROW would not permanently increase the ambient noise levels beyond those which exist without 
the project. Please see XII.a & b. 

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

□ □ □ 

A portion of one near-term project would be located along Harbor Drive where the existing noise 
environment is already high due to its proximity to Lindbergh Field and from high traffic patterns 
surrounding the airport and nearby businesses. Other near-term and/or future projects covered under 
this MND may occur City-wide and result in temporary construction related noise impacts; however, 
the increase in noise due to construction activities would be temporary in nature and strictly 
regulated jn accordance with the Municipal Code. These temporary and periodic construction related 
noise increased would not be considered substantial and therefore, the increase in ambient noise 
levels would be less than significant. Please see XII.a. 

e) For a project located within a., 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 area 
to excessive noise levels? 

□ □ □ 

Several near-term projects covered in this MND (Harbor Drive Pipeline, Water Group 914, and 
Sewer/Water Group 732) are located within 2 miles of a public airport; specifically to the Airport 
Influence Area (AIA) of the San Diego International Airport's Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan 
(ALUCP). This geographically demarcated area that surrounds Lindbergh Field ensures that factors 
such as noise, land use, safety and airspace protection are considered anytime a land use decision is 
made. Although these near-term projects and any future projects are linear underground projects, 
construction would not in and of itself expose people residing in the area or construction workers to 
excessive noise levels beyond those that may currently exist. For projects within proximity to 
Lindbergh Field and heavily traveled roadways, the ambient noise level is already loud. Strict 
compliance with OSHA standards for worker safety would ensure that exposure to excessive noise 
levels would not occur for all other near-term and/or future pipeline projects. 

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? 
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Issue 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant· 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact· 
No Impact 

None of the near-term projects are located within proximity to a private airstrip and it's not 
anticipated that any future projects would be either; mainly because no private airstrips are located in 
the urbanized areas within the City's jurisdictional boundaries. Therefore no impacts in this category 
would occur. 

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING- Would the project: 

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

□ □ □ 

The near-term and/or future pipeline projects would replace, rehabilitate and install new utility 
infrastructure. These upgrades are intended to improve currently outdated sewer and water systems 
in order to keep up with current demand. These projects would not extend any existing roadways into 
undeveloped areas or introduce any ne,v road,vays t..11.at could induce population c1owth and 
therefore, no impact would occur. 

b) Displace substantial nwnbers of 
existing housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

□ □ □ 

The near-term and/or future pipeline projects would replace, rehabilitate and install new utility 
infrastructure. These upgrades are intended to improve currently outdated sewer and water systems 
in order to keep up with current demand. These projects would not displace any housing. 

c) Displace substantial nwnbers of 
people, necessitating the construction 
of replacement housing elsewhere? 

See XIII b). 

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES 

a) Would the project result in substantial 
adverse physical impacts associated 
with the provisions 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 
rations, response times or other 

□ □ □ 
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Less Than 
Potentially Significant Less Than 

Issue Significant with Signitkant No Impact 
Impact Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 
performance objectives for any of the 
public services: 

i) Fire Protection □ □ □ ~ 

Any near-term or future pipeline project would not physically alter any fire protection facilities. 
Replacement and installation of utility infrastructure would not require any new or altered fire 
protection services. Future projects may require a Traffic Control Plan to ensure major 
disruptions to traffic flow do not occur. Disruptions to response times are not anticipated. 

ii) Police Protection □ □ D 
Any near-term or future pipeline project would not physically alter any fire protection facilities. 
Replacement and installation of utility infrastructure would not require any new or altered police 
protection services. Future projects may require a Traffic Control Plan to ensure major 
disruptions to traffic flow do not occur. Disruptions to response times are not anticipated. 

iii) Schools D □ D 
Any near-term or future pipeline project would not physically alter any schools. Additionally, 
these projects would not include construction of future housing or induce growth that could 
increase demand for schoois in the area. 

v) Parks D □ □ 

Any near-term or future pipeline project would not physically alter any parks. Therefore, these 
projects would not create demand for new parks or other recreational facilities. 

vi) Other public facilities D □ □ 

Any near-term or future pipeline project would not result in the increased demand for electricity, 
gas, or other public facilities. These projects would improve the sewer and water utility system to 
keep up with current and projected demand. 

XV. RECREATION -

a) Would the project increase the use of 
existing neighborhood and regional 
parks or other recreational facilities 
such that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility would 
occur or be accelerated? 

□ □ □ 

Implementation of the near-term and/or future pipeline projects would replace and improve utility 
infrastructure. The improved infrastructure would not allow for increased access to existing 
recreation areas. These projects would not directly generate additional trips to existing recreation . 
areas or induce future growth that would result in additional trips to these facilities. Therefore, these 
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Issue 
PQtentialfy 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation. 

lncorp0crated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

projects would not increase the use of existing recreational areas such that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated. 

b) Does the project include recreational 
facilities or require the construction 
or expansion of recreational facilities, 
which might have an adverse physical 
effect on the environment? 

D LJ □ 

Implementation of the near-term and/or future pipeline projects would replace and improve utility 
infrastructure and would not include the construction of recreational facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of recreational facilities. 

XVI. TRANSPORT A TI ON/TRAFFIC - Would the project? 

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, 
ordinance or policy establishing 
measures of effectiveness for the 
performance of the circulation 
system, taking into account all modes 
of transportation including mass 
transit and non-motorized travel and 
reievant components of the 
circulation system, including but not 
limited to intersections, streets, 
highways and freeways, pedestrian 
and bicycle paths, and mass transit? 

□ □ □ 

Construction of the near-term and/or future pipeline projects would temporarily affect traffic 
circulation within the project's Area of Potential Effect (APE). However, an approved Traffic 
Control Plan would be implemented during construction so that traffic circulation would not be 
substantially impacted. Therefore, these projects would not result in an increase of traffic which is 
substantial in relation to existing traffic capacities. 

b) Conflict with an applicable 
congestion management program, 
including, but not limited to level of 
service standards and travel demand 
measures, or other standards 
established by the county congestion 
management agency for designated 
roads or highways? 

□ □ □ 

Construction of the near-term and/or future pipeline projects would temporarily affect traffic 
circulation within the project's APE and its adjoining roads. However, an approved Traffic Control 
Plan would be implemented during construction so that traffic would not exceed cumulative or 
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individual levels of service. 

c) Result in a change in air traffic 
patterns, including either an increase 
in traffic level:; or u change in 
location that results in substantial 
safety risks? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

n 
LJ 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

n 
LJ 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

r, 
LJ 

No Impact 

The near-term and any future projects covered under this MND would not include any tall structures 
or new features that could affect air traffic patterns or introduce new safety hazards related to air 
traffic. 

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

□ □ □ 

The near-term and any future projects covered under this MND would not include any tall structures 
or design features that would increase hazards in the area. All projects would be designed to meet 
City standards and therefore would meet existing levels of service. 

e) Result in inadequate emergency 
access? □ □ □ 

Construction of the near-term or any future project would temporarily affect traffic circulation within 
the project's APE. However, an approved Traffic Control Plan would be implemented during 
construction so that there would be adequate emergency access. 

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, 
or programs regarding public transit, 
bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or 
otherwise decrease the performance 
or safety of such facilities? 

□ □ □ 

Construction of the near-term or any future project would temporarily impact circulation during 
construction activities as it relates to traffic, pedestrians, public transit and bicycles. However, the 
preparation of a Traffic Control Plan would ensure that any disruption to these services would not be 
significant. 

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS - Would the project: 

a) Exceed wastewater treatment 
requirements of the applicable 
Regional Water Quality Control 
Board? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Construction of the near-term or any future projects covered under this MND would facilitate the 
treatment of wastewater and would not exceed the requirements of the Regional Water Quality 
Control Board. 

b) Require or result in the construction 
of new water or wastewater treatment 
facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

□ □ □ 

Construction of the near-term or any future projects covered under this MND would result in 
improvements to water and sewer pipeline infrastructure. Use of this MND is limited to projects that 
would not result in a significant unmitigated impact to the environment. 

c) Require or result in the construction 
of new storm water drainage facilities 
or expansion of existing facilities, the 
construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

n 
L....I □ □ 

Construction of the near-term or any future projects covered under this MND would not result in an 
increase in impervious surfaces as the scope is completely within the City Right-of-Way. Therefore, 
these projects would not require the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion 
of existing facilities. 

d) Have sufficient water supplies 
available to serve the project from 
existing entitlements and resources, 
or are new or expanded entitlements 
needed? 

□ □ □ 

Construction of the near-term or any future projects covered under this MND would not increase the 
demand for water. These projects would improve the existing water pipelines system throughout the 
City. 

e) Result in a determination by the 
wastewater treatment provided which 
serves or may serve the project that it 
has adequate capacity to serve the 
project's projected demand in 
addition to the provider's existing 
commitments? 

See XVII c) 

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient 

□ 

□ 
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permitted capacity to accommodate 
the project's solid waste disposal 
needs? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Lesi Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Construction of the near-term or any future projects covered under this l\.1Nu would not result in the 
demolition of structures. Construction of these projects would likely generate minimal waste. This 
waste would be disposed of in accordance with all applicable local and state regulations pertaining to 
solid waste including permitting capacity of the landfill serving the project area. Demolition or 
construction materials which can be recycled shall comply with the City's Construction and 
Demolition Debris· Ordinance. Operation of the project would not generate waste and, therefore, 
would not affect the permitted capacity of the landfill serving the project area. 

g) Comply with federal, state, and local 
statutes and regulation related to solid 
waste? 

□ □ □ 

See XVII f). Any solid waste generated during construction related activities would be recycled or 
disposed of in accordance with all applicable local state and feral regulations. 

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE -

a) Does the project have the potential to 
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? 

□ □ □ 

Any near-term and/or future pipeline projects covered under this MND would be located within the 
developed public right of way and would not impact any Sensitive Biological Resources. Projects 
that would be located adjacent to the l\1HPA would be required to incorporate MHPA Land Use 
Adjacency measures to reduce any potential indirect impacts. As such, indirect impacts would be 
mitigated to below a level of significance. With respect to historical resources, mitigation for 
archaeology, paleontology and the built environment have been incorporated into the MND. Each 
project would be analyzed and a determination made regarding which mitigation measures would be 
applied in the subsequent environmental document and would be required to comply with the 
mitigation measures further detailed in Section V of this MND. As a result, project implementation 
would not result in a significant impact to these resources. 

b) Does the project have impacts that are □ 181 □ □ 
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individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? ("Cumulatively 
considerable" means that the 
incremental effects of a project are 
considerable when viewed in 
connection with the effects of past 
projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of probable 
futures projects)? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
·Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

When viewed in connection with the effects of the near-term projects and any future pipeline 
projects on a Citywide basis, construction trenching has the potential to impact archaeological and 
paleontological resources which could incrementally contribute to a cumulative loss of non­
renewable resources. However, with implementation of the mitigation measures found in Section V 
of the MND, this incremental impact would be reduced to below a level of significance. 

Although any near-term and/or future projects could be located within a designated historical district, 
no direct or cumulative impact is anticipated because each project would be subject to review in 
accordance with the City's Historical Resources Guidelines, and for consistency with the Secretary 
of the Interior Standards and this environmental document. Measures to reduce potential indirect 
impacts for projects ·located within a historic district would be incorporated into each subsequent 
environmental document when applicable to the conditions and environmental setting of the 
alignment. Therefore, no cumulative impact would result under these project types. 

Because the near-term and/or future projects would not be located in areas where biological 
resources could be encountered and would not result in a cumulative loss ofresources. Measures to 
reduce potential indirect impacts for projects located adjacent to the City's MHP A would be 
incorporated into each subsequent environmental document when applicable to the conditions and 
environmental setting of the alignment. Implementation of the MHP A Land Use Adjacency 
Guidelines is consistent with the MSCP Subarea Plan & FEIR which addressed the cumulative loss 
of sensitive biological resources and edge effects on the MHP A from future development. Therefore, 
no cumulative impact would result under these project types. 

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

□ □ □ 

As stated previously, potentially significant impacts have been identified for Paleontological 
Resources, Archaeological Resources, Historical Resources (Historic Districts) and MHPA Land 
Use Adjacency. However, mitigation has been included in Section V of this MND to reduce impacts 
to below a level of significance. As such, project implementation would not result in substantial 
adverse impact to human beings. 
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST 

REFERENCES 

I. AESTHETICS/ NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTER 

..1L City of San Diego General Plan . 

...X... Community Plan. 

Local Coastal Plan. 

II. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES & FOREST RESOlJRCES 

...X... City of San Diego General Plan . 

...X... U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil Survey- San Diego Area, California, Part I and II, 

1973. 

California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) 

Site Specific Report: 

ill . AIR QUALITY 

California Clean Air Act Guidelines (Indirect Source Control Programs) 1990 . 

...X... Regional Air Quality Strategies (RAQS) -APCD. 

Site Specific Report: 

IV. BIOLOGY 

...X... City of San Diego, Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP), Subarea Plan, 1997 

...X... City of San Diego, MSCP, "Vegetation Communities with Sensitive Species and Vernal 

Pools" Maps, 1996 . 

...X... City of San Diego, MSCP, "Multiple Habitat Planning Area" maps, 1997. 

Community Plan - Resource Element. 

California Department offish and Game, California Natural Diversity Database, "State and 

Federally-listed Endangered, Threatened, and Rare Plants of California," January 2001 . 

California Department offish & Game, California Natural Diversity Database, "State and 

Federally-listed Endangered and Threatened Animals of California," January 2001. 

City of San Diego Land Development Code Biology Guidelines. 

Site Specific Report: 
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES (INCLUDES HISTORICAL RESOURCES) 

_x_ City of San Diego Historical Resources Guidelines. 

_x_ City of San Diego Archaeology Library. 

X Historical Resources Board List. 

Community Historical Survey: 

Site Specific Report: 

VI. GEOLOGY/SOILS 

_x_ City of San Diego Seismic Safety Study. 

U.S. Department of Agriculture Soil Survey - San Diego Area, California, Part I and II, 

December 1973 and Part III, 1975. 

Site Specific Report: 

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

_x_ Site Specific Report: 'Roadwav Construction Emissions Models' conducted for each near­

term project (2010 & 2011). 

VIII. nAZARDS AND IIAzARDous rviA TERIALS 

_x_ San Diego County Hazardous Materials Environmental Assessment Listing 

San Diego County Hazardous Materials Management Division 

FAA Determination 

State Assessment and Mitigation, Unauthorized Release Listing, Public Use Authorized. 

Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan. 

Site Specific Report: 

IX. BYDROLOGY/W ATER QUALITY 

_x_ Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM). 

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), National Flood Insurance Program -

Flood Boundary and Floodway Map. 

Clean Water Act Section 303(b) list, http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/tmdl/303d lists.html). 

Site Specific Report: 
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X. LAND USE AND PLANNING 

...X... City of San Diego General Plan. 

_x_ Community Plan. 

X Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan: Lindberg Field 

...X... City of San Diego Zoning Maps 

FAA Determination 

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES 

California Department of Conservation - Division of Mines and Geology, Mineral Land 

Classification. 

Division of Mines and Geology, Special Report 153 - Significant Resources Maps. 

_x_ California Geological Survey - SMA_ ... -~.l~ Mineral Land Classification Maps. 

Site Specific Report: 

XII. NOISE 

_x_ Community Plan 

_x_ San Diego International Airport Master Plan CNEL Maps. 

MCAS Miramar ACLUP 

Brown Field Airport Master Plan CNEL Maps . 

...X... Montgomery Field CNEL Maps. 

San Diego Association of Governments - San Diego Regional Average Weekday Traffic 

Volumes. 

San Diego Metropolitan Area Average Weekday Traffic Volume Maps, SANDAG. 

City of San Diego General Plan. 

Site Specific Report: 

XIII. PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

..X. City of San Diego Paleontological Guidelines. 

Demere, Thomas A., and Stephen L. Walsh, "Paleontological Resources City of San Diego," 

Department of Paleontology San Diego Natural History Museum, 1996 . 

...X... Kennedy, Michael P., and Gary L. Peterson, "Geology of the San Diego Metropolitan Area, 

California. Del Mar, La Jolla, Point Loma, La Mesa, Poway, and SW 1/4 Escondido 7 1/2 
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Minute Quadrangles," California Division of Mines and Geology Bulletin 200, Sacramento, 

1975. 

_x_ Kennedy, Michael P., and Siang S. Tan, "Geology of National City, Imperial Beach and Otay 

Mesa Quadrangles, Southern San Diego Metropolitan Area, California," Map Sheet 29, 1977. 

Site Specific Report: 

XIV. POPULATION/ HOUSING 

_x_ City of San Diego General Plan . 

...X.. Community Plan. 

Series 11 Population Forecasts, SANDAG. 

Other: 

XV. PuBLIC SERVICES 

X City of San Diego Generai Pian. 

_x Community Plan. 

xvr. RECREATIONAL RESOURCES 

_½,__ City of San Diego General Plan. 

_x_ Community Plan. 

Department of Park and Recreation 

City of San Diego - San Diego Regional Bicycling Map 

Additional Resources: 

XVII. TRANSPORTATION/ CIRCULATION 

_x_ City of San Diego General Plan. 

_x_ Community Plan. 

San Diego Metropolitan Area Average Weekday Traffic Volume Maps, SANDAG. 

San Diego Region Weekday Traffic Volumes, SANDAG. 

Site Specific Report: 

XVIII. UTILITIES 

_x_ City of San Diego General Plan . 

...X.. Community Plan. 
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Site Specific Report: 

XIX. WATER CONSERVATION 

City of San Diego General Plan. 

Community Plan. 

Sunset Magazine, New Western Garden Book. Rev. ed. Menlo Park, CA: Sunset 

Magazine. 

Site Specific Report: 
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