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Lead agencies may include 15 hardcopies of this document when submitting electronic copies of Environmental Impact 
Reports, Negative Declarations, Mitigated Negative Declarations, or Notices of Preparation to the State Clearinghouse 
(SCH). The SCH also accepts other summaries, such as EIR Executive Summaries prepared pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 
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summary to each electronic copy of the document.
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Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.
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If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.


	Print Form Button: 
	Text Field: 2023050006
	Project Title: Capalina Apartments
	Lead Agency: City of San Marcos
	Contact Name: Chris Garcia
	Email: cgarcia@san-marcos.net 
	Phone Number: (760) 744-1050, ext. 3237
	Project Location: San Marcos                                                                            San Diego 
	Project Description: The project applicant is requesting approval of a General Plan Amendment (GPA22-20003) and Rezone (R22-0003) to change the designation of the site from Mixed-Use 3 (MU-3) to Mixed-Use 2 (MU-2) and a Site Development Plan (SDP22-0007). If approved, these entitlements would allow for the development of 119 apartment units and 4,000 square feet (s.f.) of commercial use. Six of the units will be affordable at the very low-income level (30-50% of the Area Median Income).
	Project's Effects: The EIR identified potenitally significant imapcts for biological resources, cultural resources/tribal cultural resources and geology/soils. Please see Attachment A for a summary of impacts and proposed mitigation measures. 


	Areas of Controversy: Comments raised during the Notice of Preparation period and public scoping meeting included:

- Biological Resources: biological resource inventory, impact/mitigation, MHCP alignment, cumulative effects analysis, rare plants (brodiaea), vegetation characterization, and nesting bird avoidance;

- Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources: compliance with Assembly Bill 52 and Senate Bill 18;

- Hydrology/Water Quality: design of water quality features to minimize potential for mosquito breeding sources;

- Land Use: Request to change the project to a park instead of a mixed-use residential development;

- Noise: existing noise in the area from the SPRINTER, traffic, and adjacent commercial uses;

- Public Services (police): concerns regarding crime and loitering;-  Transportation (pedestrian): pedestrian connectivity crosswalks), paths of travel from the SPRINTER station to the project area, lighting for pedestrians; and

- Transportation (vehicular): congestion at SR-78/Rancho Santa Fe ramp, cut through traffic/speeding, and parking.




	List of Agencies: California Department of Fish and Wildlife




