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ID. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS: 

Initial Study Checklist 
Date July 30, 2001 
LDR No. 41-0314 

This Initial Study checklist is designed to identify the potential for significant environmental 
impacts which could be associated with a project. All answers of "yes" and "maybe" indicat� that 
there is a potential for significant environmental impacts and these determinations are explained 
in Section IV. 

A. Geology/Soils. Will the proposal result in:

1. Exposure of people or property
to geologic hazards such as
earthquakes, landslides, mudslides,
ground failure, or similar hazards?
Site is assigned a geotechpical hazard
category rating of 53 (variable stability,
low to moderate risk), Appropriate
measures would be incorporated into
project design. See Initial Study
discussion,

2. Any increase in wind or water erosion
of soils, either on or off the site?
The proposed project would include
appropriate drainage and landscaping.

B. Air. Will the proposal result in:

1. Air emissions which would substantially
deteriorate ambient air quality?
Implementation of the project would not
generate air emissions, residential use
�

2. The exposure of sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations?
The project includes residential use only
and the site is surrounded by single­
family residential units,

m Maybe No 

_x_ 

_x_ 

_x_ 



C. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

The creation of objectionable odors? 
See B-1. 

The creation of dust? 
Temporary. only during construction. 

Any alteration of air movement in 
the area of the project? 
Implementation of the project would not 
significantly alter air movement. 

A substantial alteration in moisture, 
or temperature, or any change in 
climate, either locally or regionally? 
See B-1. 

Hydrology/Water Quality. Will the proposal 
result in: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Changes in currents, or the course or 
direction of water movements, in either 
marine or fresh waters? 
No Qhange -- roof runoff would be 
QolleQted and disQbarge into the existing 
drainage system at Bordeaux Ayenue yia 
sump pump while site surface runoff 
would be QoUeQted throu�:h the proposed 
graded swale and dissipat!.;ls into the 
non-steep hillside area. 

Changes in absorption rates, drainage 
patterns, or the rate and amount of 
surface runoff? 
See C-1. 

Alterations to the course or flow of 
flood waters? 
See C-1, Eroject site is not in the lQO-
year flood plain, 

Discharge into surface or ground waters, 
or in any alteration of surface or ground 
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Maybe NQ 
__x__ 

_x_ 

...1L 

__x__ 

__x__ 

__x__ 

...1L 

\ 
\ 



D. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

water quality, including, but not limited 
to temperature, dissolved oxygen or 
turbidity? 
Residential Use. 

Discharge into surface or ground waters, 
significant amounts of pesticides, 
herbicides, fertilizers, gas, oil, or other 
noxious chemicals? 
Residential Use. 

Change in deposition or erosion of beach 
sands, or changes in siltation, deposition 
or erosion which may modify the channel of 
a river or stream or the bed of the ocean 
or any bay, inlet or lake? 
No proposed g:radin� near a water body. 

Exposure of people or property to water 
related hazards such as flooding? 
The project site i� not in QI adjaQent to 
any floodway. 

Change in the amount of surface water 
in any water body? 
Ihe pr!)jeQt !YOuld not affeQt the amgunt 
of water in any water body. 

Biology. Will the proposal result in: 

1. A reduction in the number of any unique,
rare, endangered, sensitive, or fully
protected species of plants or animals?
Th� propQseQ project �ouk! not impact
sensitive resources. See LS. Discussion.

2. A substantial change in the diversity
of any species of animals or plants?
The diyersity of speQies wQuld not be
affected, see D-1,

3. Introduction of invasive species of
plants into the area?
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fu Maybe NQ 

_x_ 

_x_ 

_x_ 

_x_ 

_x_ 

_x_ 

_x_ 

·_x_



E.

F. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

All landsgaping would be in accordance
with the Citi s Landscape Technical 
Manual. 

Interference with the movement of any
resident or migratory fish or wildlife 
species?
See DI.

An impact on a sensitive habitat, 
including, but not limited to streamside 
vegetation, oak woodland, vernal pools,
coastal salt marsh, lagoon, wetland, or 
coastal sage scrub or chaparral?
See Dl. 

Deterioration of existing fish or
wildlife habitat? 
Ibe project WQ!Jld nQt affect fish or
wildlife habitat, see D-1. 

Noise. Will the proposal result in:

1. 

2. 

3. 

A significant increase in the 
existing ambient noise levels? 
Impl�mentation Qf the projegt wQuld
result in rnsidential JJSe within a 
residential area.

Exposure of people to noise levels which
exceed the City's adopted noise 
ordinance?
See E-1. 

Exposure of people to current or future 
transportation noise levels which exceed 
standards established in the Transportation
Element of the General Plan? 
The project sit� is nQt subject tQ
excessive traffic noise,

Light, Glare and Shading. Will the proposal
result in: 
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Yes Ma�be NQ

_x_ \�

_x_ 

_x_ 

_x_ 

_x_ 

__x_ 



-

G. 

H. 

1. 

2. 

Substantial light or glare? 
The project would comp!� with the 
Citis Light Pollution Ordinance and nQ 

• highJy reflective surfaces are proposed.

Substantial shading of other properties?
Ihe 12rQ:gQsed 2-stor� building WQYld be
in confQrn:utnQe with the heigbt
regulations.

Land Use. Will the proposal resuJt in: 

1. A land use which is inconsistent with
the adopted community plan land use
designation for the site?
froje�t cQnfQr.ms with residential lanQ
!lli.e..,_ 

2. A conflict with the goals, objectives
and recommendations of the community
plan in which it is located?
See G-1.

3. A conflict with adopted environmental
plans for the area?
See G-1,

4. Land uses which are not compatible with
aircraft accident potential as defined by
a SANDAG Airport Land Use Plan (ALUC)?
Ibe site is nQt �ithin ill! airpQrt
influenQe area.

Natyral ResQu:tQes. Will the proposal result in: 

1. The prevention of future extraction of
sand and gravel resources?
The project site is in an urban setting.

2. The conversion of agricultural land to
nonagricultural use or impairment of the
agricultural productivity of agricultural
land?
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I. 

J. 

K. 

L. 

The prQject is not l�ated in an 
agricultural area. 

Recreational Resources: Will the proposal 
result in an impact upon the quality or 
quantity of existing recreational 
opportunities? 
The project lYOuld have no affect Qn 
recreational opportunities. 

Population. Will the proposal alter the 
planned location, distribution, density, or 
growth rate of the population of an area? 
Site is designated for residential use, 

Housing. Will the proposal affect existing 
housing in the community, or create a demand 
for additional housing? 

. . The project is a single-family home 

TransportfitiQn{CirculatiQn. Will the proposal 
result in: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Traffic generation in excess of specific/ 
community plan allocation? . 
The pr!)ject would not gtlnerate trnffic in 
�.;s_c�l:i§ of thl;.l.t allgQated in communitJ'. 

·p1wi..

An increase in projected traffic which is
substantial in relation to the capacity of
the street system?
See L-1.

An increased demand for off-site parking?
The project incl.udes adeQ:uate on-site
parking.

Effects on existing parking?
See L-3.

Substantial impact upon existing or
planned transportation systems?
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Yes Maybe NQ 

...JL 

-1L. 

...JL 

_x_ 

_x_ 

_x_ 
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M. 

N. 

The l_)rojeQt wQuld not affect 
transportation systems. 

6. Alterations to present circulation
movements including effects on existing
public access to beaches, parks, or
other open space areas?
The projegt WQuld not affect QirculatiQn

7. 

movements or beach access.

Increase in traffic hazards to motor
vehicles, bicyclists or pedestrians?
The projeQt would not result in traffic
hazards.

Public Se1yices. Will the proposal have an 
effect upon, or result in a need for new or 
altered governmental services in any of the 
following areas: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

Fire protection? 
Adequate services are available. 

Police protection? 
See M-1. 

Schools? 
See M�l. 

Parks or other recreational 
facilities? 
See M-1. 

Maintenance of public 
facilities, including roads? 
See M-1. 

Other governmental services? 
See M-1. 

Utilities. Will the proposal result in a 
need for new systems, or require substantial 
alterations to existing utilities, including: 
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m Maybe NQ

_x_ 

__x__ 

_x_ 

-A_:_ 

__x_ 

__x__ i'I 

__x__ 

__x__ 



1. Power?
Existing services a.re adequate.

2. Natural gas?
See N-1.

3. Communications systems?
See N-1.

4. Water?
See N-1.

5. Sewer?
See N-1.

6. Storm water drainage?
See N-1.

7. Solid waste disposal?
• See N-1.

0. Energy. Will the proposal result in the use
of excessive amounts of fuel or energy?
Standard residential consumption.

P. Water Conservation. Will the proposal result in:

1. Use of excessive amounts of water?
Residential uses only. all landscaping
would comply with the City's Landscape
Technical Manual,

2. Landscaping which is predominantly
non-drought resistant vegetation?
See P�l.

Q. Neighborhood Character/ Aesthetics. Will the
proposal result in:

1. The obstruction of any vista or scenic
view from a public viewing area?
Ihe project would not intrude into any
community plan-identifieg view
corridors.
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Yes Maybe NQ 
_x_ 

_x_ 

_x_ 

_L 

_x_ 

_x_ 

_x_ 

_x_ 
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2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

The creation of a negative aesthetic 
site or project? 
Tbe aJ:!pearance of 1n:oposed structure 
would be visuall� compatible witb the 
surrounding development. 

Project bulk, scale, materials, or style 
which will be incompatible with surrounding 
development? 
See Q-2, 

Substantial alteration to the existing 
character of the area? 
See Q-2. 

The loss of any distinctive or landmark 
tree(s), or a stand of mature trees? 
No such resources exist on site. 

Substantial change in topography or ground 
surface relief features? 
No substantial changes are proposed. 

The loss, covering or modification of any 
unique geologic or physical features such 
as a natural canyon, sandstone bluff, rock 
outcrop, or hillside with a slope in excess 
of 25 percent? 
No such features occur on site. 

Cultural Resoyrces. Will the proposal 
result in: 

1. Alteration of or the destruction of a
prehistoric or historic archaeological
site?
See LS, discussion.

2. Adverse physical or aesthetic effects to a
prehistoric or historic building, structure,
object, or site?
Tbe prQject proposes tQ demolish an
existing structure located at 2437
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fu Maybe No 

_x._ 

_x_ 

_x_ 

_x._ 

_x_ 

_x_ 

_x_ 

_x._



3. 

Bordeaux A venue that was built in 
ill-8... 

Adver�e physical or aesthetic effects to an 
architecturally significant building, 
structure, or object? 
See I.S. discussion. 

4. Any impact to existing religious or
sacred uses within the potential
impact area?
No such uses occur on site.

S. Paleontological Resources. Will the
proposal result in the loss of paleontological
resources?
The project has a moderate paleontological
resource sensitivity and the amount and depth
ofexcavation would not significantly impact
resources.

T. Human Health/Pubhc Safety. Will the
proposal result in: 

1. Creation of any health hazard or
potential health hazard (excluding
mental health)?
Residential use only.

2. Exposure of people to potential
health hazards?
Site is surrounded by residential uses.

3. A future risk of an explosion or the
release of hazardous substances
(including but not limited to gas,
oil, pesticides, chemicals, radiation,
or explosives)?
See T-1,

U. Mandatory Findings of Significance.

1. Does the project have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment,

Tu Maybe NQ 

_x_ 

__x_ 



2. 

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? 
Potential impacts to archaeological 
resources would be mitigated to below a 
level of significance through on-site 
monitoring. See Initial Study 
Discussion, 

Does the project have the potential to 
achieve short-term, to the disadvantage 
of long-term, environmental goals? (A 
short-term impact on the environment is 
one which occurs in a relatively brief, 
definitive period of time while long-term 
impacts will endure well into the 
future.) 
The project would not impact long term 
environmental goals, 

3. Does the project have impacts which are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (A project may impact on two
or more separate resources where the impact
on each resource is relatively small, but
where the effect of the total of those
impacts on the environment is
significant.)
The project would not result in
significant cumulative impacts,

4. Does the project have environmental
effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly?
The prqject would not have any impacts
that would have substantial adverse
effects on human beings.

11 

Maybe No 

_x__ 

_x__ 

_x_ 

_x__ 



A. 

..x... 

Geology/Soils 

1. INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

REFERENCES 

City of San Diego Seismic Safety Study, Updated 1995 . 

..X... U.S. Department of Agriculture Soil Survey- San Diego Area, California, Part I and II, 
December 1973 and Part III, 1975 . 

....X... Site Specific Report: Report of Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation, Koster 
Residence, 2734 Bordeaux Avenue. La Jolla, California, prepared by Christian Wheeler 
Engineering dated January 22, 2001, CWE 198.122.2 

B. Air NIA·

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

C. 

..x... 

__x_ 

D. 

__x__ 

Regional Air Quality Strategies (RAQS) - APCD.

Site Specific Report: _____________ _

Hydrology/Water Quality

Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM), 1989 .

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), National Flood Insurance Program
Flood Boundary and Floodway Map, 1989.

Site Specific Report: Hydrology Study for 2734 Bordeaux Avenue. Koser Residence
prepared by Algert Engineering. Inc.

Bi9logy

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

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

1 
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New Western Garden Book - Rev. ed. Menlo Park, CA - Sunset Magazine. 

Robinson, David L., San Diego's Endangered Species, 1988. 

California Department of Fish and Game, "San Diego Vegetation", March 1985. 

California Department of Fish and Game, "Bird Species of Special Concern in 
California", June 1978. 

State of California Department of Fish and Game, "Mammalian Species of Special 
Concern in California", 1986. 

State of California Department of Fish and Game, "California's State Listed Threatened 
and Endangered Plants and Animals", January 1, 1989. 

Code of Federal Regulations, Title 50, Part 10, "List of Migratory Birds." 

Code of Federal Regulations, Title 50, Part 17, "Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants", January 1, 1989. 

California Native Plant Society list, Powell, 1974 . 

..x_ Site Specific Report: Biological Constraint Report, Koster Property, La Jolla. CA 
prepared by Merkel & Associates, Inc. dated March 3, 1999. 

E. Noise

..x_ Community Plan

1990 Airport Influence Area for San Diego International Airport - Lindbergh Field
CNELMaps.

Brown Field Airport Master Plan CNEL Maps.

Montgomery Field CNEL Maps.

NAS Miramar CNEL Maps, 1990.

_x_ San Diego Association of Governments - San Diego Regional Average Weekday Traffic
Volumes 1990-94.

San Diego Metropolitan Area Average Weekday Traffic Volume Maps,
SANDAG, 1997.

Lindbergh Field Airport Influence Area, SANDAG Airport Land Use Commission.
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F. 

City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan. 

Site Specific Report: 

Light, Glare and Shading NI A 

Site Specific Report: ________________ _ 

G. Land Use

City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.

_x_ Community Plan.

Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan

_x_ City of San Diego Zoning Maps

FAA Determination

H. Natural Resources

City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan .

...x_ U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil Survey - San Diego Area, California, Part I and Il,
1973.

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

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

I. Recreational Resources N/ A

City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.

__x_ Community Plan.

Department of Park and Recreation

City of San Diego - San Diego Regional Bicycling Map

Additional Resources: _________________ _

J. Population N/A
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City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan. 

Community Plan. 

Series 8 Population Forecasts, SANDAG. 

K. Housing NI A

L. Transportation/Circulation N/ A

City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.

_x_ Community Plan.

_x_ San Diego Metropolitan Area Average Weekday Traffic Volume Maps,
SANDAG, 1997.

San Diego Region Weekday Traffic Volumes 1990-94, SANDAG.

M. Public Services N/ A

City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.

Community Plan.

N. Utilities NIA

0. Energy N/ A

P. Water Conservation NIA

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

Q. Neighborhood Character/Aesthetics

City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.

_x_ Community Plan.

Local Coastal Plan.
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R. Cultural Resources

_x_ City of San Diego Historical Resources Guidelines, 1997.

_x_ • City of San Diego Archaeology Library.

City of San Diego Historical Site Board List.

City of San Diego Uptown Cultural Resource Inventory Volumes I-ill, 1993.

Community Historical Survey: ___________ _

Site Specific Report: _______________ __,,£ 

S. Paleontological Resources NIA

_x_ City of San Diego Paleontological Guidelines, 1996.

_x_ 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 Minute Quadrangles," California Division of Mines and Geology
Bulletin 200, Sacramento, 1975.

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:

T. Human Health/Public Safety

_x_ San Diego County Hazardous Materials Environmental Assessment Listing, 1996.

San Diego County Hazardous Materials Management Di vision

FAA Determination

State Assessment and Mitigation, Unauthorized Release Listing, Public Use Authorized
1995.

Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan Airport Land Use Planning Handbook.
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