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NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

To: State of California From: Lauren Cooper, Associate Director 
Office ofPlanning 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 gennane 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. 
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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 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 signifrcant 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 ofrrustees ofirhe 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 provisionsof 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 C;ENERAL PLAN/COMMUNITY PLAN DESIGNATION/ZONING 

General Plan: Institutional 

Community Plan: University Campus, Park 
Zoning: Institutional/University Campus and Park/RI-5 000 

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 i, 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 ("1-8")) 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 
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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 localjurisdiction. 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 o~f~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 of35,000 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: 

I. Adobe Falls Faculty/StaffHousing - 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 1-8. 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. 

II. 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 Lmiversify Page 7 of60 
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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 Hail. 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 Ball: Near-term construction of a l0-story, 255,000 
GSF Type-i (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 buildiag (Bldg. No. 40; 7,000 GSF), followed 
by the construction of two 9-story, 300,000 GSF Type-i 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 oSPreparation 
and /nitial Stzldy 

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 915168.) 
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. 200005 1 026). 

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 

en~:am~ 

(i) D Parking Lot (SDSU-owned (i) East Campus (i) Project 
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 
land (ii) Program Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff 

Housing (ii) Lower Village - Undeveloped (ii) Not designated 
land 

(i) G Lot Residence Hall and (i) C Lot (i) Project 
Student and Residential Life (ii) Student Housing (ii) Project 

Student Housing Administration Building - G Parking 
Lot 

(ii) Olmeca/Maya Reconstruction - 
Student housing 

Student Union Undeveloped Land/Aztec Undeveloped Land/Aztec Center Center Project 

Alvarado Hotel IC 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); 
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Notice ofPreparation 
and Initial Study 

· 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 1 of 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, ifnecessary); 

· San' Diego Air Pollution Control Board (authority to construct andlor 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. 

3.0 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. 

~3 AestheticsNisual Quality 

IX] Biological Resources 

(51 Geology/Soils 

(XI Noise 

I~ Public Services 

IXI Transportation/Circulation 

O Agricultural Resources 

(X1 Cultural Resources 

[XI Hazards 

(XI Parking 
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IXI Recreation 

1~4 Utilities and Sen~ice Systems 

IX) Air Quality 

tXI Energy and Mineral Resources 

IX1 Land Use and Planning 

ISI Population and Housing 

IXI Mandatory Findings ofSignificance 

IX] 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. 

C) 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. 

lli13 I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the 
environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

O 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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Notice ofPreparation 
and Initial Study 

O E 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: ihliCaspe~ 
Lauren Cooper, 
Associate Director of Facilities Planning, Design and Construction 
San Diego State University 
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5.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKI~I~IST 

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 land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

AESTHETICS i VISUAL QUALITY: Would the 

proposed project: 

(a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic 
vista? 

(b) Substantially damage scenic resources, c/ 
including, but not limited to, trees, rock 

outcroppings, and historic buildings within a 
state scenic highway? 

(c) Substantially degrade the existing visual 
character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings? 

(d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare 
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 oS several areas 
throughout the main campus. Construction of the Adobe Falls Faculty/StaSfHousing complex 
would alter the appearance of the existing undeveloped site to a residential land use. Changes 
in land use, such as construction ofa 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 proposedfor construction or renovation also would 
have the potential to alter visual quality or campus community character. It is not anticipated 
that the proposedproject 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 land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: Would the proposed 
proj ect: 

(a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 
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- 
agriculturaf use? 

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

(c) Involve other changes in the existing 
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 proposedproject. 
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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 
applicable air quality plan? 

(b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 
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 
pollutant concentrations? 

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

DiscvssIoN: 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 (03) and particulate 
matter (PM-IO). Underfederal standards, the Basin is a basic non-attainment areaSor ozone, 
and a maintenance areafor 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 pollutantsfrom 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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Significant 
Potentially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the proposed 
proj ect: 

(a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either c/ 
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, vemal pool, coastal, etc.) 
through direct removal, filling, hydrological 
intermption, 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, or in some cases at, the bottom ofa canyon 
area and supports coastal sage scrub and riparian vegetation. Construction of the Adobe Falls 
Faculty/StaffHousing 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 Srom 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 proposedproject areas. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the proposed 
proj ect: 

(a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as defined 
in CEQA Guidelines ~15064.5? 

(b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines ~15064.5? 

(c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 

(d) Disturb any human remains, including those i/ 
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 analyzedfully 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 proposedproject. 
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GEOLOGY AND SOILS: Would the proposed 
project: 

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

known fault? 

(ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? 
(iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including 

liquefaction? 
(iv) Landslides? 

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

(c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 
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 
Table 18- I-B of the Uniform Building Code 
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or 
property? 

(e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting 
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 regionalfault systems. The nearestfault, with the potentialfor a 7. O 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 ofl-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/StaffHousing site and an analysis ofpotential landslide risk. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

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 c/ 
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 965962.5 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? 

(f) 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 c/ 
of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, 
including where wildland are adjacent to 
urbanized areas or where residences are 

intermixed with wildlands? 
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DrscvssIoN: The Alvarado Campus component of the proposedproject 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 proposedproject. Chemicals necessaryfor 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 ofMaya and Olmeca Residence Halls and the existing Student and Residential Life 
Administration building may result in the release ofcontaminated 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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Potentially 

Significant 
Potentially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact 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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Significant 
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Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

(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 dam? 

~) Inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow? 
DISCUSSION: All project components, except the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Eiousing 
development, would be located in the enisting 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 liousing 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 preparedfor the Draft EIR that will evaluate the impacts oSthe 

proposed improvements on surface water quality and ground water hydrology and provide 

mitigation as appropriate. Impacts to SDSUfacilities, local storm drain systems and adjacent 
land uses as a result offlooding and run-offwill be evaluated. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

LAND USE PLANNING: Would the project: 

(a) Physically divide an established community? 

(b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, c/ 
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 
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 
Redevelopmenf Plan. However, the Navajo Community Plan designates the Adobe Falls sitefor 
"park" uses. While the proposedproject includes open space land, which is consistent with the 
overall Community Plan designation, the development oShousing 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 ofJice and research and development 
uses, and the number ofsquarefeet ultimately to be developed on the site. An existing land use, 
planned land use and applicable policy and guideline analysis will be preparedfor 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 land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

MINERAL RESOURCES: Would the proposed 

proj ect: 

(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? 

(b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally 
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/StaffHousing component, are 
located within MRZ-2 Zones, as indicated on the Stare of California Department of Conservation 
Division of Mines and Geology Special Report 153 (Mineral Land ClassiJication: Aggregate 
Materials in the Western San Diego County Producfion-Consumption Region). MRZ-2 Zones are 
deJined as areas where adequate information indicates that signiJicant mineral deposits are 
present or where it isjudged that a high likelihoodfor 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/StaffHousing site is located within a MRZ-3 Zone, which is deJined as 
an area containing mineral deposits the signiJicance of which cannot be evaluatedfrom available 
data. A site-specific mineral resource technical study will be preparedfor 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 speci~ic mapped zones or avoidance/consewation guidelines. The College Area and 
Navajo Community Plans do not include mineral resource zone overlays or avoidance directives. 
~hile SDSUS 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 land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

NOISE: Would the proposed 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 
applicable standards of other agencies? 

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

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

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

(e) For a project located within an airport land use c/ 
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 trqffic 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 eguivalent 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 land supporting rnformation Sources) Impact Inco rpo rated Impact Impact 

POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the proposed 

proj ect: 

(a) Induce substantial population growth in an 
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 
housing, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

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

DISCUSSION: In response to projected population growth in the San Diego Region and 
California in general, the proposedproject will increase the present SDSU enrollment limitation 
from 25,000full-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 infaculty and stafJ; and the needfor increasedphysical 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 
stipply that subsequently may result. The demolition of Olmeca and Maya Residence Halls 
would not occur until construction of the new 600-bedfacility is complete. Therefore, any 
impacts associated with the loss of Olmeca and Maya student housingfacilities would be less 
than significant. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

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? 

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 ofthe 
proposedproject would increase demandfor these public services, and compare the increased 
demand with existing and planned eguipment and staffing levels. The environmental impacts of 
anypotential capacity shortage will be evaluated in the EIR. 

San Diego Slate (/niversity Page 3/ oj~60 
2007· Campus Master Plan Revision February 2, 2007 



Notice ofPreparation 
and Initial Study 

Potentially 

Significant 
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RECREATION: 

(a) Would the proposed 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? 

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

DrsCvssIoN: 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/StaffHousing 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 signiJicant 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 ofanypotential 
capacity shortage will be evaluated in the EIR. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

TRANSPORTATION /TRAFFIC: Would the proposed 
proj ect: 

(a) Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial 
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 
level of sen~ice standard established by the 
county congestion/management agency for 
designated roads or highways? 

(c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, c/ 
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 
feature (e.g., sharp cun~es or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 

(e) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

(f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? 

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

DISCUSSION: A traffic and parking assessment will be preparedfor 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 trqffic 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, afeasibility 
analysis of alternate access routes to/from the proposed Adobe Falls Faculty/StaffHousing will 
be conducted. The parking analysis will assess the project's impact on existing parking 
facilities on campus. 

San Diego State University Page 33 oj~60 
2007 Campus Master Plan Revision Februa~y 2, 2007 



Notice o/Preparation 
and Initial Study 

Potentially 

Significant 
Potentially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Would the 

proposed project: 

(a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of 
the applicable 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 environment 
effects? 

(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 effect? 

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

(e) Result in a determination by the wastewater 
treatment provider which serves or may serve 
the project? 

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

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

DlscvssroN: Newfacilities proposed in connection with the proposedproject would necessitate 
public services such as electricity, natural gas, communication systems, water, sewer and storm 
drainage. With The exception oflhe Adobe Falls Faculty/SlaffHousing and Alvarado Campus 
project components, electric, heating and air conditioning requiredfor 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 shorrSalls 
are not anticipated. The public services needs of each project component will be analyzed in the 

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

characterized. 
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Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact impact 

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE: 

(a) Does the proposed 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? 

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

(c) Does the proposed project have environmental 
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/StafS 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: (I) substantially reduce the habitat ofafish or wildlife 
species; (2) cause aJish 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 ofa 
rare or endangeredplant or animal. A biological resources technical report will be prepared to 
fully 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 analyzedfully as parr of the EIR analysis. 

A cumulative impacts analysis will be conductedfor each environmental topic area discussed in 
depth in the EIR. The cumulative analysis will address issues such as air guality and trafJic, 
which will focus on the project 's transportation and circulation impacts when combined with 
existing and plannedfuture trafJic increases within the College and Navajo areas. Potentially 
significant cumulative impacts may result. 
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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. 

7.0 DISTRIBUTION LIST 

This 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 

Department of the Army U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Pacific Region 
Los Angeles District, Corps of Engineers California/Nevada Operations Office 
San Diego Field Office Steve Thompson, Operations Manager 
Robert Smith 2800 Cottage Way 
16885 West Bernardo Drive, Suite 300A Sacramento, CA 95825 
San Diego, CA 92127 

STATE AGENCIES 

Office of Planning and Research State of California 
State Clearinghouse Department of Forestry & Fire Protection 
Terry Roberts, State Clearinghouse Director Office of the State Fire Marshall 
Scott Morgen, Associate Planner Steve Guarino, Code Enforcement South 
1400 Tenth Street 602 East Huntington, Suite A 
Sacramento, CA 95 8 1 2-3 044 Monrovia, CA 9 1 0 1 6-3 600 

State of California Department of Transportation State of California Department of Fish & Game 
Caltrans - District 11 Habitat Conservation Division South Coast 

Development Review Branch Region 
Mario H. Orso, Chief Michael Mulligan, Deputy Director 
Mark Rayback, Assistant Division Chief Donald Chadwick, Habitat Conservation planning 
2829 Juan Street Supervisor 
San Diego, CA 92110 4949 Viewridge Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92123 
State of California 

Department of Toxic Substances Control Native American Heritage Commission 
Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch - Carol Gaubatz, Program Analyst 
Cypress Office 915 Capital Mall, Room 364 
Greg Holmes, Unit Chief Sacramento, CA 95814 
5796 Corporate Avenue 
Cypress, CA 90630-4732 
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Division of State Architect California State Senate 
San Diego Regional Office Senator Dede Alpert, 39'h District 
Mahendra Mehta, Regional Manager 1557 Columbia Street (District Office) 
16680 West Bernardo Drive San Diego, CA 92101-2934 

San Diego, CA 92127 
California Department of Parks and Recreation 

Department of California Highway Patrol. Office of Historic Preservation 
J.K. Bailey, Captain State Historic Preservation Officer 
P.O. Box 942898 1416 Ninth Street, Room 1442 

Sacramento, CA 94298-0001 Sacramento, CA 95814 

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

REGIONAL AGENCIES 

San Diego Air Pollution Control District San Diego Association of Governments 
9150 Chesapeake Drive (SANDAG) 
San Diego, CA 92123-1096 Mario R. Oropeza, Project Manager 

Chris Kluth, Regional Transportation/Land Use 

San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board Planner 
John Robertus, Executive Director Jeff Tayman, Director of Technical Services 
9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100 401 B Street, Suite 800 
San Diego, CA 92123-4340 San Diego, CA 92101-4231 

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

San Diego, CA 92101 

LOCAL AGENCIES 

San Diego County San Diego County Water Authority 
Department of Planning and Land Use 4677 Overland Avenue 
Eric Gibson, Deputy Director San Diego, CA 92123 
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B 
San Diego, CA 92123 City of San Diego 

Fire and Hazard Prevention 

City of San Diego Fire and Life Safety Services 
Development Services Department Samuel L. Gates, Fire Marshal 
Land Development Review Division 1010 Second Avenue, Suite 300 
Marsela Escobar-Eck, Chief Deputy Director San Diego, CA 92101 
Chris Zirkle, Assistant Deputy Director 
1222 First Avenue, MS 501 City of San Diego Planning Department 
San Diego, CA 92101-4155 Melissa Devine, College Area Community 

Planner 

San Diego Police Department 202-C Street, MS4A 
Chief William Lansdowne San Diego, CA 92101 
1401 Broadway 
San Diego, CA 92101-5729 
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Metropolitan Transit Development Board City of San Diego Planning Department 
Conan Cheung, Planning Director Lesley Henegar, Navajo Area Community Planner 
1255 Imperial Avenue, Suite 1000 202-C Street, MS4A 
San Diego, CA 92101-7490 San Diego, CA 92101 

City of San Diego San Diego Historical Resources Board 
Engineering and Capital Projects City Administration Building 
Patti Boekamp, Acting Deputy Director Council Committee Room, 12th Floor 
1010 Second Avenue, Suite 800 202 C Street 
San Diego, CA 92101 San Diego, CA 92101 

City of San Diego Wetland Advisory Board Jim Waring, Deputy Chief Operating Officer 
Robin Stribley For Land Use and Economic Development 
202 C Street, MS 35 City of San Diego 
San Diego, CA 92101 City Administration Building 

202 C Street, 9" Floor 
City of San Diego Water Department San Diego, CA 92101 
600 B Street, Suite 1100 

San Diego, CA 92101 Michael Fortney, Project Manager 
College Community Project Area Committee 

County of San Diego Recorder/Clerk c/o City of San Diego Redevelopment Agency 
The County Administration Center 600 B Street, Suite 400 
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 206, MS A-33 San Diego, CA 92101 
San Diego, CA 92101 

City of El Cajon 
City of La Mesa Kathi Henry, City Manager 
Sandra L. Kerl, City Manager Mary Ann Prall 
8130 Allison Avenue 200 East Main Street 
La Mesa, California 91941 El Cajon, California 92020-3996 

Jim Madaffer, City Councilmember, Il'h District San Diego County Dept. of Environmental 
City Administration Building Health 
202 "C" Street 1255 Imperial Avenue, 3'd Floor 
San Diego, CA 92101 San Diego, CA 92101 

COMMUNITY GROUPS/ORGANIZATIONS/OTHERS 

Tom Scott, Chief Executive Officer The Jamul Indian Village 
SDSU Foundation Kenneth Mesa, Chairperson 
Gateway Center P.O. 612 
5250 Campanile Drive Jamul, California 91935 
San Diego, CA 92182 

The La Posta Band of Mission Indians 

Matt Keipper, President Gwendolyn Parrada, Chairperson 
Associated Students of SDSU Crestwood Road 

San Diego State University P.O. Box 1048 
5500 Campanile Drive Boulevard, California 91905 
Lower Aztec Center, Room 104 
San Diego, California 92182-9100 The Manzanita Band of Mission Indians 

Leroy J. Elliott, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 1302 

Boulevard, California 91905 
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David A. Rosso The Mesa Grande Band of Mission Indians 

CSU Physical Planning and Development Howard Maxcy, Chairperson 
California State University P.O. Box 270 
410 Golden Shore Santa Ysabel, CA 92070 

Long Beach, California 90802-4209 
The San Pasqual Band of Mission Indians 

Navajo Community Planners Incorporated Tribal Council 
Matt Adams, Chair P.O. Box 365 

c/o Building Industry Association Valley Center, CA 92082 
9201 Spectrum Center Blvd., Suite 110 
San Diego, CA 92123 The Santa Ysabel Band of Mission Indians 

Ben Scerato, Chairperson 
Allied Gardens Community Council P.O. Box 130 
Cindy Martin · Santa Ysabel, CA 92070 
P.O. Box 600425 

San Diego, CA 92160-0425 The Sycuan Band of Mission Indians 
Georgia Tucker, Chairperson 

The Barona Band of Mission Indians 5459 Dehesa Road 

Clifford M. LaChappa, Tribal Chairperson El Cajon, CA 92019 
1095 Barona Road 

Lakeside, CA 92040 The Viejas Band of Mission Indians 
Steven Tesam, Chairperson 

The Campo Band of Mission Indians P.O. Box 908 
Paul Cuero, Jr., Chairperson Alpine, CA 91903 
36190 Church Road 

Campo, CA 91906 Kumeyaay Cultural Historic Committee 
Ron Christman 

The Ewiiaapaap Tribal Office 56 Viejas Grade Road 
Harlan Pinto, Chairperson Alpine, CA 91901 
4054 Willow Road 

Alpine, CA 91901 San Diego Historical Society 
Richard Crawford 

The Inaja Band of Mission Indians P.O. Box 81 825 
Rebecca Maxcy San Diego, CA 93 i 38 
P.O. Box 186 

Santa Ysabel, CA 92070 Mission Trails Regional Park 
Citizens Advisory Committee 

Kumeyaay Cultural Repatriation Committee Dorothy Leonard, Chair 
Steve Banegas Waiter Odenning, Ph.D. 
1095 Barona Road 4245 Tambor Court 

Lakeside, CA 92040 San Diego, CA 92124 

San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc. Gary Klockenga 
Environmental Review Committee Government Publications Librarian 

James W. Royle, Jr., Chairperson San Diego Public Library 
P.O. Box 81106 820'E' Street 

San Diego, CA 92138-1106 San Diego, CA 92101 

San Diego Audubon Society Charles Rynerson 
Chris Redfern, Executive Director Instruction Facilities Planning Dept. 
4891 Pacific Highway, Suite 112 San Diego City Schools 
San Diego, CA 92110 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 Hope Engineering 
5444 Reservoir Drive #20 1301 Third Avenue, Suite 300 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92101 

Steve Laub, CACC Ignacio Gonzalez 
7593 El Paseo Street 6768 Mohawk Street 
La Mesa, CA 91942 San Diego, California 921 15 

California Native Plant Society San Carlos Branch Library 
c/o Natural History Museum 7265 Jackson Drive 
P.O. Box 121390 San Diego, CA 92119 

San Diego, CA 92112 
SDSU Love Library 

rd Floor Del Cerro Action Council Government Publications, 3 
Anne Brunkow, President 5500 Campanile Drive 
P.O. Box 600801 San Diego, CA 92182-8050 

San Diego, CA 92160 
Dr. and Mrs. Donald R. Fleming 

Rob Hutsel 5968 Caminito De La Taza 
San Diego River Park Foundation San Diego, CA 92120 
4891 Pacific Highway, Suite 114 
San Diego, CA 92110 Jim Boggus, CACC 

5394 Caminito Velasquez 
Michael Beck San Diego, California 92124 
Endangered Habitat League 
P.O. Box 7729 Dorothy Miilbern 
San Diego, CA 92167-0729 5463 Fremontia Lane 

San Diego, CA 92115 
Thomas J. Mulder 

6525 Del Cerro Blvd. Roberta and Donald Eidemiller 

San Diego, CA 92120 5328 Hewlett Drive 
San Diego, CA 92115 

Sandy Alter, CACC 
5520 Mary Lane Drive Massimo Boninsegni 
San Diego, CA 92115 491 i College Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92115 

Benjamin Branch Library 
5188 Zion Avenue Michael Bloom, CACC 
San Diego, CA 92120-2728 5505 Mary Lane Drive 

San Diego, CA 92115 
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College Heights Branch Library Thomas Phelps, CACC 
4710 College Avenue 5255 Rincon Street 
San Diego, CA 92115-3905 San Diego, CA 92115 

Ken Levin Dan Cornthwaite, CACC 

5546 Dorothy Drive 5161 College Gardens Court 
San Diego, CA 92 i 1 5 San Diego, CA 921 15 

Pauline Graves Rosary Grace Nepi, CACC 
5125 Alumni Place 5105 Walsh Way 
San Diego, California 921 15 San Diego, CA 92 i 1 5 

Robert Montana Rev. Dong Knutson-Keller, CACC 
6223 Mary Lane Drive 7544 Volclay Drive 
San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92119 

William Rowland Scott Moomjian, CACC 
4540 Fl Cerrito Drive 427 C Street, Suite 220 

San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92101 

Alice Buck David Parsons 

1555 Sixth Avenue 5494 Reservoir Drive, #C-2 

San Diego, CA 92101-3215 San Diego, CA 92115 

Sandra Buehner Frank Shine 

5114 North 67th Street 5555 Yerba Anita Drive 

San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92115-1026 

John Conley Harold Webber, CACC 
5436 Reland Drive 4968 Cresita Drive 

San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92115 

Charlene Larson Martin J. Tully 
4934 64th Street 6112 RocM~urst Drive 

San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92120 

Kristina Jacobs Alex and Kathryn Ruiz . 
8675 Lake Ashmere, #19 6110 Capri Drive 
San Diego, CA 92119 San Diego, CA 92120 

Christina Kish, CACC Jo Ruth Wright 
4074 College Avenue 5631-D Adobe Falls Road 
San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92120 

Priscilla Bramlette Ginger Forst 
5882 Adobe Falls Road 4643 El Cerrito Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92115 

Thomas S. Bigger Judi Hopps, CACC 
5882 Adobe Falls Road 5041 Tierra Baja Way 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92115 

San Diego State (Iniversity Page 4] of60 
2007 Campus Master Plan Revision February 2, 2007 



Notice oj~Preparation 
and Initial Study 

Rick Ryan John Adamske, CACC 
5882 Adobe Falls Road 5105 Remington Road 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92115 

Pat Culkin Sally Ellis, CACC 
5683-C Adobe Falls Road 5511 Drover Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92115 

Jack & Caterina Palestini Charles Maze, CACC 
6011 Adobe Falls Road 4677 El Cerrito Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92115 

Celia Chavez Jan Riley, CACC 
5272 Tipton Street 4655 60" Street 
San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92115 

Waiter Mitte Aaryn Belfer, CACC 
5940 Adobe Falls Road 6321 Mesita Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92115 

Marc Rosenberg Mike Matthews, CACC 
5945 Adobe Falls Road 5076 College Place 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92115 

John F. Pilch Martin Montesano, CACC 
P.O. Box 19246 5840 Lindo Paseo Drive, #18 
San Diego, CA 92159-0246 San Diego, CA 92115 

Agatha Graney Sally Roush 
6142 Arno Drive 5500 Campanile Drive 
San Diego, CA 92120 MC 1620 

San Diego, CA 92182 
Addie Olazabal 

4841 Del Monte Avenue, Apt. A Arthur S. Moreau, Esq. 
San Diego, CA 92120 Carey L. Cooper, Esq. 

Klinedinst PC 

Bill & Edie Singer 501 West Broadway, Suite 600 
6002 Adobe Falls Road San Diego, CA 92101 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Jenny K. C;oodman, Esq. 
Greta Sloan J. Michael McDade, Esq. 
Sloan Property Management Wertz McDade Wallace Moot & Brewer 
5173 Waring Road 945 Fourth Avenue 
PMB 350 San Diego, CA 92101 
San Diego, CA 92120-2705 

Alvarado Hospital Medical Center 
Mr. Charles E. Sloan Harris Koenig, Chief Executive Officer 
5860 Arboles Street 6655 Alvarado Road 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120-5298 
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Mary Skulavik Christine M, Fitzgerald, Deputy City Attorney 
6393 Park Ridge Blvd. Joe B. Cordileone, Deputy City Attorney 
San Diego, CA 92120 Office of the City Attorney 

1200 Third Avenue, #1100 

Edouard Rodriguez San Diego, CA 92101-4103 
6152 Wenrich Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 June Collins 
Dudek and Associates 

Jennifer Landers 605 Third Street 

5971 Lance Street Encinitas, CA 92024 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Jay Wilson 
Robert R. Rinehart 5835 Arbolas Street 

6434 Del Cerro Blvd. San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Tom Martin 

David Parsons 5616 Marne Avenue 

P.O. Box 151092 San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92175 

Ron and Jeanne Withem 

Susan Thomas 6151 Capri Drive 
6154 Amo Drive San Diego, CA 92120-4648 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Ruth Zlotoff 

Mark Thomsen 5983 Del Cerro Blvd. 

MTS San Diego, CA 92120 
1255 Imperial Avenue, Suite 1000 
San Diego, CA 92101 John Bent 

6151 Dei Cerro Blvd. 

Walt gr Marilyn Tom San Diego, CA 92120 
6184 Amo Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 Evelyn Brent 
6029 Lament Drive 

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

San Diego, CA 92120 Evelyn Cooperman 
Silver Gate Publications 

Kathy Fennell 7579 Rowena Street 
6003 Adobe Fails Road San Diego, CA 92119 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Waiter and Jacqueline Bochenek 
Sheryl Schultz-Rose 5873 Madra Avenue 
5779 Theta Place San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Mrs. Petty Lyberg 
Pamela & John Gray 6174 Camino Rico 
5787 Adobe Falls Road San Diego, CA 92120-3118 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Morton and Naomi Hirshman 

Lynn A. Wink 5855 Madra Avenue 
5823 Adobe Falls Road San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 
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Fred & Michele Casey Juan A. Martinez/Jacqueline Kenworthy- 
5811 Adobe Falls Road Martinet 
San Diego, CA 92120 5786 Adobe Falls Road 

San Diego, CA 92120 
Steve Barlow 

5130 68'h Street Rosemary Shosn 
San Diego, CA 92115 5611 Raymar Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92120 
Patricia Teaze 

6111 Romany Drive Stuart R. and Yoelles Josephs 

San Diego, CA 92120 6408 Crystalaire Drive 
San Diego, CA 92120-3 834 

rt3[ichael and Mary Parende 
5651 Genoa Drive Abe Kassam and Paula Kassam, Trustees 
San Diego, CA 92120 PAK Properties Trust 

5942 Madra Avenue 

Warren Clement · San Diego, CA 92120 
6054 College Avenue 
San Diego, CA 92120 Audrey de ta Roussaye 

5681 Del Cerro Boulevard 

Louise Ray San Diego, CA 92120 
2404 Pome Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92104 David & Barbara Ofiver 
54091 Del Cerro Boulevard 

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

5494 Reservoir Drive, #C-19 

Brian Andrews San Diego, CA 92120 
6228 Capri Drive 
San Diego, CA 92120 Robert Mackey 

5814 Malvern Court 

Richard Boyden Macfie San Diego, CA 92120 
6251 Brynwood Court 
San Diego, CA 92120 Ann B. Cottrell 

5111Manhasset 

The Matthew Basham Family San Diego, CA 92115 
6142 Romany Drive 
San Diego, CA 92120 Ray & Suzanna Schumacher 

6160 Amo Drive 

Larry Lipera San Diego, CA 92120 
6466 Wandermere Drive 

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

Jeff and Doreen Phillips San Diego, CA 92120 
Smoketree Complex 
5643-A Adobe Falls Road Ivan Jackson & Leisa Lukes 
San Diego, CA 92120-4662 6167 Arno Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 

Carol Klinger 
5565C Adobe Falls Road 

San Diego, CA 92120 
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Emily J. Anderson Don & Marine Amundson 
6186 Del Cerro Blvd. 6143 Arno Drive 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, California 92120 

Joe and Carolyn Colmie Dolores & Ron Thiel 
5667-A Adobe Falls Road 6212 Capri Drive 
San Diego, CA 92182 San Diego, CA 92120 

Ray Fluta Amye & Mae Cubberley-Thomas 
LCDR U.S. Navy, Ret 6107 Arno Drive 
5581A Adobe Falls Road San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Craig & Angle Fisher 
Marcus Overton 5605 Adobe Falls Place 
5518 Adobe Falls Road San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Elein S. Racine 

S. Akotles 5922 Eldergardens Street 
6130 Romany Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120-4610 

Nancy Sussman, Esq. 
David and Barbara Oliver 5667 Raymar Avenue 
5401 Del Cerro Blvd. San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Paula Brown Peeling 
Renee Park 5908 Adobe Falls Road 

5634 Adobe Falls Place San Diego, CA 92120 
Del Ceno, CA 92120 

Dolores P. Torik 

Sue Braun 56731-C Adobe Falls Road 

6515 Crystalaire Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Helen Norman 

Anita Colmie 6148 Arno Drive 

5563-B Adobe Falls Road San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92 i 20 

Douglas and Beverly Livingston 
Mr. Charlie Conatser 6266 Lambda Drive 
Ms. Shirley Conatser San Diego, CA 92120 
6247 Chrismark Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92120 Valarie Yruretgoyena 
9222 Wister Drive 

Lotte Garber La Mesa, CA 91941 
5670 Genoa Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 Kristen Harris 
6174 Arno Drive 

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

6149 Arno Drive 

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

San Diego, CA 92120 

San Diego Slate (/niversiry Page 45 of60 
2007 Campus Master Plan Revision · Februa~y 2, 2007 



Notice ofPreparation 
and Initial Study 

Toby S. Hartman Dong Livingston 
563 7-C Adobe~ Falls Road 6266 Lambda Drive 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Walt and Marilyn Tom Barbara Weldon 
6184 Amo Drive 6131 Romany Drive 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Mary and Bob Medearis David A. and Claudia Kay 
5862 Lancaster Drive 750 "B" Street, Suite 1850 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92101 

Mark Rawlins Catherine J. Todd 
6652 Del Cerro Blvd. 6027 Adobe Falls Road 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Kevin J. Eliiott, President Michele Nash-Hoff 
Reel Construction Co., Inc. 6360 Glenmont Street 
3366 Kurtz Street San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92110 

Clydene J. Shepherd 
Michael and Margaret Sexton 5657 Adobe Falls Place 
6335 Lambda Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Stephen Chan 
Jeri Deneen and John Powell 5678 Adobe Falls Place 
Deneen Powell Atelier, Inc. San Diego, CA 92120 
5924 Adobe Falls Road 

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

Jane F. Bredon San Diego, CA 92120 
4052 Loma Riviera Circle 

San Diego, CA 92110 Troy L. Smith 
5824 Malvern Ct. 

Marsha Eiseman San Diego, CA 92120 
6166 Arno Drive 

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

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

San Diego, CA 92120 Susan Thomas 
6154 Arno Drive 

Mary Manzella San Diego, CA 92120 
6019 Adobe Falls Road 

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

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

San Diego, CA 92120 Sharon Carter 
5926 Madra Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92120 
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Mile and Jeanette Peterson Scott Flaming 
5737-A Adobe Falls Road 6128 Lourdes Terrace 
San Diego, CA 92110 San Diego, CA 92120 

Robert G. Stewart Jeffrey and Marilyn Hinck 
6337 Dwane Avenue 5664 Del Cerro Blvd. 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Joyce Pepper and Paul Bragoli Don Macdonald 
5956 Adobe Falls Road 6274 Rockhurst Drive 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Dr. Barbara Walsh Randy and Toni Chase 
6454 Caminito Estreilado 5758 Malvern Court 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

The Carolyn M. Holmer Trust Richard H. McAlter 
US Bank, H. Eugene Swantz, Jr. 5661-D Adobe Falls Road 
Joan Rapp, Go-Trustees San Diego, CA 92120 
Re: 6367 Alvarado Court 

400 Prospect Street Emma Lou Beecroft 
La Jolla, CA 92037 6286 Lambda Drive 

San Diego, CA 92190-4606 
Warren B. Treisman 

6398 Del Cerro Blvd., Ste. 5 David Jespersen 
San Diego, CA 92120 6219 Rockhurst Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 

Nancy A. Marlin, Provost 
San Diego State University Judith Mansfield 
5500 Campanile Drive 6555 Norman Lane 
San Diego, CA 92182-8010 San Diego, CA 92120 

Jacqueline Osborne John M. Stevenson 
5797 Adobe Falls Road 6210 Camino Corto 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Moselio Schaechter Estelle Greenstein 
Adjunct Professor, San Diego State University 6235 Rockhurst Drive 
6345 Rockhurst Drive San Diego, CA 92120 

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

San Diego, CA 92120 

8.0; 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 ofll=acilities 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 

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 February 2, 2007, I 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. 

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 February 2, 2007, in Carlsbad, California. 

~d~d~ic~~e~ 
Christine E. Miller 
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ATTACBMENT A 

Department of the Army U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Pacif~e Region 

Los Angeles District, Corps of Engineers California/Nevada Operations Office 
San Diego Field Office Steve Thompson, Operations Manager 
Robert Smith 2800 Cottage Way 
16885 West Bernardo Drive, Suite 300A Sacramento, CA 95825 

San DieF~o, CA 92127 

State of California Department of Transportation Office of Planning and Research 
Caltrans - District 11 State Clearinghouse 
Development Review Branch Terry Roberts, State Clearinghouse Director 
Mario H. Orso, Chief Scoff Morgan, Associate Planner 
Mark Rayback, Assistant Division Chief 1400 Tenth Street 
2829 Juan Street Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 
San Diego, CA 92110 

State of California Department of Fish & Game California Department of Parks and Recreation 
Habitat Conservation Division South Coast Region Office of Historic Preservation 
Michael Mulligan, Deputy Director State Historic Preservation Officer 
Donald Chadwick, Habitat Conservation Planning 1416 Ninth Street, Room 1442 

Supervisor I Sacramento, CA 95814 
4949 Viewridge Avenue 
San Diego, CA 92123 

San Diego Air Pollution Control District San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board 
9150 Chesapeake Drive John Robertus, Executive Director 
San Diego, CA 92123-1096 9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100 

San Diego, CA 92123-4340 

Jim Waring, Deputy Chief Operating Officer Michael Fortney, Project Manager 
For Land Use and Economic Development College Community Project Area Committee 

City of San Diego c/o City of San Diego Redevelopment Agency 
202 C Street, 9" Floor 600 B Street, Suite 400 
San Diego, CA 92101 San Diego, CA 92101 

County ofSan 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 Native American Heritage Commission 
Department of Forestry & Fire Protection Carol Gaubatz, Program Analyst 
Office of the State Fire Marshall 9 15 Capital Mall, Room 364 
Steve Guarino, Code Enforcement South Sacramento, CA 95814 
602 East Huntington, Suite A 
Monrovia, CA 91016-3600 

State of California Dept. of Toxic Substances Control 
Division of State Architect Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch - 
San Diego Regional Office Cypress Office 
Mahendra Mehta, Regional Manager Greg Holmes, Unit Chief 
16680 West Bemardo Drive 5796 Corporate Avenue 
San Diego, CA 92127 / Cypress, CA 90630-4732 

California State Senate Department of California Highway Patrol 
Senator Dede Alpert, 39'" District J.K. Bailey, Captain 
1557 Columbia Street (District Office) P.O. Box 942898 
San Diego, CA 92101-2934 Sacramento, CA 94298-0001 

California State Senate Deanna Spehn 
Senator Christine Kehoe Off~ce of Senator Christine Kehoe 
2445 Fifth Avenue, Suite 200 2445 Fifth Avenue, Suite 200 
San Diego, CA 92101 San Diego, CA 92101 

San Diego Police Department San Diego River Conservancy 
Chief William Lansdowne Michael Nelson, Executive Officer 
1401 Broadway 1350 Front Street., Suite 3024 
San Diego, CA 92101-5729 San Diego, CA 92101 

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) San Diego County 
Mario R. Oropeza, Project Manager Department of Planning and Land Use 
Chris Kluth, Regional Transportation/Land Use Eric Gibson, Deputy Director 

Planner 5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B 

JeffTayman, Director of Technical Services San Diego, CA 92123 
401 B Street, Suite 800 

San Diego, CA 92101-4231 

City of San Diego City of San Diego 
Development Services Department Fire and Hazard Prevention 
Land Development Review Division I Fire and Life Safety Services 
Marsela Escobar-Eck, Chief Deputy Director Samuel L. Gates, Fire Marshal 
Chris Zirkle, Assistant Deputy Director 1010 Second Avenue, Suite 300 
1222 First Avenue, MS 501 San Diego, CA 92101 
San Diego, CA 92101-4155 

I San Diego County Water Authority City of San Diego Planning Department 
4677 Overland Avenue Lesley Henegar, Navajo Area Community Planner 
San Diego, CA 92123 202-C Street, MS·IA 

San Diego, CA 92101 
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City of San Diego Planning Department City of San Diego Water Department 
Melissa Devine, College Area Community 600 B Street, Suite 1100 

Planner San Diego, CA 92101 
202-C Street, MS4A 

San Diego, CA 92101 

Metropolitan Transit Development Board City of San Diego 
Conan Cheung, Planning Director Engineering and Capital Projects 
1255 Imperial Avenue, Suite 1000 Patti Boekamp, Acting Deputy Director 
San Diego, CA 92101-7490 1010 Second Avenue, Suite 800 

San Diego, CA 92101 

City of San Diego Wetland Advisory Board City of La Mesa 
Robin Stribley I Sandra L. Kerl, City Manager 
202 C Street, MS 35 8130 Allison Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92101 La Mesa, California 91941 

Jim Madaffer, City Counci)member, 11"' District San Diego Ristorical Resources Board 
City Administration Building City Administration Building 
202 "C" Street Council Committee Room, 12th Floor 

San Diego, CA 92101 202 C Street 
San Diego, CA 92101 

City of El Cajon Tom Scott, Chief Executive Officer 
Kathi Henry, City Manager SDSU Foundation 
Mary Ann Prall Gateway Center 
200 East Main Street 5250 Campanile Drive 
Fl Cajon, California 92020-3996 San Diego, CA 92182 

Matt Keipper, President The Jamul Indian Village 
Associated Students of SDSU Kenneth Mesa, Chairperson 

San Diego State University P.O. 612 
5500 Campanile Drive Jamul, California 91935 
Lower Aztec Center, Room i 04 

San Diego, California 92182-9100 

The La Posta Band of Mission Indians The Manzanita Band of Mission Indians 

Gwendolyn Parrada, Chairperson Leroy J. Elliott, Chairperson 
Crestwood Road P.O. Box 1302 

P.O. Box 1048 Boulevard, California 91905 

Boulevard, California 91905 

David A. Rosso Navajo Community Planners Incorporated 

CSU Physical Planning and Development Matt Adams, Chair 
California State University c/o Building Industry Association 
410 Golden Shore 9201 Spectrum Center Blvd., Suite 110 
Long Beach, California 90802-4209 San Diego, CA 92123 

Allied Gardens Community Council The Barona Band of Mission Indians 
Cindy Martin Clifford M. LaChappa, Tribal Chairperson 
P.O. Box 600425 1095 Barona Road 

San Diego, CA 92160-0425 Lakeside, CA 92040 
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The Campo Band of Mission Indians The Ewiiaapaap Tribal Office 
Paul Cuero, Jr., Chairperson Harlan Pinto, Chairperson 
36190 Church Road 1 4054 Willow Road 
Campo, CA 91906 Alpine, CA 91901 

The Inaja Band of Mission Indians I Kumeyaay Cultural Repatriation Committee 
Rebecca Maxcy Steve Banegas 
P.O. Box 186 1095 Barona Road 
Santa Ysabel, CA 92070 Lakeside, CA 92040 

San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc. San Diego Audubon Society 
Environmental Review Committee Chris Redfern, Executive Director 
James W. Royle, Jr., Chairperson 1 4891 Pacific Highway, Suite 112 
P.O. Box 81106 San Diego, CA 92110 
San Diego, CA 92138-1106 

The Mesa Grande Band of Mission Indians I The San Pasqual Band of Mission Indians 
Howard Maxcy, Chairperson I Tribal Council 
P.O. Box 270 P.O. Box 365 
Santa Ysabel, CA 92070 Valley Center, CA 92082 

The Santa Ysabel Band of Mission Indians The Sycuan Band of Mission Indians 
Ben Scerato, Chairperson Georgia Tucker, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 130 5459 Dehesa Road 
Santa Ysabel, CA 92070 El Cajon, CA 92019 

The Viejas Band of Mission Indians I Kumeyaay Cultural Historic Committee 
Steven Tesam, Chairperson Ron Christman 
P.O. Box 908 56 Viejas Grade Road 

Alpine, CA 91903 Alpine, CA 91901 

) San Diego Historical Society Mission Trails Recreational Park 
Richard Crawford Citizens Advisory Committee 
P.O. Box 81825 Dorothy Leonard, Chair 
San Diego, CA 93138 Waiter Odenning, Ph.D. 

4245 Tambor Court 

San Diego, CA 92124 

Len Bloom I Gary Klockenga 
2851 Camino del Rio South, Suite 400 Government Publications Librarian 
San Diego, CA 92108 San Diego Public Library 

820 'E' Street 

San Diego, CA 92101 

Friends of Adobe Falls I Smoke Tree Adobe Falls Owners Association 
Audrey Delahoussaye Patrick Culkin, President, Board of Directors 

1 5681 Del Cerro Boulevard 5657 Adobe Falls Road 
San Diego CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

College Area Community Council Steve Laub, CACC 
c/o Doug Case, Chair ) 7593 El Paseo Street 
5444 Reservoir Drive #20 La Mesa, CA 91942 
San Diego, CA 92120 
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California Native Plant Society Del Cerro Action Council 
c/o Natural History Museum Anne Brunkow, President 
P.O. Box 121390 P.O. Box 600801 

San Diego, CA 92112 San Diego, CA 92160 

Rob Hutsel Michael Beck 

San Diego River Park Foundation Endangered Habitat League 
4891 Pacific Highway, Suite 114 P.O. Box 7729 
San Diego, CA 92110 San Diego, CA 92167-0729 

Thomas J. Mulder Sandy Alter, CACC 
6525 Del Cerro Blvd. 5520 Mary Lane Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92115 

Benjamin Branch Library Charles Rynerson 
5188 Zion Avenue I Instruction Facilities Planning Dept. 

San Diego, CA 92120-2728 San Diego City Schools 
4100 Normal Street 

Annex 2, Room 101 

San Diego, CA 92103-2682 

Edie Andrade Carol Gilmore, Marketing Coordinator 

Marketing Director Hope Engineering 
Architects Mosher Drew Watson Ferguson 1301 Third Avenue, Suite 300 
4206 West Point Loma Boulevard, Suite 200 San Diego, CA 92101 

San Diego, CA 92110 

Ignacio Gonzalez San Carlos Branch Library 
6768 Mohawk Street 7265 Jackson Drive 

San Diego, California 92115 San Diego, CA 921 19 

SDSU Love Library Dr. and Mrs. Donald R. Fleming 
Government Publications, 3'd Floor 5968 Caminito De La Taza 
5500 Campanile Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92182-8050 

Jim Boggus, CACC San Diego County Dept. of Environmental 
5394 Caminito Velasquez Health 
San Diego, California 92124 1255 Imperial Avenue, 3'd Floor 

San Diego, CA 92101 

Roberta and Donald Eidemiller College Heights Branch Library 
5328 Hewlen Drive 4710 College Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92115-3905 

Alvarado Hospital Medical Center Ken Levin 
Harris Koenig, Chief Executive Officer 5546 Dorothy Drive 
6655 Alvarado Road I San Diego, CA 92115 

San Diego, CA 92120-5298 
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Pauline Graves Robert Montana 
5125 Alumni Place 6223 Mary Lane Drive 
San Diego, California 92115 San Diego, CA 92115 

William Rowland Alice Buck 
4540 Fl Cerrito Drive 1555 Sixth Avenue 

San Diego, CA 921 i 5 San Diego, CA 92101-32 i 5 

Sandra Buehner John Conley 
5114 North 67th Street 5436 Reland Drive 
San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92115 

Charlene Larson Kristina Jacobs 
4934 64th Street 8675 Lake Ashmere, #19 
San Diego, CA 92115 ) San Diego, CA 92119 

Christina Kish, CACC Priscilla Bramlette 
4704 College Avenue 5882 Adobe Falls Road 
San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92120 

Massimo Boninsegni ) Michael Bloom, CACC 
4911 College Avenue 5505 Mary Lane Drive 
San Diego, CA 921 15 San Diego, CA 92115 

Rosary Grace Nepi, CACC I Rev. Doug Knutson-Keller, CACC 
5105 Walsh Way 7544 Volclay Drive 
San Diego, CA 921 15 San Diego, CA 92 i 19 

Scott Moomjian, CACC David Parsons 
427 C Street, Suite 220 5494 Reservoir Drive, #C-2 
San Diego, CA 92101 San Diego, CA 92115 

Frank Shine I Harold Webber, CACC 
5555 Yerba Anita Drive 4968 Cresita Drive 
San Diego, CA 92115-1026 San Diego, CA 92115 

Martin J. Tully Alex and Kathryn Ruiz 
6112 Rockhurst Drive 6110 Capri Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Jo Ruth Wright Thomas S. Bigger 
5631-D Adobe Falls Road 5882 Adobe Falls Road 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Rick Ryan I Pat Culkin 
5882 Adobe Falls Road 5683-C Adobe Falls Road 
San Diego, CA 92120 i San Diego, CA 92120 

Jack & Caterina Palestini Celia Chavez 
6011 Adobe Falls Road 5272 Tipton Street 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92115 
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Waiter Mitte Mare Rosenberg 
5940 Adobe Falls Road 5945 Adobe Falls Road 

San Diego, CA 92]20 San Diego, CA 92120 

John F. Piich Agatha Graney 
P.O. Box 19246 6142 Amo Drive 

San Diego, CA 92159-0246 San Diego, CA 92120 

Addie O)azabal Bill & Edie Singer 
4841 Del Monte Avenue, Apt. A 6002 Adobe Falls Road 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Greta Sloan Ginger Forst 
Sloan Property Management 4643 Fl Cerrito Drive 
5173 Waring Road San Diego, CA 92115 
PMB 350 

San Diego, CA 92120-2705 

Arthur S. Moreau, Esq. Christine M. Fitzgerald, Deputy City Attorney 
Carey L. Cooper, Esq. Joe B. Cordileone, Deputy City Attorney 
Klinedinst PC I Office of the City Attorney 
501 West Broadway, Suite 600 1200 Third Avenue, #1100 
San Diego, CA 92101 San Diego, CA 92101-4103 

June Collins Tom Martin 

Dudek and Associates 5616 Marne Avenue 

605 Third Street San Diego, CA 92120 
Encinitas, CA 92024 

Jay Wilson Ron and Jeanne Withem 
5835 Arbolas Street 6151 Capri Drive 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120-4648 

Ruth Zlotoff John Bent 

5983 Del Cerro Blvd. 6151 Del Cerro Blvd. 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Thomas Phelps, CACC Dan Cornthwaite, CACC 
5255 Rincon Street 5161 College Gardens Court 
San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92115 

Mr. Charles E. Sloan Mary Skulavik 
5860 Arboles Street 6393 Park Ridge Blvd. 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Robert R. Rinehart David Parsons 

6434 Del Cerro Blvd. P.O. Box 151092 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92175 
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Susan Thomas Mark Thomsen 
6154 Arno Drive MTS 

San Diego, CA 92120 1255 Imperial Avenue, Suite 1000 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Walt & Marilyn Tom Patricia Isberg 
6184 Arno Drive 6006 Del Cerro Blvd. 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Stuart R. and Yoelles Josephs Dolores & Ron Thiel 
6408 Crystalaire Drive 6212 Capri Drive 
San D iego, CA 92120-3 834 San Diego, CA 92120 

Kathy Fennell Sheryl Schultz-Rose 
6003 Adobe Falls Road 5779 Theta Place 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Lynn A. Wink Evelyn Brent 
5823 Adobe Falls Road 6029 Lament Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Judi Hopps, CACC Evelyn Cooperman 
5041 Tierra Baja Way Silver Gate Publications 
San Diego, CA 92115 1 7579 Rowena Street 

San Diego, CA 92119 

Waiter and Jacqueline Bochenek John Adamske, CACC 
5873 Madra Avenue 5105 Remington Road 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92115 

Mrs. Betty Lyberg Morton and Naomi Hirshman 
6174 Camino Rico 5855 Madra Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92120-3118 San Diego, CA 92120 

Juan A. Martinez/Jacqueline Kenworthy-Martinez Rosemary Shosn 
5786 Adobe Falls Road 5611 Raymar Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Abe Kassam and Paula Kassam, Trustees Audrey de la Houssaye 

PAK Properties Trust 5681 Del Cerro Boulevard 
5942 Madra Avenue San Diego, CA 92120 

San Diego, CA 92120 

David & Barbara Oliver Josh Weiselberg 
54091 Del Cerro Boulevard 5494 Reservoir Drive, #C-19 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Fred & Michele Casey Steve Barlow 
5811 Adobe Falls Road 5130 68" Street 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92115 
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Patricia Teaze I Michael and Mary Parende 
6111 Romany Drive 5651 Genoa Drive 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Warren Clement Louise Ray 

6054 College Avenue 2404 Pome Avenue 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92104 

Oaldey S. Harper Brian Andrews 
6229 Cypress Point Road 6228 Capri Drive 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Richard Boyden Macfie I The Matthew Basham Family 
6251 Brynwood Court 6142 Romany Drive 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Larry Lipera I Jeff and Doreen Phillips 
6466 Wandermere Drive Srnoketree Complex 
San Diego, CA 92120 5643-A Adobe Falls Road 

San Diego, CA 92120-4662 

Carol Klinger Robert Mackey 
5565C Adobe Falls Road 5814 Malvern Court 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Ann B. Cottrell Ray & Suzanna Schumacher 
5111 Manhasset 6160 Amo Drive 

San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92120 

Clen & Shirley Marcus Don & Marine Amundson 
5640 Arno Drive 6143 Arno Drive 
San Diego, CA 92]20 San Diego, California 92120 

Amye & Mae Cubberley-Thomas Craig & Angle Fisher 
6107 Amo Drive 5605 Adobe Falls Place 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

E)ein S. Racine Nancy Sussman, Esq. 

5922 Eidergardens Street 5667 Raymar Avenue 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Paula Brown Peeling Dolores P. Torik 
5908 Adobe Falls Road 56731-C Adobe Falls Road 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Emily J. Anderson Joe and Carolyn Colmie 
6186 Del Cerro Blvd. 5667-A Adobe Falls Road 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92182 
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Ray F)uta Marcus Overton 
LCDR U.S. Navy, Ret 5518 Adobe Falls Road 
5581A Adobe Falls Road San Diego, CA 92120 

San Diego, CA 92120 

S. Akotles David and Barbara Oliver 

6130 Romany Drive 5401 Del Cerro Blvd. 
San Diego, CA 92120-4610 San Diego, CA 92120 

Renee Park Sue Braun 

5634 Adobe Falls Place 6515 Crystalaire Drive 
Del Cerro, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Anita Colmie Mr. Charlie Conatser 

5563-B Adobe Falls Road Ms. Shirley Conatser 
San Diego, CA 92120 6247 Chrismark Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92120 

Lotte Garber Ron and Dolores Thiel 

5670 Genoa Drive 6212 Capri Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

John Hale, P.E. Helen Norman 
5871 Adobe Falls Road 6148 Arno Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 1 San Diego, CA 92120 

Douglas and Beverly Livingston Vaiarie Yruretgoyena 
6266 Lambda Drive 9222 Wister Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 La Mesa, CA 91941 

Kristen Harris Amy Jo McVeigh 
" 1 6174 Arno Drive 6149 Arno Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Doug Livingston Barbara Weldon 
6266 Lambda Drive 6131 Romany Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

David A. and Claudia Ray Catherine J. Todd 
750 "B" Street, Suite 1850 6027 Adobe Falls Road 

San Diego, CA 92101 San Diego, CA 92120 

Michele Nash-Hoff Clydene J. Shepherd 
6360 Glenmont Street 5657 Adobe Falls Place 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

r- I Stephen Chan Albert E. Harasty 
5678 Adobe Falls Place 6170 Romany Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Toby S. Hartman Walt and Marilyn Tom 
5637-C Adobe Falls Road 6184 Arno Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 
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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 
Reel 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 I 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 Toni Chase Richard H. McAiter 
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 Mile 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 Joyce Pepper and Paul Bragoli 
6337 Dwane Avenue 5956 Adobe Fails Road 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Dr. Barbara Walsh Moselio Schaechter 

6454 Caminito Estrellado Adjunct Professor, San Diego State University 
San Diego, CA 92120 6345 Rockhurst Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 

Emma Lou Beecroft David Jespersen 
6286 Lambda Drive 6219 Rockhurst Drive 

San Diego, CA 92190-4606 San Diego, CA 92120 

Judith Mansfield John M. Stevenson 

6555 Norman Lane 6210 Camino Corto 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Estelle Greenstein Edward and Barbara Underwood 

6235 Rockhurst Drive 5995 Del Cerro Blvd. 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Sally Ellis, CACC Charles Maze, CACC 
5511 Drover Drive 4677 Fl Cerrito Drive 

San Diego, CA 92115 1 San Diego, CA 921 15 

Jan Riley, CACC Aaryn Belfer, CACC 
4655 60" Street 6321 Mesita Drive 

San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92115 

Mike Matthews, CACC Martin Montesano, CACC 

5076 College Place 5840 Lindo Paseo Drive, #18 
San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92115 

Sally Roush Ivan Jackson & Leisa Lukes 
5500 Campanile Drive 6167 Amo Drive 
MC 1620 San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92182 

Dorothy Millbern The Carolyn M. Holmer Trust 
5463 Fremontia Lane US Bank, i-i. Eugene Swantz, Jr. 
San Diego, CA 92115 Joan Rapp, Go-Trustees 

Re: 6367 Alvarado Court 

400 Prospect Street 
La Jolla, CA 92037 
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SAN DIECO STATE Tel: 619 · 594 · 92~4 Few: 619·594~·~0 
~JNIVERSITY' i't; 

Gregory J. Slnith, RecordedCRUntY Clerk 

FEB 15 2007 
February 8, 2007 

a. ~onsul 
Bu --~--~ 

Re: SDSU Scoping Meeting - February 21, 2007 

Dear Recipient, 

On Wednesday, February 21, 2007, at 6:30 p.m., San Diego State University ("SDSUI> 
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 ~i~i~act 
report to be prepared for the project. 

Please note that the Notice of Preparation of Draft Environmental :Impact Report; 

Initial Study, dated February 2, 2007, incorrectly report~_~:r~atrpagq,,36 that the Scoping 
Meeting would be held Thursday, February 22, 2007, at 6:30 p.m. at the Casq Real at Aztec 

,Center. 

THE CORRECT DATE, TIME AND LOCATION FOR THE ~DS~·SOPIN~i; 
MEETING; ARE AS FOLLOWS: ~· .:;.. 

SDSU Scoping Meeting 
Wednesday, February 21, 2007 
6:30 p.m. - 8:30 p.m. 
Aztec Athletics Center Auditorium, SDSU Campus c· 

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

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

San:D~go State University 

: : :':;~~~i~~i:4i~~'~'l:~r: : ::-~-:n--t:u-~;j-~·:;::-·;-··~~s;;-·- --·8ii-i-o- ~·:r :·-:~::s;:·:;:i::-: : - ----::· ;i:::::·-:: ·_:-- 
? i 

::::: ::--:: - :~ILED IN THE ~I~FFICE OF~HE-COUNPII:~IERK 
san DCgrl~County on FEB 1 5 -2007 

': Po~ea ~EB 1'52b01-~-: ~:: ::;-::·; : 
Returned to agency on 

Deputy Lj\ C~nnsrll 
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I 
SAN D~FGO STAlt: NOTICE OF SCOPING MEETZN~ 

UNXVERSXTY 

Project Title: San Diego State Univefsity 2007 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 82182-1624 

The Board of Trustees of the California State University has conducted an Lniti~i! 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 
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1 SAN:DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 

2 FEBRUARY 21, 2007· 

3 MR. COLLINS: Good evening, ladies and 

4 gentlemen. Thank you for attending the.EIR Scoping 

5 meeting for 

6 San Diego State University 2007 Campus Master Plan. 

7 My name is Steven Collins. I am the Director of 

8 Government Community Relations here at San Diego 

9 State, and I will serve as your moderator of 

10 tonight's meeting. 

11 - We are here tonight because SDSU is seeking 

12 approval fora revision to its existing Campus.Master 

13 Plan. This plan will help SDSU continue to meet the 

14 demand for higher education. It includes the 

15 academic facilities, student services, and housing 

16 that will help us accommodate future generations of 

17 students. We have recently begun the environmental 

18 review process for this plan by issuing a notice of 

19 preparation for the environmental impact report or 

20 EIR. 

21 The notice of preparation for the EIR was 

22 issued on February 2nd. It includes information that 

23 will be used as the basis for determining an area of 

24 potential environmental impact. There is a 30-day 

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

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

3 writing to SDSU, or you can offer verbal comments at 

4 tonight's meeting. 

5 If you wouldlik·e to commentatthis 

6 meeting, please fill out a speaker slip, We will 

7 collect the slips and call the names from the slips 

8 received. You will notice a microphone on the left 

9 sideof the auditorium. To make surewe have time to 

10 hear all of your comments tonight, I will call out 

11 names of the first three speakers. Please line up 

12 behind the microphone and beprepared to speak after 

13 the speaker before you is done. 

14 I will continue to call names of the 

15 speakers who will be on deck as other speakers are 

16 finished. Each speaker will have one opportunity to 

17 speak. And we ask that you limit your comments to 

18 two minutes in length. I will be timing the speakers 

19 to ensure that everyone who would like to speak has 

20 the opportunity to do so. If you aren'table to 

21 finish your comments within the allotted time, we 

22 invite you to submit additional comments in writing. 

23 Tonight is an opportunity for us to hear 

24 from individuals, so we ask that there be no 

25 organized presentations and that you do not 
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1 relinquish your time to others.to speak. This will 

2 ensure that we have the opportunity to hear from all 

3 who would like to comment this evening. We ask that 

4 you keep your comments relevant to the topic of 

5 issues to be addressed in the EIR. 

6 We have a court reporter recording all 

7 comments this evening. So when it is your turn to 

8 speak, please state your name, spell your last name, 

9 and state your address for the record before making 

10 your comments. 

11 Before we get started thisevening I would 

12 like to make a few introductions and givea brief 

13 overview of SDSU's impact and the need for the Master 

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

15 Facilities Planning, Design, and Construction, will 

16 provide a summary of the proposed plan in just a few 

17 moments. With Tony are Lauren Cooper and 

18 Celeste Manouas also from the Facilities Planning 

19 Department and Construction Department. Would you 

20 raise your hands? These ladies over here. 

21 Jack Beresford is here. Jack, in the back 

22 ,f the room. Jack is Assistant Vice President for 

23 Marketing Communications. I saw someone else here. 

24 Dean -- yes. I know you. 

25 MR. SCOTT: Former Dean. 
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1 MR. COLLINS: Former Dean. 

2 Vice President Tom Scott is here from the 

3 SDSU Research Foundation. And finally 

4 Fred Hornbeck, the chair of SDSU's Faculty Senate, is 

5 here with us tonight. Fred, I understand you have a· 

6 few comments. 

7 MR. HORNBECK: I will be happy to say all 

8 of them. 

9 MR. COLLINS:· Well, come onthen. 

10 MR. HORNBECK: Thankyou, Steve. 

11 I arrived on the campus in1968. I have 

12 been -- I amcurrently chair -- professorof 

13 psychology andchair of the Senate. I previously 

14 served as chair of our Campus Development Committee, 

15 served on that committeefor many years. I have been 

16 engaged in a material way as a faculty participant in 

17 the shared governments of the university andthe 

18 Research Foundation throughout my career. So some of 

19 you may have seen me before, not recently, but in the 

20 past at CACC meetings and elsewhere. 

21 We need to expand. The mandate was from 

22 the Board of Trustees of the California State 

23 University System. Our college population is 

24 expanding. San Diego State is a wonderful place. I 

25 am happy to be affiliated with it. I have enjoyed my 
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1 career, and I would like to see us have the capacity 

2 to serve more students and to serve them well. The 

3 faculty and staff administration of San Diego State 

4 seek to provide excellence in education. I believe 

5 we do so, and we wouldlike to continue doing so. 

6 And we would like to continue to shoulder our share 

7 of responsibility for educating young folks of 

8 California. 

9 MR. COLLINS': Thank you, Dr. Hornbeck. 

10 SDSU has been serving the higher education 

11 of the San Diego region for over 110 years. It is 

12 the largest university in San Diego County and the 

13 fifth largest in the state. We award upwards of 

14 8,000 degrees each year, producing leaders in a 

15 variety of industries. 

16 SDSU graduates make up two-thirds of the 

17 region's teachers, the majority of the region's 

18 nurses with bachelor's degrees, and half the region's 

19 engineers. All told, SDSU generates an annual 

20 economic impact of $3.5 billion to the San Diego 

21 economy. 

22 Community service is an important component 

23 of the SDSU experience. Our students contribute more 

24 than 3 million hours each year for community service 

25 in programs such as the City Heights Educational 
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1 Collaborative, the SDSU Sweetwater Compdct for 

2 Success, and Nurses Now. 

3 Increasing access toquality higher 

4 edudation is one of the most important challenges 

facing San Diego today. Our region's industries are· 

6 requiring a more educated workforce, and the demand 

7 for highereducatibn continues to grow. The CSU 

8 Board of Trustees has decided that no new campuses 

9 will be built. So itis up to the existing campuses 

10 to meet the increasing demand for higher education in 

the region and the state. 

12 The Campus Master Planserves as the 

13 blueprint for the growth and development of the 

14 campus for the next 20years. Because SDSU is 

15 reaching the limit of the current Master Plan, we are 

16 seeking a revision to ensure that we can continue to 

17 fulfill ourmission of ensuring access to a 

18 university education for all qualified students who 

19 seek it. 

20 With that, let me introduce my brother from 

21 ,,,th,,,,th,, Tony Fulton, director of SDSU's 

22 Facility and Planning Design Construction, who will 

23 talk you through the components of the Master Plan. 

24 Tony. 

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

2 process several years ago of updating our Master 

3 Plan. And that plan was approved by our Board of 

4 Trustees in September 2005. Since that time the 

5 California Supreme Court issued a ruling in the case 

6 of the City of Marina versus the CSU Board of 

7 Trustees which resulted in the need for CSU to 

8 decertify the Master Plan for SanDiego State anil set 

9 aside its approval. Because the Reed for the Campus 

10 Master Plan revision remains, we have revised that 

11 plan to reflect current circumstances, and are now 

12 preparing a new EIR. 

13 Let me tell you a little bitabout the City 

14 of Marina decision. The City of Marina decision 

is requires the CSU to seek funding for its fair share 

16 of costs for off-site infrastructure improvements 

17 needed as a result of theuniversity's development. 

18 This decision not only applies to the entire CSU 

19 system, but it applies to community colleges, UC, and 

20 other state agencies. 

21 We are currently working with the City of 

22 San Diego to discuss what that fair share mitigation 

23 obligation ought to be as a result of our campus 

24 Master Plan. Once our fair share is determined, we 

25 will need to make a funding request to the 
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1 - legislature of the State ofCalifornia. The 

2 legislature is not, at this point, dealing with it. 

3 It is brand new to them as well. So we can 

4 anticipate that there willbe a lot of mutual 

s lobbying of the legislature in order to:fulfill the 

6 requirements of the Master Plan. Necessary 

7 mitigations for these off-site impacts and SDSU's 

8 fair share, however, will be addressed in the EIR; 

9 and there will be a fair share obligation discovery. 

10 The 2007 Campus Master Plan revision is a 

11 comprehensive plan that will help usaccommodate and 

12 house more students on campus~. It~incorporates 

13 increased academic space, increased student housing 

14 ,,d .,,,i,,,l ,,d faculty and staff housing for our 

15 faculty and staff. 

16 Because SDSU has reached its current 

17 enrollment ceiling of 25,000 FTE, full-time 

18 ,q~i,,l,,t .t,d,,t,l ,,,,, seeking to increase that 

19 enrollment capacity to 35,000. The demand for 

20 admission to San Diego State continues to grow. We 

21 ,,,,i,,d a record 57,600 applications for 9,000 

22 ,,,il~bl,.p,ts for fall of 2007. This is fully a 

23 9 percent increase from last year. Increasing our 

24 enrollment capacity will allow San Diego State to 

25 continue to produce the qualified graduates that help 
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1 fuel San Diego's workforce, a very important 

2 imperative for us. 

3 The Master Plan proposes now, as opposed to 

4 the last time, housing for an additional 1,400 

5 student beds on campus. This is an increase of 

6 approximately 40 percent of the current number of 

7 beds we currently have on campus. Because of the 

8 uncertdintyof a redevelopment project.adjacent to 

9 the campus, the Master Plan includes a significant 

10 increase in the numberof beds on campus in order to 

11 ensure that student housing is providedin a timely 

12 manner. This last fall we had a.'waiting-list for 

13 student housing of well over 600 beds before we had 

14 to cut it off, primarily because we don't have enough 

15 housing. We need to build it now. 

16 In an effort to become a more residential 

17 campus our goal is -- still remains to house 

18 25 percent of our studentseither on campus or within- 

19 one mile of campus in university-affiliated housing 

20 ,, nearby apartment complexes. Additionally, we are 

21 talking with private developers about constructing 

22 student housing around trolley stations. So that 

23 students have convenient access to campus without a 

24 ,,,. 

25 The trolley has already been a tremendous 

10 
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1 impact and success at San Diego State. More than 

2 4,000 trolley passes have been sold to students, and 

3 traffic around the campus has decreased despite an 

4 increase in enrollment. 

5 New classroom and sports facilities for the 

6 university will need to be also provided, and we plan 

7 ,, housing those at our Alvarado Campus on land that 

8 is currently owned by our San Diego StateResearch 

9 Foundatidn. Approximately- 715,000 square feet of 

10 space will house new facilities for the colleges of 

11 education, engineering,health and human services, 

12 ,,d the sciences. A parking, structure with 1,800 

13 cars is also part of that plan to support that 

14 expansion of that location. Our plans for this site 

15 are consistent with plansthat were previously 

16 proposed in the college community redevelopment plan, 

17 exactly the same number of square footage. 

18 In the Adobe Falls area, exactly north of 

19 18 inDel Cerro, this was proposed as the site for 

20 high quality, affordable faculty and staff housing. 

21 San Diego's housing costs are some of the highest in 

22 the nation, and this is impacting the university's 

23 ability to recruit and maintain outstanding faculty 

24 and staff. Providing a more affordable housing 

25 option close to campus will help San Diego State with 

11 
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1 ~its recruitment and retention efforts for faculty and 

2 staff. 

3 In 2005, a conceptual plan was developed 

4 that included up to 540 units for this site. As a 

5 result of further study, the number of units proposed 

6 has been reduced from the original plan. We are now 

7 proposing up to370 units of development on thesite, 

8 no more than 70.units for what we call the upper 

9 . village area, and no more than 300 units for the 

10 lower village area. 

11 We have begun discussions with leaders in 

12 the Del Cerr community about thisproposal andhope 

1-3 to work closely with them in the coming·weeks to 

14 refine and discuss the details of this project. EIR 

15 for this project will analyze the upper village at 

16 the project level, meaning that following project 

17 approval by the Board of Trustees and certification 

18 ,f the EIR, no further environmental review will be 

19 
necessary. 

20 The lower village, however, will be 

21 analyzed at the program level. Very conceptual, 

22 it will require further public and environmental 

23 review and a subsequent action by the Board of 

24 Trustees before anything can be constructed in this 

25 ,,,,~ 

12 
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1 It is important to note, if approved, this 

2 project will be phased over several years. We do not. 

3 intend to build 370 units all at once. As part of 

4 the environmental analysis for Adobe Falls a 

5 feasibility analysis of alternate access routes will 

6 be conducted. As SDSU agreed to do in discussions 

7 with the co~nity in the previous EIR, we will do 

8 that analysis and do it more thoroughly. The project 

9 will incorporate public trails that will allow 

10 neighbors access to the falls and open space area. 

11 The native habitat and the wetlands will also be 

12 preserved and enhanced as part of the project. 

13 In our previous Master Plan we proposed a 

14 site for a student union building. The students have 

15 now voted to build that structure and are waiting for 

16 this Master Plan to be endorsed so that they can 

17 begin the design and construction of that facility. 

18 A new student building has been proposed now adjacent 

19 to the east area of Cox Arena, and that will be 

20 coupledwiththe renovation to the existing 

21 Aztec Center and will provide all additional space 

22 f,,,,,ti,g,l f,,dl ,,d retail services, recreational 

23 amenities, and student organizational office. They 

24 have recently approved to build this facility and 

25 instituted a fee to build this facility. So we are 
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1 waiting for this Master Plan to be approved to go 

2 ahead with that. 

3 Lastly, the AlvaradoHotel was proposed the 

4 last time. It is still there proposed for 

5~ 120 rooms with studio suites that willprovide nearby 

6 accommodations for guests of the university, visiting- 

7 scholars, and conference attendees. It will also 

8 provide internships for students in SDSU's hotel and 

9 tourism management program. 

19 We have listed here the areas of study 

11 which will be studied in the EIR. These are areas 

12 which will address and analyze potential impacts that 

13 are the result of these projects in the campus's 

14 expansion. We have a handout available which 

15 describes each of these study areas in more detail. 

16 If you will notice, the preparation discusses these 

17 areas; and this is the subject of your comments this 

18 evening, to let us know if there are areas that we 

19 have not studied. 

20 Throughout the review process of the Campus 

21 Master Plan Revision we will be meeting with a number 

22 of stakeholders that have interest in the plan. We 

23 will be working with community groups, our neighbors, 

24 regional organizations, and public agencies. 

25 Comments on the NLP will be accepted through March 
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1 the 7th. We anticipate that the draft EIR will be 

2 available for public review and comment in April of 

3 this year and that the plan will be presented to the 

4 Board of Trustees at the meeting on September 18th 

5 and 19th of this fall. 

6 If you would like some more information 

7 after tonight's meeting, please visit the project 

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

9 Facilities Planning, Design and Construction, 

10 619-594-5224, and we can provideyouwith 

11 information. 

12 After the meetingi we ~ill be veryhappy to 

13 be out here in the lobby to answer anycasual 

14 questions that you have, but if there are answers 

15 that you want publicly recorded, you need to follow 

16 the procedures that Stevenoutlined and speak them so 

17 that we can formally answer them in writing or 

18 address them through the EIR process. With thatI 

19 will turn it back over to Steven who can help 

20 facilitate your comments this evening. 

21 MR. COLLINS: Thank you, Tony. 

22 I will begin by calling the first three 

23 speakers. Please line up behind the microphone on 

24 the left side of the auditorium. After each speaker 

25 i, d,,,l I will call the next speaker on deck who can 
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1 join the other speakers waiting for their turn to 

2 comment. Our first speaker tonight is 

3 Michael McSweeney, Jim Call, Steve Gilbert. You have 

4 two minutes, please. 

5 MR. MCSWEENEY: Thank you, Steven. My 

6 question is how does SDSU go aboutprojecting the 

7 increase in enrollment? And the reason for my 

8 question is eight years ago the San Diego Unified 

9 School Districtexpected enrollment to surge. And 

10 part of the bond measure, and the reason for passing 

11 it, was the increase in students to the district. 

12 Where eightyears later instead of the surge, we are 

13 now 40,000 students less. So I was just wondering 

14 ,h,t y,,, methodology is and how you go about 

15 determining that surge. Because you have to plan so 

16 far into the future, what happens if that surge isn't 

17 what you planned for? 

18 MR. COLLINS: Thank you, Mike. Jim Call, 

19 Steve Gilbert, and Gory Harp. 

20 MR. CALL: Hi. My concern is with the 

21 Adobe Falls project -- 

22 MR. COLLINS: Spell your last name, please. 

23 MR. CALL: 

24 -- is with the Adobe Falls project. In the 

25 last study I believe you did your traffic study in 
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1 the summertime when the schools were out. So I would 

2 like-some confirmation that you actually will do your 

3 studies when all of the schools are'in. 

4 Also, in the last proposal·I believe you 

5 hadretired facilities -- or facilities for the 

6 retiredfaculty. And based on your presentation 

7 tonight, Idon't understand how retired faculty will 

8 help you teach additional students at San Diego 

9 State. So I would like clarification that there 

10 won't be any retired faculty facilities at the 

11 location. 

12 And also, when you are looking at 

13 alternatives for the traffic, Iwould like to know 

14 that you are looking at all alternatives, including a 

15 bridge over the 8 or a tunnel under it, and also 

16 access on the west side of your location to Waring 

17 Road and that you are going to look for the optimal 

18 solution, not just the most expeditious and cheapest 

19 solution to solve that traffic problem. Thank you. 

20 MR. COLLINS: Steve Gilbert is not here. 

21 Gory Harp. 

22 MR. SHARP: It's Sharp. 

23 MR. COLLINS: Sharp? 

24 MR. SHARP: Sharp. 

25 MR. COLLINS: Okay. If you will give us 
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1 your address, please. 

2 MR. SHARP: 5637 Adobe Falls Place. 

3 MR. COLLINS: Joe Colmie, Anita Colby, 

4 Dr. Norman Mann. 

5 MR. SHARP: Can I get the hands of all the 

6 Del Cerro residents that are here tonight? All 

7 right. My name is Gory Sharp. I am the founder of 

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

9 of the Save Del Cerro Committee -- former save 

10 Del Cerro chair. 

11 I have spent numerous hours -- I have spent 

12 about nine months --numerous hours meeting with 

13 politicians and lawyers and SDSV staff. Though I am 

14 ,,t ,,,,p,,tl I have got a pretty good idea of what 

15 is going to happen and what we are about to encounter 

16 here. 

17 From the beginning SDSU has always shown an 

18 arrogance as a state-sponsored organization. 

19 It is obvious by this new Master Plan that they plan 

20 to destroy our community. The last Master Plan 

21 caused SDSU to be publicly humiliated and 

22 embarrassed, both within the San Diego community and 

23 within the trustees. 

24 To help solve this problem SDSU has hired a 

25 political consultant at $10,000 a month on the 
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1 ~ taxpayer dime to help navigate the political waters 

2 and to help the community and sway public opinion. 

3 Both SDSU and our politicians were caught off guard 

4 and not prepared to handle the outrage that came out 

5 of Del Cerro. 

6 I want to be very clear with this next 

7 statement: SDSU will not be embarrassed again, They 

8 have a game plan. It is well played out. It is well 

9 funded, and they~will not lose again. With this new 

10 and improved Master Plan, the politicians will have 

no choice but to jump aboard. So we have lost that 

12 avenue. The cards arenot stackedin ourfavor. We 

13 have many hurdles to overcome. We might have won the 

14 battle last -- with the last lawsuit, but the war is 

15 far from being over. 

16 MR. COLLINS: Thank you, Mr. Sharp. 

17 MR. SHARP: It is my humble opinion that 

18 this meeting does not -- do nothing but help our 

19 cause in any way because SDSU has already decided 

20 thatthey are not going to -- that they are going to 

21 destroy our community. It is also my opinion that 

22 this meeting only helps SDSU and their attorneys to 

23 better understand how to fight Del Cerro residents. 

24 As far as I am concerned this meeting is 

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

2 MR. COLLINS: Mr. Sharp -- 

3 MR. SHARP: Now is the time to come 

4 together as a community. I respectfully ask that you 

5 now join me outside, and trust together that we can 

6 save our community. Thank you. 

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

8 5667AAdobe Falls Road. I reside in acondo:complex 

9 entitled Smoketree Adobe Falls. 

10 My one comment -- and after looking at the 

11 pictures, I am not so sure how appl'icable it is, but 

12 from my reading it seemed to be that you plan 

13 single-family housing in the upper village and the 

14 multiple-story housing in the lower village. And we 

15 would ask that you constructas much single-family 

16 housing in the lower village as possible. Our condo 

17 complex borders the north and west borders of your -- 

18 the Adobe Falls area. And so we would like to 

19 minimize noise that would probably comefrom 

20 multi-story buildings. 

21 The other comment I would like-to make is 

22 in relation to what was previously said. Running a 

23 road through our place in order to support the 

24 Adobe Falls building is absolutely unacceptable. All 

25 our roads there are private roads. They are not 
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1 . designed tobe public streets. 

2 MR. COLLINS: Thank you, sir. 

3 THE PUBLIC: Could you turn that other mic 

4. up so we can here them better? 

5 MR. COLLINS: Agatha Grainey. 

6 ~ MS. COLBY: Anita Colby. 5563B Adobe Falls 

7 Road. I am concerned about the -- I am concerned 

8 about thecumulative traffic impact regarding Del 

9 Cerro residents access to Alvarado Hospital. It -is 

10 not really covered in the NLP. Under "hazards" it 

11 saysthat there is no impact. And then understand 

12 public service access -- the hospital access isn't 

13 lis ted. Specifically, for example, I am concerned 

14 that if I get stung by a bee and I use my epi pad and 

15 I have 20 minutes to get to the hospital, can I still 

16 make it? I can make it in 10 now, and I would like 

17 to see what the cumulative impact of what the traffic 

18 is going to be. 

19 MR. COLLINS: Marcia Eiseman. 

20 MR. MANN: I am Dr. Norman Mann, M-a double 

21 n. 5056 54th Street San Diego, just southof 

22 Montezuma. 

23 Number one is I don't see why San Diego 

24 State has to expand. You have San Marcos. We have 

25 plenty of room in the South Bay area which would 
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1 facilitate another university. I am very proud to be 

2· near San Diego State because I use the gym facilities 

3 and l~ve walking through the campus. I admit that 

4 San Diego State is a very well integrated campus and 

5 I respect it. 

6 On the other hand, living so close to the 

7 school on 54th Street, they have created an 

8 abomination at least from the impact of educating the 

9 students. They do not know how to live in a 

10 single-family community, parties, beer, alcohol, and 

11 other types of nuisance developments. So from that 

12 standpoint, I realize·that with 811 the dormsyou are 

13 going to put in most of the students want to live off 

14 the campus. 

15 My third problem with San Diego State is 

16 you talk about a school with looking at judgment. 

17 San Diego State for the last number of years has been 

18 taking massive ads from Miller Lite Brewing Company. 

19 They are all over the campus, the gym, the Cox, the 

20 baseball field, the women's baseball diamond, the 

21 outdoor theatre; and I suspect I see a sign going up 

22 in the swimming pool area. I am just waiting to see 

23 if there is a Miller Lite sign at that area. So from 

24 the standpoint of judgment, any school that has a bar 

25 on the campus, that also takes money from Miller 
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1 Lite, I have a feeling that I am not so confident in 

2 their judgment. Thank you very much. 

3 -· MR. COLLINS: Thanks, Dr. Mann. 

4 THE PUBLIC: Marcia Eiseman is next. 

5 MS. EISEMAN: I haven'tprepared this 

6 question. My name a Marcia Eiseman, E-i-s-e-m-a-n, 

7 at 6166 Arnold Drive. We are asking these questions. 

8 Who are going to answer them? Are we here just to 

9 talk, just to voice our opinions, and nobody is here 

10 to answer us? 

11 MR. COLLINS: We are taking -- go ahead. 

12 MR. FUZ.ITON: The purpose of this meeting is 

13 to hear your comments about the scope of the EIR, and 

14 to ask us if we have addressed those items or will we 

15 address those items. It is not to be a dissertation 

16 about questions and answers, because at this point we 

17 have not completed the draft EIR, nor do we have the 

18 appropriate answers to your questions. 

19 ' We will answer your questions. If you pose 

20 a question to this group, we will answer your 

21 questions through the draft EIR process,rather than 

22 stand here and have oral discussion about things. 

23 And that is the purpose of the scoping meeting. 

24 MS. EISEMAN: Okay. My questions. Number 

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

2 people here in California. And I would like to know 

3 where this budget is coming from that you are able to 

4 hirelawyers, consultants, mailings, that are costing 

5. so much money to keep on this thing. I really would 

6 like toknow where the money is coming from. Has the 

7 State given youa specific budget? Are you taking 

8 this money-away from the students, or where is it 

9 coming from? 

10 Number two, I would like to know if 

11 Dr. Webber, who lives in Alvarado Heights here -i or 

12 Gardens, and his staff has personally driven between 

13 7:30 and 8:30 in the morning and 4:00, 4:39 in the 

14 afterno6n from Adobe Falls to SDSU and back again. 

is If they can see the congestion of what is going on 

16 with parents, children, people going back and forth 

17 to work. 

18 My third comment is I spoke to Mr. Aguirre 

19 of the City Attorney's office, And he said that his 

20 office.is looking into the Qualcomm Stadium for SDSU. 

21 And I would like to know is that a viable choice or 

22 is that just pie in the sky. Thank you. 

23 MR. COLLINS: Thank you. 

24 MS. GRAINEY: My name is Agatha Graney, 

25 G-r-a-n-e-y. I live at 6142 Arnold Drive. 
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1 As much as I -- no, I was not relievedto 

2 see 370 units. That means that the trafficis only 

3 seventimes our presenttraffic instead of isten 

4 times our present traffic. That is a major concern 

5 to me. 

6 I -- on a different note, I wondered if you 

7 have put intoyour mind a little more creativity. I 

8 notice that on the cornerof Waring and Adobe Falls 

9 Road there is a new project -- housing project going 

10 up. I am wondering is it any less expensive for the 

11 university to buy that projectfrom the Lyon Company 

12 and then everybody might be happy. That is it. 

13 MR. COLLINS: Thank you. 

14 MS. BRUNKOW: My name is Anne Brunkow. I 

15 am the president of the Del Cerro Action-Council. 

16 Address -- thank you. Address is PO Box 600801, 

17 San Diego, 92160. My address is also, my home 

18 address is 5658 Rayman Avenue, San Diego, California, 

19 92120- 

20 The first comment I would like to make -- 

21 first of all I was extremely disappointed in the~lack 

22 of detail in your description of the Adobe Falls 

23 project tonight and your intentions. But my first 

24 comment is that in the EIR for 2005, SDSU expressed a 

25 commitment to doing a program level EIR for the Adobe 
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1 ~Falls project prior· to doing aproject-specific EIR. 

2 And I am concerned because now the upper village is 

3 going to a project-specific analysis-prior to any 

4 valid program level reviewbeing done. So I would 

5 like that considered. 

6 - Secondly, I believe that SDSU should 

7 consider the cumulative impacts in the EIR rather 

8 than separate impacts of each level of development, 

9 because this whole project is going to have a 

lo combined impact on the surrounding communities. So I 

11 . feel it important, number one, not to separate them 

12 in terms of program and project-specific review, but 

13 also to review the cumulative impact even if SDSU 

14 goes forward with project-specific for the upper 

15 development. 

16 And finally, as far as that point is 

17 concerned, in a project-specific analysis I would 

18 like more specificity than what has been set forth so 

19 far, than up to 70 units. I believe that for 

20 project-specific analysis you need more specificity 

21 regarding the number of units. 

22 Secondly, I want to remind SDSU that the 

23 City of Marina decision indicated that public 

24 agencies have a requirement to either avoid or 

25 mitigate the significant impacts of their projects. 
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1 So while it is comforting to know that SDSU is gqing 

2 to request funding for the mitigation requirement, I 

3 want to remind SDSU that not only do you need to 

4 request that funding from the legislature, but you 

5 simply need to mitigate. So assuming that the 

6 legislature denies your request for fundin~, that 

7 does not eliminate your responsibility to mitigate 

8 the project. 

9~ I would also like to see a detailed traffic 

10 analysis of the traffic impacts and safety impacts on 

11 the surrounding community. I would like to see, as 

12 SDSUhas acknowledged in a previous meeting with 

13 myself and other members of the Del Cerro Action 

14 Council, that they acknowledge that our streets are 

15 local residential streets as classified in the San 

16 Diego Traffic Manual. 

17 MR. COLLINS: Thank you, Anne. 

18 MS. BRUNKOW: I have a few more comments. 

19· I would like a detailed engineering and 

20 analysis of alternative access routes and the 

21 alternative for a lower density of this project. I 

22 would like an analysis of all emergency access 

23 impacts because that was absent in the first 

24 go-round. 

25 And finally, what I would like SDSU to 
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1 'do -- it notes on -- let's see --- page 11 and 12 of 

2 the NLP that there are other agencies whose approval 

3 may be required such as the U.S. Army Corps of 

4 Engineers, the U.S. Department of Fish and Wildlife 

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

6 are. I would like you todo a preliminary consult 

7 with them regarding the feasibility of building in 

8 Adobe Falls and whether or not you would even get; a 

9 permit in the first place to build there. Thank you. 

10 MR. COLLINS: Thank you, Anne, 

11 Thank you all for your comments tonight. 

12 As we move through the process of the 2007 Campus 

13 Master Plan Revision, we will continue meeting with 

14 stakeholders that are interested in the plan. We 

15 encourage your continued participation and comments. 

16 As a reminder, if you would like more information 

17 about the plan, please visit our website at 

18 www.sdsu.edu/masterplan or call Facilities, Planning, 

19 Design, and Construction at 619-594-5224. Thank you 

20 again for your participation in tonight's meeting. 

21 MS. SCHRAER: Can I please make a comment? 

22 MR. COLLINS: Sure. 

23 MS. SCHRAER: My name is Miriam Schraer. I 

24 live in Del Cerro at 6067 Bounty Street. 

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

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

3 I have a question, which is when SDSU plans 

4 to increase by 10,000 students, are they going to 

5 guarantee four years in dorms for those students or 

6 just one, twol or three years? And if it is not four 

7 years, where do they expect those students to live 

8 when they leave the dorms? Because they find houses 

9 in ourneighborhoods and change our whole 

10 neighborhood. And it seems like theuniversity is 

11 not responsible for howthat is affecting us. So I 

12 would like to know how many years of dorm space is 

13 guaranteed to the student when you expand and also 

14 right now. 

15 The second question I have is have you read 

16 the article that was recently in the LA Times about 

17 the USC study on effects of living within 500 yards 

18 of a freeway on children? I have an article here 

19 that I would like to hand out to everyone before you 

20 leave. I will read just a little bit of it. "In the 

21 largest and longest study of its kind USC researchers 

22 have found that children living near busy highways 

23 have significant impairments in the development of 

24 their lungs that can lead to respiratory problems for 

25 the rest of their lives. The 13-year study of more 
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1 than 3,600 children in 12 Central and Southern 

2 California communities found that the damage of 

3 living within 500 yards of a freeway is about the 

4 same as that from living in communities with the 

5 highest pollution levels, the team reported 

6 Thursday." 

7 By the way, I believe the Adobe Falls site 

8 and Qualcomm are both within 500 yards ofa freeway. 

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

10 children near a significant source of fine particle 

11 air pollution,' said economist~. Arden Pope III of 

12 Brigham Young University, an expert onair pollution 

13 and health who was not involved in the study. 'I 

14 myself would wantto be living in areas where the 

15 exposure is lower.' The concern is that the exposure 

16 leaves young adults with smaller lungs than they 

17 might have had otherwise. This could leave them more 

18 vulnerable to lung diseases and more susceptible to 

19 the effects of pneumonia and other infections. 

20 "All researchers conceded that there is 

21 little that can be done to mitigate the effects of 

22 the traffic pollution now. But when local 

23 governments and universities are planning new schools 

24 and new housing developments, this should be taken 

25 into account." 
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1 MR. COLLINS: Thank you very much. 

2 MS. SCHRAER: I would like to also say just 

3 one more short thing. 

4 I read in the paper that SDSU is 

5 considering a satellite campus in Chula Vista. I 

6 think this would be much better for everybody because 

7 you would not be damaging our community, you would 

8 not be damaging people's lungs, and I hope you will 

9 consider that. Thank you. 

10 MR. COLLINS: Thank you very much. That 

11 concludes our program for tonight. Thank you all for 

12 coming and have a safe drive home. 

13 (Proceedings concludedat 7:15 p.m.) 

14 * * * 

15 
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1 I, NICOLE R. HARNISH, Certified Shorthand Reporter 

2 for the State of California, do hereby certify: 

4 . That the foregoing proceedings were reported by me 

5 stenographically and later transcribed into typewriting 

6 under my direcion; that the foregoing is a true record 

7 of the proceedings taken at that time. 

10 

11 

12 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have subscribed my name this 

13 Jii~- day of ~OL-O(C r 2003 , at San Diego, 

14 California. 

15 

16 

17 M~at 
NICOLE R. HARNISH 
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[REVISED] NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A 
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 
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Office of Planning and Research Facilities Planning, Design and Construction 
State Clearinghouse Business and Financial Affairs 
1400 Tenth Street San Diego State University 
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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 commenters 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. 
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[Revised] Notice ofPreparation 
and In itial 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 Febnxary 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 ftikeettt. 

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 commenters 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, et 
seq. ("CEQA"), and its implementing state guidelines, 14 Cal.Code Regs. ~~15000, et 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 ofrrrustees ofrhe 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. 
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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 ofCEQA 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 
Office ofthe Chancellor 

401 Golden Shore 

Long Beach, California 90802 
(562) 951-4020 

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 central 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 
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GENERAL PLAN/COMMUNITY PLAN DESIGNATION/ZONING 

GeneralPlan: 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 ofdowntown. (See, Figure 1, RegionalMap.) 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 ("1-8")) 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 ofI-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 localjurisdiction. 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 of35,000 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 ~-~iaLesix 
development components: 

I. Adobe Falls Faculty/StaffHousing - 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 1-8. 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 i, 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. 

II. 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; 
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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 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 Aivarado 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. 

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 
Hospitality and Tourism Management, will contain a small meeting room, exercise room, 
board room, business center, on-site restaurant, and hospitality suite. 

Iy~ Campus ConSerence 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 
k~emultiple phases, includes the demolition of two existing student housing structures 
and the construction of ~kreefive new housing structures, ultimately resulting in a net 
increase of-i-4882,976 new student housing beds on campus: 

Phase 1 - G Lot Residence Hall: Near-term construction of a l0-story, 
~555888350,000 GSF Type-i (reinforced concrete) structure to house 688800 student 
beds, and the reconfiguration of existing G parking lot, which would result in a 5890% 
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 Dernolition/Construction : 
k~effftef~i~t~eNear-term demolition of existing Olmeca Residence Hall (Bldg. No. 47; 
39,000 GSF) and Maya Residence Hall (Bldg. No. 46; 39,000 GSF), e~it~k~f~f~itiftiff~ 
388with 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, 
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388j·888350,000 GSF Type-i structures, each containing 388800 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 l0-story, 350,000 
GSF, Type-i 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 I3[all Expansion: Long-term development of 
50 additional two-bedroom apartnnents, housing 200 student beds, in 2-3-story 
structures, as part of the Villa Alvarado housing complex located on C Lot. 

Student Union/Aztec Center Expansion and Renovation - This project 
component, which would be constructed in the near-term following project approval, 
consists gF /;\ +I~n rln~rnt~nmnn+ nC~ nn~lr 7CI nF~~ C,CC ~ ~t·~~, ~ll;lrl;nrr r\~ ~,,,,,;,,+,l~r 

m~~+;nnlPnt~~llPI·~n~·a ~~~~4 nC~~q ,,,,n ~r\rlC~nnr;~ac. ~~~ rot~~;l~~tlr;~o~. o~~ /;;\ +he 
renovation of the existing Aztec Center, including up to a 38588870,000 GSF expansion, 
to include social space, meeting space, recreation facilities, student organization offices, 
food services and retail services. 
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The SktBer~--I~ettfi~-t~,G 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. 200005 1 026). 

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 

~r-· ,:;~~:X~~~e~~Ssxa:~d~-·-ei:i·l1:~·~· ··ia*,;a~om~!,e~t~me~ :::-i~;·::;· ~"~~a~B~ ~~~~- a~$~~~ :a 
:s:x· jr; 

(i) UpperVillage -Undeveloped (i) Notdesignated (i) Project 
Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff land 
Housing (ii) Lower Village - Undeveloped ((ii) Not designated (ii) Program 

land 

(i) D Parking Lot(SDSU-owned I(i) East Campus I(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 C Lot C Lot Project 

Campus Conference Center Undeveloped Land Undeveloped Land IProgram 

(i) G Lot Residence Hail and (i) G Lot (i) Project 
Student and Residential Life 

Administration Building - G 
Parking Lot 

(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) Villa Alvarado Residence (iv)C Lot (iv) Program 
Hall Expansion - C Parking 
Lot 

Student Union/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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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); 
· U.S. Department of the Interior, Fish and ~Nildlife 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 

2081of 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 fi~nded 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 constn~ct and/or permits to 

operate, if necessary); 
· City of San Diego @ermits for construction within City right-of-way, if necessary); and 
· Water, wastewater and sanitation special district approval, if necessary. 

3.0 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. 

IXI AestheticsNisual Quality 

IXI Biological Resources 

IXI Geology/Soils 

IXI Noise 

IXI Public Services 

IXI Transportation/C irculation 
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C1 Agricultural Resources 

IXI Cultural Resources 

IX1 Hazards 

1~3 Parking 

~3 Recreation 

IX1 Utilities and Service Systems 

IXI Air Quality 

IXI Energy and Mineral Resources 

[XI Land Use and Planning 

[X1 Population and Housing 

IX1 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

[XI Water Quaiity/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. 

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 the 
mitigation measures described on the attached sheet have been added to the 

project. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

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

[7 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 "potentialiy 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. 

By: ~L~i~ 
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 land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

AESTHETICS i VISUAL QUALITY: Would the 

proposed project: 

(a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic 
vista? 

(b) Substantially damage scenic resources, 
including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a 
state scenic highway? 

(c) Substantially degrade the existing visual 
character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings? 

(d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare 
which would adversely affect day or nighttime 
views in the area? 

DISCUSSION: Construction of the Alvarado Campus, Alvarado liotel, 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 signiJicantly 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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Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Than 

Significant Mitigation Significant No 
Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: Would the proposed 
project: 

(a) Convert Prime Fannland, Unique Farmland, or 
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 
use, or a Williamson Act contract? 

(c) Involve other changes in the existing 
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 proposedproject. Therefore, impacts to 
agricultural resources are not anticipated to occur as a result of the proposedproject. 
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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 
applicable air quality plan? 

(b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 
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 ~ 
pollutant concentrations? 

(e) Create objectionable odors affecting a 
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 stare non-attainment for ozone and particulate 

matter (PM'O). Underfederal standards, the Basin is a basic non-attainment area for ozone, 
and a maintenance areafor 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 frqffic, which consequently would result in 
increased emissions of criteria pollutants from mobile sources. These emissions may result in 
potentially signiJicant impacts to air gualily. 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 oS the proposed 
project'spotential air quality impacts and related mitigation measures will be provided. 
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BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the proposed 

proj ect: 

(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, etc.) 
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 
ofnative 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, or in some cases at, the bottom ofa canyon 

area and supports coastal sage scrub and riparian vegetation. Construction of the Aa'obe Falls 
Faculty/StaffHousing 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 Consewation 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 proposedproject areas. 
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Potentially 

Significant 
Potentially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the proposed 
project: 

(a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as defined 
in CEQA Guidelines 915064.5? 

(b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines ~15064.5? 

(c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 

(d) Disturb any human remains, including those t/ 
intened outside of formal cemeteries? 

DISCUSSION: Development of the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing complex and Student 
Housing expansion project components may impact existing cultural resources. The nature oS 
these resources, and their importance in California history, will be analyzedfully 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 ofthe proposedproject. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Than 
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Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS: Would the proposed 
project: 

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

known fault? 

(ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? 
(iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including 

liquefaction? 
(iv) Landslides? 

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

(c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is c/ 
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 
Table 18- I-B of the Uniform Building Code 
(1994), creating .substantial risks to life or 
property? 

(e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting c/ 
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 speciJically 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 regionalfault systems. The nearestfault, with the potentialfor a 7. O 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 ofl-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 obsewable 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/SfaffHousing site and an analysis ofpotential landslide risk. 
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Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

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 c/ 
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? 

(f) 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? 
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DISCUSSION: The Alvarado Campus component of the proposedprojecf 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 necessaryfor operation of the science 
and research facilities would be handled by qualiJied 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 oSany nearby airport. 

Demolition of Maya and Olmeca Residence I~lalls and the existing Office 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 tofully 
analyze potential impacts associated with the demolition oSexisting structures. 
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Significant 
Potentially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact impact 

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: Would the 
proposed project: 

(a) Violate any water quality standards or waste c/ 
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 ofpre-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 c/ 
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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(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 dam? 

(j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow? 

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 preparedfor 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 SDSUfacilities, local storm drain systems and adjacent 
land uses as a result ofJlooding and run-offwill be evaluated. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

LAND USE PLANNING: Would the project: 

(a) Physically 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 mitigation an 
environmental effect? 

(c) Conflict with any applicable habitat 
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 sitefor 
'park" uses. While the proposedproject 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 oSsquarefeet ultimately to be developed on the site. An existing land use, 
planned land use and applicable policy and guideline analysis will be preparedfor the EIR, 
taking into consideration SDSUS 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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Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

MINERAL RESOURCES: Would the proposed 
proj ect: 

(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? 

(b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally J 
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/StaffHousing 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 ClassiJication: Aggregate 
Materials in the Western San Diego County Production-Consumption Region). MRZ-2 Zones are 
deJined as areas where adeguate information indicates that significant mineral deposits are 
present or where it isjudged that a high likelihoodfor 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/StaffHousing site is located within a MRZ-3 Zone, which is defined as 
an area containing mineral deposits the signiJicance of which cannot be evaluatedfrom available 
data. A site-speciJic mineral resource technical study will be preparedfor the Draft EIl~ 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/consewation 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 localpolicies in the General Plan or communityplans thatpertain to mineralprotection. 
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Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

NOISE: Would the proposed 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 
applicable standards of other agencies? 

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

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

(d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in 
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 proposedproject, including the introduction of urban uses into an undeveloped 
area and alterations in trafJic 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 eguivalent 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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Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Than 
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Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the proposed 
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 or roads or other 
infrastnxcture)? 

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

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

DISCUSSION: In response to projected population growth in the San Diego Region and 
California in general, the proposedproject will increase the present SDSU enrollment limitation 
from 25, 000full-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 infaculty and staf~ and the needfor increasedphysical 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 r·esult. The demolition of Olmeca and Maya Xesidence ~Talls 
would Mot occur until construction of the new 888800-bed G Lot Residence Hall facility is 
complete. Therefore, any impacts associated with the loss ofOlmeca and Maya student housing 
facilities would be less than significant. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

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? 

DISCUSSION: While most University-related public services are provided by SDSU itselJ; a 
discussion of each project component 's impact on existingpolice, fire, school, park;s and library 
facilities will be included in the Draft EIR. The ~IR will evaluate whether implementation of the 
proposed project would increase demandfor these public services, and compare the increased 
demand M:ith exisfirzg andplanized equipn?ent and staffing levels. Tl~e environmental impacts oS 
any potential capacity shortage will be evaluated in the EIR. 
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Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

RECREATION: 

(a) Would the proposed 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? 

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

DrscvssrON: The Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing project component would include a 
private swimming pool, community center and recreation area Sor use by the faculty/staff 
residents. These recreational facilities would be adequate to service the new University- 
associated residents in the Adobe Falls Faculty/StaffNousing 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 Mot 
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 demandfor 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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Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

TRANSPORTATION /TRAFFIC: Would the proposed 
proj ect: 

(a) Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial 
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 
level of service standard established by the 
county c onge stion/manag ement agency for 
designated roads or highways? 

(c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, 
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 
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 

(e) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

(f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? 

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

DISCUSSION: A trqqic and parking assessment will be preparedfor the proposed project in 
conjunction with the Draft EIR. The trafJic 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 trqfJic 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 ofniiarina v. 
Board of Trustees of California Stale University. In addition, as part of the EIR, afeasibility 
analysis of alternate access routes to/from the proposed Adobe Falls Faculty/StaffHousing will 
be conducted. The parking analysis will assess the project's impact on existing parking 
facilities on campus. 
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Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Would the 

proposed project: 

(a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of 
the applicable 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 environment 
effects? 

(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 effect? 

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

(e) Result in a determination by the wastewater 
treatment provider which serves or may serve 
the project? 

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

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

DlscvssIoN: Newfacilities proposed in connection with the proposedproject would necessitate 
public services such as electricity, natural gas, communication systems, water, sewer and storm 
drainage. With the exception of the Adobe Falls Faculty/StaffHousing and Alvarado Campus 
project components, electric, heating and air conditioning reguiredfor 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 sewice capacity will be outlined and potential impacts 
characterized. 
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Significant 
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Issues land supporting Information Sources) Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE: 

(a) Does the proposed 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? 

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

(c) Does the proposed project have environmental 
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. T~2e Adobe Falls I;aculty/Staff Housing site may support tlzreatel~ed or 
endangered species, though not in substantial numbers, as evidenced by the site 's absencefrom 
the Multiple Habitat Preservation Area ("MHPA ~. For these reasons, the proposedproject is 
not anticipated to have the potential to: (J) substantially reduce the habitat ofafish or wildlife 
species; (2) cause aJish 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 endangereclplant or animal. A biological resources technical report will be prepared to 
fully address these issues. 

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

A cumulative impacts analysis will be conductedfor each environmental topic area discussed in 
depth in the EIR. The cumulative analysis will address issues such as air guality and traffic, 
which willfocus on the project's transportation and circulation impacts when combined with 
existing andplannedfuture traffic increases within the College and Navajo areas. Potentially 
significant cumulative impacts may result. 
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6.0 DISTRIBUTION LIST 

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 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Office San Diego Field Office 
Therese O'Rourke, Assistant Field Supervisor Robert Smith 
Ayoola Folarin Laurie Ann Monarres 
6010 Hidden Valley Road 16885 West Bernardo Drive, Suite 300A 
Carlsbad, CA 92011 San Djego, CA 92127 

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Pacific 

Region 
California/Nevada Operations Office 
Steve Thompson, Operations Manager 
2800 Cottage Way 
Sacramento, CA 95825 

STATE AGENCIES 

State of California Native American Heritage Commission 
Governor's Office ofl?lanning and Research Caroi Gaubatz, Program Analyst 
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit 915 Capital Mall, Room 364 
Scott Morgan, Senior Planner Sacramento, CA 95814 
1400 Tenth Street 

Sacramento, CA 95 81 2-3 044 State of California 
Department of Fish & Game 

California Department of Parks South Coast Regional Office 
And Recreation Michael Mulligan, Deputy Regional Manager 
Office of Historic Preservation Conservation Planning Supervisor 
State Historic Preservation Officer Heather Schmalbach 
1416 Ninth Street, Room 1442 4949 Viewridge Avenue 
Sacramento, CA 95814 San Diego, CA 92123 

Department of California Highway Patrol San Diego Regional Water Quality 
J.K. Bailey, Captain Control Board 
2555 First Ave. John Robertus, Executive Director 
Sacramento, CA 95818 Christopher Means 

9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100 

Division of State Architect San Diego, CA 92123-4340 
San Diego Regional Office 
Mahendra Mehta, Regional Manager San Diego Air Pollution 

Control District 
16680 West Bernardo Drive 

10124 Old Grove Road 
San Diego, CA 92127 

San Diego, CA 92131 
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State of California California State Senate 

Department of Forestry & Fire Protection Senator Dede Alpert, 39th District 
Office of the State Fire Marshall 1557 Columbia Street (District Office) 
Steve Guarino, Code Enforcement South San Diego, CA 92101-2934 
602 East Huntington, Suite A 
Monrovia, CA 91 01 6-3 600 California State Senate 

Senator Christine Kehoe 

State ofCaiifornia 2445 Fifth Avenue, Suite 200 

Dept. of Toxic Substances Control San Diego, CA 92101 
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 1 1 

Development Review Branch 
Alex Cox, Chief 
2829 Juan Street 

San Diego, CA 92110 

LOCAL AGENCIES 

County of San Diego Recorder/Clerk Office of the City Attorney 
The County Administration Center City of San Diego 
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 206, MS, A-33 Marianne Greene, Deputy City Attorney 
San Diego, CA 92101 1200 Third Avenue, Suite 1620 

San Diego, CA 92101-4108 
City of San Diego Planning Department 
Mary Wright Office of the City Attorney 
202 C Street, 4th Floor City of San Diego 
San Diego, CA 92101 Christine M. Fitzgerald, Deputy City Attorney 

Joe B. Cordileone, Deputy City Attorney 
San Diego Association ofClovernments 1200 Third Avenue, Suite 1620 
(SANDAC) San Diego, CA 92101-4108 
Stephan M. Vance 
Senior Regional Planner San Diego Police Department 
401 B Street, Suite 800 Chief William Lansdowne 
San Diego, CA 92101-4231 1401 Broadway 

San Diego, CA 92101-5729 
San Diego County 
Department of Planning and Land Use San Diego County Water Authority 
Eric Gibson, Deputy Director 4677 Overiand Avenue 
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B San Diego, CA 92123 
San Diego, CA 92123 
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City of San Diego City of La Mesa 
Fire-Rescue Department Bill Chopyk, Planning& Development Services 

Tracy Jarman, Chief Director 
Samuel L. Gates, Deputy Fire Chief 8130 Allison Avenue 
1010 Second Avenue, Suite 300 P. O. Box 937 
San Diego, CA 92101 La Mesa, California 91944-0937 

City of San Diego Planning Department Jim Madaffer, City Councilmember 
Melissa Devine 7th District 
College Area Community Planner City Administration Building 
202-C Street, MS4A 202 "C" Street 
San Diego, CA 92101 San Diego, CA 92101 

City of San Diego Planning Department San Diego Historical Resources Board 

Lesley Henegar City Administration Building 

Navajo Area Community Planner Council Committee Room, 12th Floor 

202-C Street, MS4A 202 C Street 
San Diego, CA 92101 San Diego, CA 92101 

City of San Diego Development Services Land Use and Economic Development 
Terri Bumgardner Jim Waring, Deputy Chief 
Robert J. Manis, Assistant Deputy Director City of San Diego 
Land Development Review Dlvlslon 202 C Street, 9th Floor 
1222 First Avenue, MS 501 San Diego, CA 92101 
San Diego, CA 92101-4155 

City of El Cajon 

Metropolitan Transit Development Board Kathi Henry, City Manager 
Conan Cheung, Planning Director Mary Ann Prall 
1255 Imperial Avenue, Suite 1000 200 East Main Street 
San Diego, CA 92101-7490 El Cajon, California 92020-3996 

City of San Diego San Diego County Dept. of 
Engineering and Capital Projects Environmental Health 
Patti Boekamp, Acting Deputy Director 1255 Imperial Avenue, 3rd Floor 
1010 Second Avenue, Suite 800 San Diego, CA 92101 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Gary Klockenga 

City of San Diego Wetland Advisory Board Government Publications Librarian 
Robin Stribley San Diego Public Library 
202 C Street, MS 35 820 'E' Street 
San Diego, CA 92101 San Diego, CA 92101 

City of San Diego Water Department Allied Gardens/Benjamin Branch Library 

Carolyn McQueen, Associate Planner 5188 Zion Avenue 
600 B Street, Suite 700, MS 907 San Diego, CA 92120-2728 
San Diego, CA 92101-4506 

College Rolando Branch Library 
6600 Montezuma Road 

San Diego, CA 92115 
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College Community Project Area Committee Assistant Chief of Police William Maheu 
Michael Fortney, Project Manager San Diego Police Department 
c/o City of San Diego Redevelopment Agency 1401 Broadway 
600 B Street, Suite 400 San Diego, CA 92101-5729 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Merrilee Willoughby, Demographer 
San Carlos Branch Library San Diego City Schools 
7265 Jackson Drive 4100 Normal Street 

San Diego, CA 92119 Annex 2, Room 101 
San Diego, CA 92103-2682 

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

ORGANIZATIONS 

CSU Physical Planning and Development Manzanita Band ofh/lission Indians 
California State University Leroy J. Elliott, Chairperson 
David A. Rosso P.O. Box 1302 

401 Golden Shore Boulevard, California 91905 
Long Beach, California 90802-4209 

The Barona Band of Mission Indians 

Navajo Community Planners Clifford M. LaChappa, Tribal Chairperson 
Incorporated 1095 Barona Road 
Matt Adams, Chair Lakeside, CA 92040 
c/o Building Industry Association 
9201 Spectrum Center Blvd., Suite 110 The Campo Band ofrulission Indians 
San Diego, CA 92123 Paul Cuero, Jr., Chairperson 

36]90 Church Road 

Allied Gardens Community Council Campo, CA 91906 
Cindy Martin 
P.O. Box 600425 The Mesa Grande Band ofrvlission Indians 
San Diego, CA 92160-0425 Mark Romero, Chairman 

P.O. Box 270 

Associated Students of SDSU Santa Ysabel, CA 92070 
San Diego State University 
Matt Keipper, President San Pasqual Band oflclission Indians 
5500 Campanile Drive Alien Lawson, Chairman 
Lower Aztec Center, Room 104 27458 North Lake Wohlford Road 
San Diego, California 92182-7804 Valley Center, CA 92082 

Jamul Indian Village The Santa Ysabel Band ofMission 
Lee Acebedo, Chairman Indians 

P.O. 612 Johnny Hernandez, Chairman 
Jamul, California 91935 P.O. Box 130 

Santa Ysabel, CA 92070 
La Posta Band of Mission Indians 

Gwendolyn Parrada, Chairperson The Sycuan Band of Mission Indians 
Crestvood Road DavidTucker, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 1048 5459 Dehesa Road 

Boulevard, California 91905 El Cajon, CA 92019 
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The Ewiiaapaap Tribal Office Del Cerro Action Council 
Harlan Pinto, Chairperson Anne Brunkow, President 
4054 Willow Road P.O. Box 600801 

Alpine, CA 91901 San Diego, CA 92160 

The Viejas Band ofMission Indians Rob Hutsei 
Steven Tesam, Chairperson San Diego River Park Foundation 
P.O. Box 908 4891 Pacific Highway, Suite 114 
Alpine, CA 91903 San Diego, CA 92110 

Kumeyaa Cultural Repatriation Committee College Area Community Council 
Steve Banegas c/o Doug Case, Chair 
1095 Barona Road 5444 Reservoir Drive #20 

Lakeside, CA 92040 San Diego, CA 92120 

San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc. Sandy Alter, CACC 
Environmental Review Committee 5520 Mary Lane Drive 
James W. Royle, Jr., Chairperson San Diego, CA 92115 
P.O.Box 81106 

San Diego, CA 92138-1106 John Adamske, CACC 
5105 Remington Road 

San Diego Audubon Society San Diego, CA 92115 
Chris Redfern, Executive Director 
4891 Pacific Highway, Suite 112 Aaryn Belfer, CACC 
San Diego, CA 92110 6321 Mesita Drive 

San Diego, CA 92115 
San Diego Historical Society 
David S. Watson, Executive Director Michaei Bloom, CACC 

1649 El Prado, Suite 3 5505 Mary Lane Drive 
San Diego, CA 92101 San Diego, CA 92115 

Mission Trails Recreational Park Jim Boggus, CACC 
Citizens Advisory Committee 5394 Caminito Velasquez 
Dorothy Leonard, Chair San Diego, California 92124 
Waiter Odenning, Ph.D. 
4245 Tambor Court Dan Cornthwaite, CACC 

San Diego, CA 92124 5161 College Gardens Court 
San Diego, CA 92115 

Friends of Adobe Falls 

Audrey Delahoussaye Sally Ellis, CACC 
5681 Del Cerro Boulevard 5511 Drover Drive 

San Diego CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92115 

Smoke Tree Adobe Falls Owners Association Judi Hopps, CACC 
Patrick Culkin, President, Board of 5041 Tierra Baja Way 
Directors San Diego, CA 92115 
5657 Adobe Falls Road 

San Diego, CA 92120 Rev. Doug Knutson-Keller, CACC 
7544 Volclay Drive 
San Diego, CA 92119 
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California Native Plant Society Christina Kish, CACC 
c/o Natural History Museum 4704 College Avenue 
P.O. Box 121390 San Diego, CA 92115 
San Diego, CA 92112 

Rosary Grace Nepi, CACC 
Mike Matthews, CACC 5105 Walsh Way 
5076 College Place San Diego, CA 92115 
San Diego, CA 92115 

Thomas Phelps, CACC 
Charles Maze, CACC 5255 Rincon Street 
4677 El Cerrito Drive San Diego, CA 92115 
San Diego, CA 92115 

Jan Riley, CACC 
Martin Montesano, CACC 4655 60th Street 
5840 Lindo Paseo Drive, #18 San Diego, CA 92115 
San Diego, CA 92115 

Harold Webber, CACC 

Scott Moomjian, CACC 4968 Cresita Drive 
427 C Street, Suite 220 San Diego, CA 92115 
San Diego, CA 92101 

INDIVIDUALS 

Architects Mosher Drew Watson Ferguson Emily J. Anderson 
Edie Andrade 6186 Del Cerro Blvd. 

Marketing Director San Diego, CA 92120 
4206 West Point Loma Blvd., Suite 200 

San Diego, CA 92110 Steve Barlow 
5130 68th Street 

Hope Engineering San Diego, CA 92115 
Carol Gilmore, Marketing Coordinator 
1~01 Third Avenue, Suite 300 The Matthew Basham Family 
San Diego, CA 92101 6142 Romany Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 
Alvarado Hospital Medical Center 
Harris Koenig, Chief Executive Officer Emma Lou Beecroft 
6655 Alvarado Road 6286 Lambda Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120-5298 San Diego, CA 92190-4606 

The Carolyn M. Holmer Trust John Bent 
US Bank, H. Eugene Swantz, Jr. 6151 Del Cerro Blvd. 
Joan Rapp, Go-Trustees San Diego, CA 92120 
Re: 6367 Alvarado Court 

400 Prospect Street R. L. Berlet 
La Jolla, CA 92037 4962 Cresita Drive 

San Diego, CA 92115 
S. Akotles 

6130 Romany Drive Samuel W. Bettwy 
San Diego, CA 92120-4610 Susan R. Benninghoff-Bettwy 

5924 Arboles Street 

San Diego, CA 92120 
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Don & Marine Amundson Celia Chavez 
6143 Amo Drive 5272 Tipton Street 
San Diego, California 92120 San Diego, CA 92115 

Len Bloom Rosemary Chosn 
2851 Camino del Rio South 5611 Raymar Avenue 
Suite 400 San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92108 

Warren Clement 

Waiter and Jacqueline Bochenek 6054 College Avenue 
5873 Madra Avenue San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Joe and Carolyn Colmie 
Joyce Pepper and Paul Bragoli 5667-A Adobe Falls Road 
5956 Adobe Fails Road San Diego, CA 92182 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Mr. Charlie Conatser 

Priscilla Bramlette Ms. Shirley Conatser 
5882 Adobe Falls Road 6247 Chrismark Avenue 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Sue Braun Ann B. Cottrell 
6515 Crystalaire Drive 5111 Manhasset 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92115 

Jane F. Bredon Pat Culkin 
4052 Loma Riviera Circle 5683-C Adobe Falls Road 
San Diego, CA 92110 San Diego, CA 92120 

Alice Buck Anita Colmie 
1555 Sixth Avenue 5563-B Adobe Falls Road 
San Diego, CA 92101-3215 San Diego, CA 92120 

James and Patricia Call Dudek and Associates 
6285 Rockhurst Drive June Collins 

San Diego, CA 92120 605 Third Street 
Encinitas, CA 92024 

Sharon Carter 

5926 Madra Avenue Roberta and Donald Eidemiller 
San Diego, CA 92120 5328 Hewlett Drive 

San Diego, CA 92115 

Fred & Michele Casey 
5811 Adobe Falls Road Marsha Eiseman 
San Diego, CA 92120 6166 Arno Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 

Stephen Chan 
5678 Adobe Falls Place Kevin J. Elliott, President 

San Diego, CA 92120 Reel Construction Co., Inc. 
3366 Kurtz Street 

San Diego, CA 92110 
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Randy and Toni Chase Albert E. Harasty 
5758 Malvern Court 6170 Romany Drive 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Kathy Fennell Oakley S. Harper 
6003 Adobe Falls Road 6229 Cypress Point Road 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Craig & Angle Fisher Toby S. Hartman 
5605 Adobe Falls Place 5637-C Adobe Falls Road 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Scott Flaming Jeffrey and Marilyn Hinck 
6128 Lourdes Terrace 5664 Del Cerro Blvd. 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Dr. and Mrs. Donald R. Fleming Morton and Naomi Hirshman 
5968 Caminito De La Taza 5855 Madra Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Ray Fluta Michele Nash-Hoff 
LCDR U.S. Navy, Ret 6360 Glenmont Street 
5581A Adobe Falls Road San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Sarah B. Husbands 

Lotte Garber 6375 Elmhurst Drive 

5670 Genoa Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Patricia Isberg 
Steve Gilbert 6006 Del Cerro Blvd. 

5832 Lancaster Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120-4533 

David Jespersen 
Agatha Graney 6219 Rockhurst Drive 
6142 Arno Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Stuart R. and Yoelles Josephs 
Pauline Graves 6408 Crystalaire Drive 
5125 Alumni Place San Diego, CA 92120-3 834 
San Diego, CA 92115 

Abe Kassam and Paula Kassam, Trustees 
Pamela & John Gray PAK Properties Trust 
5787 Adobe Falls Road 5942 Madra Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Estelle Greenstein David A. and Claudia Kay 
6235 Rockhurst Drive 750 "B" Street, Suite 1850 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92101 
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John Hale, P.E. Robert Mackey 
5871 Adobe Fails Road 5814 Malvern Court 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Stanley E. King Judith Mansfield 
4360 Woodland Drive 6555 Norman Lane 
La Mesa, CA 91941 San Diego, CA 92120 

Carol Klinger Mary Manzella 
5565C Adobe Falls Road 6019 Adobe Falls Road 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Evelyn Kooperman Glen & Shirley Marcus 
Silver Gate Publications 5640 Arno Drive 
7579 Rowena Street San Diego, CA 92120 

San Diego, CA 92119 
Nancy A. Marlin, Provost 

Armin and Rhea Kuhlman San Diego State University 
5069 Catoctin Drive 5500 Campanile Drive 
San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92182-8010 

Jennifer Landers Tom Martin 
5971 Lance Street 5616 Marne Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Steve Laub Juan A. Martinet 
7593 El Paseo Street Jacqueline Kenworthy-Martinez 
La Mesa, CA 91942 5786 Adobe Falls Road 

San Diego, CA 92120 

Larry Lipera 
6466 Wandermere Drive Brian J. McCullough 

San Diego, CA 92120 5853 Del Cerro Blvd. 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Douglas and Beverly Livingston 
6266 Lambda Drive Amy Jo McVeigh 

San Diego, CA 92120 6149 Arno Drive 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Ivan Jackson & Leisa Lukes 

6167 Amo Drive Mary and Bob Medearis 
San Diego, CA 92120 5862 Lancaster Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 

Mrs. Betty Lyberg 
6174 Camino Rico Dorothy Millbern 

San Diego, CA 92120-3118 5463 Fremontia Lane 
Sand Diego, CA 92115 

Don Macdonald 

6274 Rockhurst Drive Waiter Mitte 

San Diego, CA 92120 5940 Adobe Falls Road 
San Diego, CA 92120 
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Richard Boyden Macfie Elein S. Racine 
6251 Brynwood Court 5922 Eldergardens Street 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Robert Montana Alan C. Reed 

6223 Mary Lane Drive 5821 Del;Cerro Blvd. 
San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92120 

Arthur S. Moreau, Esq. Robert R. Rinehart 
Carey L. Cooper, Esq. 6434 Del Ceno Blvd. 
Klinedinst PC San Diego, CA 92120 
501 West Broadway, Suite 600 
San Diego, CA 92101 Sheryl Schultz-Rose 

5779 Theta Place 

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

San Diego, CA 92120 Marc Rosenberg 
5945 Adobe Falls Road 

Helen Norman San Diego, CA 92120 
6148 Arno Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 Sally Roush 
5500 Campanile Drive 

David & Barbara Oliver MC 1620 

5401 Del Cerro Boulevard San Diego, CA 92182 
San Diego, CA 92120 

William Rowland 

Jack & Caterina Palestini 4540 Fl Cerrito Drive 

6011 Adobe Falls Road San Diego, CA 92115 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Mark Rawlins 

Michael and Mary Parende 6652 Del Cerro Blvd. 
5651 Genoa Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Alex and Kathryn Ruiz 
Renee Park 6110 Capri Drive 
5634 Adobe Falls Place San Diego, CA 92120 
Del Cerro, CA 92120 

Jerry Satuloff 
Paula Brown Peeling 5581-C Adobe Falls Road 
5908 Adobe Falls Road San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Moselio Schaechter 

Mile and Jeanette Peterson Adjunct Professor, San Diego State 
5737-A Adobe Falls Road University 
San Diego, CA 92110 6345 Rockhurst Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 
John F. Pilch 

P.O. Box 19246 Ray & Suzanna Schumacher 
San Diego, CA 92159-0246 6160 Arno Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 
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Jeri Deneen and John Powell Patricia Teaze 
Deneen Powell Atelier, Inc. 5681 Linfield Avenue 
5924 Adobe Falls Road San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Ron and Dolores Thiel 

Roy H. Seifert, Land Architect 6212 Capri Drive 
10780 Queen Avenue San Diego, CA 92120 
La Mesa, CA 91941 

Amye & Mae Cubberley-Thomas 
Michael and Margaret Sexton 6107 Arno Drive 
6335 Lambda Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Susan Thomas 

Clydene J. Shepherd 6154 Amo Drive 
5657 Adobe Falls Place San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Mark Thomsen, MTS 

Frank Shine 1255 Imperial Avenue, Suite 1000 
5555 Yerba Anita Drive San Diego, CA 92101 
San Diego, CA 92115-1026 

Catherine J. Todd 

Bill & Edie Singer 6027 Adobe Falls Road 
6002 Adobe Falls Road San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Walt and Marilyn Tom 

Mary Skulavik 6184 Amo Drive 
6393 Park Ridge Blvd. San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Mike Toomey 

Mr. Charles E. Sloan 6126 Capri Drive 
5860 Arboles Street San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Dolores P. Torik 

Greta Sloan 56731-C Adobe Falls Road 
Sloan Property Management San Diego, CA 92120 
5173 Waring Road 
PMB 350 Warren B. Treisman 
San Diego, CA 92120-2705 6398 Del Cerro Blvd., Ste. 5 

San Diego, CA 92120 

Troy L. Smith 
5824 Malvern Ct. Martin J. Tully 
San Diego, CA 92120 6112 Rockhurst Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 
John M. Stevenson 

6210 Camino Corto Edward and Barbara Underwood 
San Diego, CA 92120 5995 Del Cerro Blvd. 

San Diego, CA 92120 
Robert G. Stewart 

6337 Dwane Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92120 
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Nancy Sussman, Esq. Dr. Barbara Walsh 
5667 Raymar Avenue 6454 Caminito Estrellado 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Barbara Weldon Lynn A. Wink 
6131 Romany Drive 5823 Adobe Falls Road 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Wertz McDade Wallace Moot & Brewer Jo Ruth Wright 
Jenny K. Goodman, Esq. 5631-D Adobe Falls Road 
J. Michael McDade, Esq. San Diego, CA 92]20 
945 Fourth Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92101 Valarie Yruretgoyena 
9222 Wister Drive 

Ron and Jeanne Withem La Mesa, CA 91941 
6151 Capri Drive 
San Diego, CA 92120-4648 Ruth Zlotoff 

5983 Del Cerro Blvd. 

Jay Wilson San Diego, CA 92120 
5836 Arbolas Street 

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; (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. Haberkom, 
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 attached document: EREVISED] 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, Califomia 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'CT.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. 

·c~n~: 
Lili Mansour 

San Diego State ~niversiTy 
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C~ol~en State! OvernirJht 

U.S. Fish And Wildlife Service Division of State Architect 

Carlsbad Fish And Wildlife Office San Diego Regional Office 
Therese O'Rourke, Assistant Field Mahendra Mehta, Regional Manager 
Supervisor 16680 West Bernardo Drive 
Ayoola Folarin San Diego, CA 92127 
6010 Hidden Valley Road 
Carlsbad, Ca 92011 Native American Heritage 

Commission 

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service Carol Gaubatz, Program Analyst 
Pacific Region 915 Capital Mall, Room 364 
California/Nevada Operations Office Sacramento, CA 95814 
Steve Thompson, Operations Manager 
2800 Cottage Way State of California 
Sacramento, CA 95825 Department of Fish & Game 

South Coast Regional Office 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Michaei Mulligan, Deputy Regional 
San Diego Field Office Manager 
Robert Smith Conservation Planning Supervisor 
Laurie Ann Monarres Heather Schmalbach 
16885 West Bernardo Drive, Suite 300A 4949 Viewridge Avenue 
San Diego, CA 92127 San Diego, CA 92123 

State of California 
San Diego Regional Water Quality 

Governor's Office of Planning and Control Board 
Research 

John Robertus, Executive Director 
State Clearinghouse and Planning Christopher Means 
Unit 

9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100 
Scott Morgan, Senior Planner 

San Diego, CA 92123-4340 
1400 Tenth Street 

Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 
San Diego Air Pollution 
Control District 

California Department of Parks 10124 Old Grove Road 
And Recreation 

San Diego, CA 92131 
Office of Historic Preservation 

State Historic Preservation Officer 
State of California 

1416 Ninth Street, Room 1442 
Department of Forestry & Fire 

Sacramento, CA 95814 
Protection 

Office of the State Fire Marshall 
Department of California Highway Steve Guarino, Code Enforcement South 
Patrol 

602 East Huntington, Suite A 
J.K. Bailey, Captain 

Monrovia, CA 91016-3600 
2555 First Ave. 

Sacramento, CA 95818 
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State of California Land Use and Economic Development 
Dept. of Toxic Substances Control Jim Waring, Deputy Chief 
Southern California Cleanup City of San Diego 
Operations Branch - Cypress 202 C Street, 9th Floor 
Greg Holmes, Unit Chief San Diego, CA 92101 
5796 Corporate Avenue 
Cypress, CA 90630-4732 

San Diego County Dept. of 
State of California Environmental Health 
Department of Transportation 1255 Imperial Avenue, 3rd Floor 
Caltrans - District 11 San Diego, CA 92101 
Development Review Branch 
Alex Cox, Chief 
2829 Juan Street 

San Diego, CA 92110 

County of San Diego RecorderlClerk 
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 
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TT.S. ~7ertifieil Mail/Retarn Re<leint 

California State Senate San Diego County Water Authority 
Senator Dede Alpert, 39th District 4677 Overland Avenue 
1557 Columbia Street @istrict Office) San Diego, CA 92123 
San Diego, CA 92101-2934 

City of San Diego 
California State Senate Fire-Rescue Department 
Senator Christine Kehoe Tracy Jarman, Chief 

Samuel L. Gates, Deputy Fire Chief 
2445 Fifth Avenue, Suite 200 

1010 Second Avenue, Suite 300 
San Diego, CA 92101 San Diego, CA 92101 

City of San Diego Planning Department City of San Diego Planning 
Mary Wright Department 202 C Street, 4'h Floor 

Melissa Devine 
San Diego, CA 92101 

College Area Community Planner 
202-C Street, MS4A 

San Diego Association of 
Governments San Diego, CA 92101 

(SANDAG) 
City of San Diego Planning Stephan M. Vance 

Senior Regional Planner Department 

401 B Street, Suite 800 Lesiey Henegar 

San Diego, CA 92101-4231 Navajo Area Community Planner 
202-C Street, MS4A 

San Diego, CA 92101 
San Diego County 
Department of Planning and Land 
Use Metropolitan Transit Development 

Board 
Eric Gibson, Deputy Director 
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B Conan Cheung, Planning Director 

1255 Imperial Avenue, Suite 1000 San Diego, CA 92123 
San Diego, CA 92101-7490 

Office of the City Attorney 
City of San Diego City of San Diego 

Christine M. Fitzgerald, Dep. City Atty. Engineering and Capital Projects 

Joe B. Cordileone, Dep. City Atty. Patti Boekamp, Acting Deputy Director 

1200 Third Avenue, Suite 1620 1010 Second Avenue, Suite 800 
San Diego, CA 92101 San Diego, CA 92101-4108 

San Diego Police Department City of San Diego Wetland Advisory 
Board 

Chief William Lansdowne 
Robin Stribley 1401 Broadway 
202 C Street, MS 35 

San Diego, CA 92101-5729 
San Diego, CA 92101 
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City of San Diego Water Department San Carlos Branch Library 

Carolyn McQueen, Associate Planner 7265 Jackson Drive 

600 B Street, Suite 700, MS 907 San Diego, CA 92119 
San Diego, CA 92101-4506 

SDSU Library 

City of La Mesa Government Publications, 3rd Floor 

Bill Chopyk, Planning & Development 5500 Campanile Drive 
Services Director San Diego, CA 92182-8050 
8130 Allison Avenue 

P. O. Box 937 Assistant Chief of Police William Maheu 
La Mesa, California 91944-0937 San Diego Police Department 

1401 Broadway 
San Diego, CA 92101-5729 

Jim Madaffer, City Councilmember 
7th District Merrilee Willoughby, Demographer 
City Administration Building San Diego City Schools 
202 "C" Street 4100 Normal Street 
San Diego, CA 92101 Annex 2, Room 101 

San Diego, CA 92103-2682 
San Diego Historical Resources Board 
City Administration Building CSU Physical Planning and 
Council Committee Room, 12th Floor 

Development 
202 C Street California State University 
San Diego, CA 92101 David A. Rosso 

401 Golden Shore 

City of El Cajon Long Beach, California 90802-4209 
Kathi Henry, City Manager 

Mary Ann Prall Navajo Community Planners 
200 East Main Street 

Incorporated 
El Cajon, California 92020-3996 Matt Adams, Chair 

c/o Building Industry Association 
Gary K]ockenga 9201 Spectrum Center Blvd., Suite 110 
Government Publications Librarian San Diego, CA 92123 
San Diego Public Library 

820 'E' Street Allied Gardens Community Council 
San Diego, CA 92101 Cindy Martin 

P.O. Box 600425 
Allied Gardens/Benjamin Branch San Diego, CA 92160-0425 
Library 

5188 Zion Avenue Associated Students of SDSU 
San Diego, CA 92120-2728 San Diego State University 

Matt Keipper, President 
College Rolando Branch Library 5500 Campanile Drive 
6600 Montezuma Road Lower Aztec Center, Room 104 
San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, California 92182-7804 
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Jamul Indian Village The Sycuan Band of Mission Indians 
Lee Acebedo, Chairman David Tucker, Chairperson 
P.O. 612 5459 Dehesa Road 

Jamul, California 91935 Cajon, CA 92019 

La Posta Band of Mission Indians The Ewiiaapaap Tribal Office 
Gwendolyn Parrada, Chairperson Harlan Pinto, Chairperson 
Crestwood Road 4054 Willow Road 

P.O. Box 1048 Alpine, CA 91901 
Boulevard, California 91905 

The Viejas Band of Mission Indians 
Manzanita Band of Mission Indians Steven Tesam, Chairperson 
Leroy J. Elliott, Chairperson P.O. Box 908 
P.O. Box 1302 Alpine, CA 91903 
Boulevard, California 91905 

Kumeyaa Cultnrai Repatriation 
The Barona Band of Mission Indians Committee 

Clifford M. LaChappa, Tribal Steve Banegas 
Chairperson 1095 Barona Road 
1095 Barona Road Lakeside, CA 92040 

Lakeside, CA 92040 
San Diego County Archaeological 

The Campo Band of Mission Indians Society, Inc. 
Paul Cuero, Jr., Chairperson EnvironmentalReview Committee 
36190 Church Road James W. Royle, Jr., Chairperson 
Campo, CA 91906 P.O. Box 81106 

San Diego, CA 92138-1106 
The Mesa Grande Band of Mission 

Indians San Diego Audubon Society 
Mark Romero, Chairman Chris Redfern, Executive Director 
P.O. Box 270 4891 Pacific Highway, Suite 112 
Santa Ysabel, CA 92070 San Diego, CA 92110 

San Pasqual Band of Mission Indians San Diego Historical Society 
Alien Lawson, Chairman David S. Watson, Executive Director 
27458 North Lake Wohlford Road 1649 El Prado, Suite 3 

Valley Center, CA 92082 San Diego, CA 92101 

The Santa Ysabel Band of Mission Mission Trails Recreational Park 

Indians Citizens Advisory Committee 
Johnny Hernandez, Chairman Dorothy Leonard, Chair 
P.O. Box 130 Waiter Odenning, Ph.D. 
Santa Ysabel, CA 92070 4245 Tambor Court 

San Diego, CA 92124 
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Friends of Adobe Falls Michael Bloom, CACC 
Audrey Delahoussaye 5505 Mary Lane Drive 
5681 Del Cerro Boulevard San Diego, CA 92115 
San Diego CA 92120 

Jim Boggus, CACC 

Smoke Tree Adobe Falls Owners 5394 Caminito Velasquez 
Association San Diego, California 92124 
Patrick Culkin, President, Board of 
Directors Dan Cornthwaite, CACC 
5657 Adobe Falls Road 5161 College Gardens Court 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92115 

California Native Plant Society Sally Ellis, CACC 
c/o Natural History Museum 5511 Drover Drive 
P.O. Box 121390 San Diego, CA 92115 
San Diego, CA 92112 

Judi Hopps, CACC 

Del Cerro Action Council 5041 Tierra Baja Way 
Anne Brunkow, President San Diego, CA 92115 
P.O. Box 600801 

San Diego, CA 92160 Rev. Doug Knutson-Keller, CACC 
7544 Volclay Drive 

San Diego River Park Foundation San Diego, CA 92119 
Rob Hutsel 

4891 Pacific Highway, Suite 114 Christina Kish, CACC 
San Diego, CA 92110 4704 College Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92115 

College Area Community Council 
C/o Doug Case, Chair Mike Matthe,vs, CACC 

5444 Reservoir Drive #20 5076 College Place 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92115 

Sandy Alter, CACC Charles Maze, CACC 

5520 Mary Lane Drive 4677 El Cerrito Drive 

San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92115 

John Adamske, CACC Martin Montesano, CACC 
5105 Remington Road 5840 Lindo Paseo Drive, #18 

San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92115 

Aaryn Belfer, CACC Scott Moomjian, CACC 
6321 Mesita Drive 427 C Street, Suite 220 
San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92101 
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Rosary Grace Nepi, CACC Don & Marine Amundson 
5105 Walsh Way 6143 Arno Drive 
San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, California 92120 

Thomas Phelps, CACC Emily J. Anderson 
5255 Rincon Street 6186 Del Cerro Blvd. 

San Diego, CA 92115 · San Diego, CA 92120 

Jan Riley, CACC Steve Barlow 
4655 60th Street 5130 68th Street 

San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92115 

Harold Webber, CACC The Matthew Basham Family 
4968 Cresita Drive 6142 Romany Drive 
San Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92120 

Architects Mosher Drew Watson Emma Lou Beecroft 

Ferguson 6286 Lambda Drive 
Edie Andrade San Diego, CA 92190-4606 
Marketing Director 
4206 West Point Loma Blvd., Suite 200 John Bent 

San Diego, CA 92110 6151 Del Cerro Blvd. 
San Diego, CA 92120 

H[ope Engineering 
Carol Gilmore, Marketing Coordinator R. L. Berlet 
1301 Third Avenue, Suite 300 4962 Cresita Drive 

San Diego, CA 92101 San Diego, CA 92115 

Alvarado Hospital Medical Center Samuel W. Bettwy 
Harris Koenig, Chief Executive Officer Susan R. Benninghoff-Bettwy 
6655 Alvarado Road 5924 Arboles Street 

San Diego, CA 92120-5298 San Diego, CA 92120 

The Carolyn M. Holmer Trust Len Bloom 
US Bank, H. Eugene Swantz, Jr. 2851 Camino del Rio South 
Joan Rapp, Go-Trustees Suite 400 
Re: 6367 Alvarado Court San Diego, CA 92108 
400 Prospect Street 
La Jolla, CA 92037 Waiter and Jacqueline Bochenek 

5873 Madra Avenue 

S. Akotles San Diego, CA 92120 
6130 Romany Drive 
San Diego, CA 92120-4610 Joyce Pepper and Paul Bragoli 

5956 Adobe Falls Road 

San Diego, CA 92120 
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Priscilla Bramlette Warren Clement 
5882 Adobe Falls Road 6054 College Avenue 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Sue Braun Joe and Carolyn Colmie 
6515 Crystalaire Drive 5667-A Adobe Falls Road 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92182 

Jane F. Bredon Mr. Charlie Conatser 
4052 Loma Riviera Circle Ms. Shirley Conatser 
San Diego, CA 92110 6247 Chrismark Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92120 

Alice Buck 

1555 Sixth Avenue Ann B. Cottrell 
San Diego, CA 92101-3215 5111 Manhasset 

San Diego, CA 92115 
James and Patricia Call 

6285 Rockhurst Drive Pat Culkin 
San Diego, CA 92120 5683-C Adobe Falls Road 

San Diego, CA 92120 

Sharon Carter 

5926 Madra Avenue Anita Colmie 

San Diego, CA 92120 5563-13 Adobe Falls Road 

San Diego, CA 92120 

Fred & Michele Casey 
5811 Adobe Falls Road Dudek and Associates 
San Diego, CA 92120 June Collins 

605 Third Street 

Stephen Chan Encinitas, CA 92024 
5678 Adobe Falls Place 

San Diego, CA 92120 Roberta and Donald Eidemiller 
5328 Hewlett Drive 

Randy and Toni Chase San Diego, CA 92115 
5758 Malvern Court 

San Diego, CA 92120 Marsha Eiseman 
6166 Arno Drive 

Celia Chavez San Diego, CA 92120 
5272 Tipton Street 
San Diego, CA 92115 Kevin J. Elliott, President 

Reel Construction Co., Inc. 

Rosemary Chosn 3366 Kurtz Street 
5611 Raymar Avenue San Diego, CA 92110 
San Diego, CA 92120 
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Kathy Fennell John Hale, P.E. 
6003 Adobe Falls Road 5871 Adobe Falls Road 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Craig & Angle Fisher Albert E. Harasty 
5605 Adobe Falls Place 6170 Romany Drive 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Scott Flaming Oakley S. Harper 
6128 Lourdes Terrace 6229 Cypress Point Road 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Dr. and Mrs. Dona)d R. Fleming Toby S. Hartman 
5968 Caminito De La Taza 5637-C Adobe Falls Road 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Ray Fluta Jeffrey and Marilyn Hinck 
LCDR U.S. Navy, Ret 5664 Del Cerro Blvd. 
5581A Adobe Falls Road San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Morton and Naomi Hirshman 

Lotte Garber 5855 Madra Avenue 

5670 Genoa Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Michele Nash-Hoff 

Steve Gilbert 6360 Glenmont Street 

5832 Lancaster Drive San Diego, CA 92120 

San Diego, CA 92120-4533 
Sarah B. Husbands 

Agatha Graney 6375 Elmhurst Drive 
6142 Arno Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Patricia Isberg 
Pauline Graves 6006 Del Cerro Blvd. 

5125 Alumni Place San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92115 

David Jespersen 
Pamela & John Gray 6219 RocM~urst Drive 
5787 Adobe Falls Road San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Stuart R. and Yoelles Josephs 
Estelle Greenstein 6408 Crystalaire Drive 
6235 Rockhurst Drive San Diego, CA 92120-3834 
San Diego, CA 92120 

San Diego State University Page 57 af6~ 
2007 Campus Master Plan Revision April ]7, 2007 



[Revised] Notice ofPreparation 
and Initial Study 

Abe Kassam and Paula Kassam, Ivan Jackson & Leisa Lukes 
Trustees 6167 Arno Drive 
PAK Properties Trust San Diego, CA 92120 
5942 Madra Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92120 Mrs. Petty Lyberg 
6174 Camino Rico 

David A. and Claudia Ray San Diego, CA 92120-3118 
750 "B" Street, Suite 1850 

San Diego, CA 92101 Don Macdonald 
6274 Rockhurst Drive 

Stanley E. King San Diego, CA 92120 
4360 Woodland Drive 

La Mesa, CA 91941 Richard Boyden Macfie 
6251 Brynwood Court 

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

San Diego, CA 92120 Robert Mackey 
5814 Malvern Court 

Evelyn Kooperman San Diego, CA 92120 
Silver Gate Publications 

7579 Rowena Street Judith Mansfield 
San Diego, CA 92119 6555 Norman Lane 

San Diego, CA 92120 
Armin and Rhea Kuhlman 

5069 Catoctin Drive Mary Manzella 
San Diego, CA 9211.5 6019 Adobe Falls Road 

San Diego, CA 92120 
Jennifer Landers 

5971 Lance Street Glen & Shirley Marcus 
San Diego, CA 92120 5640 Arno Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 
Steve Laub 

7593 Fl Paseo Street Nancy A. Marlin, Provost 
La Mesa, CA 91942 San Diego State University 

5500 Campanile Drive 

Larry Lipera San Diego, CA 92182-8010 
6466 Wandermere Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 Tom Martin 
5616 Marne Avenue 

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

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

San Diego, CA 92120 
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Brian J. McCnllongh Michael and Mary Parende 
5853 Del Cerro Blvd. 5651 Genoa Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Amy Jo McVeigh Renee Park 
6149 Arno Drive 5634 Adobe Falls Place 

San Diego, CA 92120 Del Cerro, CA 92120 

Mary and Bob Medearis Paula Brown Peeling 
5862 Lancaster Drive 5908 Adobe Falls Road 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Dorothy Millbern Mile and Jeanette Peterson 
5463 Fremontia Lane 5737-A Adobe Falls Road 

Sand Diego, CA 92115 San Diego, CA 92110 

Waiter Mitte John F. Pilch 

5940 Adobe Falls Road P.O. Box 19246 

San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92159-0246 

Robert Montana Jeri Deneen and John Powell 

6223 Mary Lane Drive Deneen Powell Atelier, Inc. 
San Diego, CA 92115 5924 Adobe Falls Road 

San Diego, CA 92120 
Arthur S. Moreau, Esq. 
Carey L. Cooper, Esq. Elein S. Racine 
Klinedinst PC 5922 Eldergardens Street 
501 West Broadway, Suite 600 San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Alan C. Reed 

Thomas J. Mulder 5821 Del Cerro Blvd. 

6525 Del Cerro Blvd. San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Robert R. Rinehart 

Helen Norman 6434 Del Cerro Blvd. 

6148 Arno Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Sheryl Schultz-Rose 
David & Barbara Oliver 5779 Theta Place 

5401 Del Cerro Boulevard San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Mare Rosenberg 
Jack & Caterina Palestini 5945 Adobe Falls Road 

6011 Adobe Falls Road San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 
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Sally Roush Frank Shine 
5500 Campanile Drive 5555 Yerba Anita Drive 
MC 1620 San Diego, CA 92115-1026 
San Diego, CA 92182 

Bill & Edie Singer 
William Rowland 6002 Adobe Falls Road 

4540 Fl Cerrito Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92115 

Mary Skulavik 
Mark Rawlins 6393 Park Ridge Blvd. 
6652 Del Cerro Blvd. San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Mr. Charles E. Sloan 

Alex and Kathryn Ruiz 5860 Arboles Street 

6110 Capri Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Greta Sloan 

Jerry Satuloff Sloan Property Management 
5581-C Adobe Falls Road 5173 Waring Road 
San Diego, CA 92120 PMB 350 

San Diego, CA 92120-2705 
Moselio Schaechter 

Adjunct Professor, San Diego State Troy L. Smith 
University 5824 Malvem Ct. 

6345 RocM~urst Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

John M. Stevenson 

Ray & Suzanna Schumacher 6210 Camino Corto 
6160 Arno Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Robert G. Stewart 

Roy H. Seifert, Land Architect 6337 Dwane Avenue 
10780 Queen Avenue San Diego, CA 92120 
La Mesa, CA 91941 

Nancy Sussman, Esq. 
Michael and Margaret Sexton 5667 Raymar Avenue 
6335 Lambda Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Patricia Teaze 

Clydene J. Shepherd 5681 Linfield Avenue 
5657 Adobe Falls Place San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 
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Ron and Dolores Thiel Dr. Barbara Walsh 
6212 Capri Drive 6454 Caminito Estrellado 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Amye & Mae Cubberley-Thomas Barbara Weldon 

6107 Arno Drive 6131 Romany Drive 
San Diego, CA 92120 San Diego, CA 92120 

Susan Thomas Wertz McDade Wallace Moot & 
6154AmoDrive Brewer 

San Diego, CA 92120 Jenny K. Goodman, Esq. 
J. Michael McDade, Esq. 

Mark Thomsen, MTS 945 Fourth Avenue 
1255 Imperial Avenue, Suite 1000 San Diego, CA 92101 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Ron and Jeanne Withem 

Catherine;l. Todd 6151 Capri Drive 
6027 Adobe Falls Road San Diego, CA 92120-4648 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Jay Wilson 

Walt and Marilyn Tom 5836 Arbolas Street 
6184 Arno Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Lynn A. Wink 

Mike Toomey 5823 Adobe Falls Road 

6126 Capri Drive San Diego, CA 92120 

San Diego, CA 92120 
Jo Ruth Wright 

Dolores P. Torik 5631-D Adobe Falls Road 
56731-C Adobe Falls Road San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Valarie Yruretgoyena 

Warren B. Treisman 9222 Wister Drive 
6398 Del Cerro Blvd., Ste. 5 La Mesa, CA 91941 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Ruth Zlotoff 

Martin J. Tuliy 5983 Del Cerro Blvd. 

6112 Rockhurst Drive San Diego, CA 92120 
San Diego, CA 92120 

Edward and Barbara Underwood 
5995 Del Cerro Blvd. 

San Diego, CA 92120 
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SDSU 

2007 CAMPUS MATER PLAN REVISION 

EIR 

NOP Comment Letters 

501.13 

INDIEX 

# Document Date 

i. Scott Morgan, Senior Planner, State Clearinghouse, State of 2/5/07 
California 

2. Roy H. Seifert, Land Architect 2/8/07 
3. James W. Royle, Jr., Chairperson Environmental Review 2/12/07 

Committee, San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc. 
4. Stanley E. King 2/14/07 
5. Al Cox, Chief, Development Review Branch - California 2116/07 

ent of Transportation 
6. R.L. Berlet, 2/19/07 

7. Carolyn McQueen, Associate Planner - The City of San Diego 2/21/07 
Water De ment 

_,3 s. Marianne Greene Deputy City Attorney, City of San Diego 2/21/07 

9. Mike Toomey 2/22/07 
10. Alan C. Reed 2/25/07 

11. Samuel W. Be 2/26/07 

12. Jerry Satuloff 2/27/07 
13. Susan Thomas 2/28/07 

14. Bill Chopyk, Planning & Development Services Director - City 3/1/07 
of La Mesa 

15. Greg Holmes, Unit Chief, Southern California Cleanup 3/2/07 
Operations Branch - Cypress - Department of Toxic Substances 
Control 

16. Steve Gilbert 3/2/07 

17. James S. Call 3/2/07 

18. Armin and Rhea Kuhlman 3/3/07 

19. Ronald a. Theil 3/4/07 

20. Ray and Suzanne Schumacher 3/7/07 
21. Stuart and Yoelles J hs 3/6/07 

22. Alvarado Hos~ital 3/7/07 

23. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife 3/7/07 

Office - California Dept. of Fish and Game, South Coast 
Re onalOffice 

24. The City of San Diego, Development Services, Land 3/23/07 
Development Review Division 



25. College View Estates Association, Rosary Nepi, President 3/9/07 
26. Dr. Richard and Susan Braun 3/22/07 

27. SANDAG, Stephen M. Vance, Senior Regional Planner 3/22/07 
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Governor's Office of Planning and Research F1~*~·El~~Y 
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State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit~"~.\FoP~,.~ 
.Amold Schwarzenegger Cynthia Bryant 

Director 
Governor 

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 ofrecei~t 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 questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at 
(916)445-0613. 

Sincerely, 

Scott Morgan 

Senior Planner, State Clearinghouse 

Attachments 

cc: Lead Agency 

1400 TENTH STREET P.O. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3041 

TEL ('316) 445-0613 r~A~ (3i6) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov 



Document Details Report 
I 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 
enrollment 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-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 Lauren 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 

College Avenue/lnterstate 8 
Parcel No. 

Township Range Section Base 

Proximity to: 
Highways 

Airports 

Railways 

Waterways 
Schools 

Land Use Colleges and Universities and Open Space 

Project Issues AestheticNisual; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Biological Resources; Flood PlainlFlooding; Forest 
Land/Fire Hazard; Geologic/Seismic; Noise; PopulationlHousing Balance; Public Services; 

Recreation/Parks; Schoois/Universities; Sewer Capacity; Soil ErosionlCompactionlGrading; Solid 
Waste; ioxiclf-lazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Vegetation; Water Quality; Water Supply; 

WetlandlRiparian; 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 StartofReview 02/0512007 EndofReview 03/06/2007 

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency. 



~uurlry; v/y\y~ V'Yvflv SCH# ~s~n n 7n 3.1 ,, 

C1 Fish g Game Region 2 C1 Public Utilities Co C7 Caltrans, District 8 COntrcll Banky Curtis Ken-Lewis Dan Kopulsky Regional Water-, :: 
88 O Fish & Game Region 3 o ,,,,..,ica Bay Restoration O Caltrans, District 9 Board (RWQCB) 4~L~·6 

Resources· Agency Robert Floerke Guangyu Inlang Gayle Rosander 
~1 RWQCB 1 Nadell Gayou a Fish B Game Region 4 a State Lands Commission ' C1 Caltians, District 10 Cathleen Hudson "~:~~~""~'""" ,,~,,,,, Jean Sarino Tom Dumas North Coast Region (1) 

a 881 Fish g Game Region 5 0) iahoe Regional Planning 881 ca#rans, District 11 C1 Rwacs 2 
California Coastal Don Chadwick Agency (TRPA) Mario Orso Environmental Document 

Commission Habitat Conservation Program Cherry Jacques CI Caltrans, Distrid 12 Coordinator Elizabeth A. Fuchs 

a colorado River Board a Fish B Game Region 6 Bob Joseph San Francisco Bay Region (2) 

Gabrina Gatchel Business, Trans & Housing CI~ Rwacs 3 
Geraid R. Zimmerman Habitat Conservation Program ~ Caltrans - Division of Cal EPA Central Coast Region (3) 

83 ,,,,.,,,,,,,,,,ion C1 Fish & Game Region 6 UM Aeronautics 1711 Rwac~ 4 
Roseanne Taylor Gabn~na Getchel Sandy Hesnard Air Resources Board 

6a california Energy Teresa Rodgers InyolMano. HabitatConservatian Cj Caltrans-Plannlng O AirportProjects Los Angeles Region (4) 
Commission Program Terri Pencovic Jim Lemer CZ1 RWQCB 5S 
'""'"""" O ~~~:Z"".m.M California Highway Patrol CSI Transportation Projects Central Valley Region (5) 

O Dept. of Forestry g Fire Shirley Kelly Ravi Ramalingam 61 RWQCB 58 Protection Marine Region 
Office of Special Projects O Industrial Projects Central Valley·Region (5) Alien Robertson 

Clj Housing g Community Mike Tollstrup Fresno Branch Office Other Departments 
Office of Historic Development C1 RWQCB 582 Preservation O Food g Agriculture Lisa Nichals O California Integrated Waste Central Valley Region (5) Wayne Donaldson Steve Shafter Housing Policy Division 

II Dent. of Food and Agriculture Management Board Redding Branch Office 

Dept of Parks g Recreation Sue O'Leary C1 RwQCe 6 Environmental Stewardship O Depart, of General Services O State Water Resources Control Lahontan Region (6) Section Public School Construction Dent. of Transportation 

La Reclamation Board TZ1 Board C1 RWQCB 6V 
Dent. of General Services C1 Caltrans, District 1 Regional Programs Unit DeeDee Jones Robert Sleppy Division of Financial Assistance Lahontan Region (6) 

a Environmental Services Section Rex Jackman VictoNille Brancti Oftice 
SDkF~t~aCYdJmqnnServation 9 88~3 Dept. of Health Senrbes a Caltrans, District 2 01 State Water Resources Control a RWoCB 7 
Steve McAdam Veronica Malloy Marcelino Gonzalez Board Colorado River Basin Region (7) 

~i~ Dept. of Water Resources Dept. of Health/Drinking Water O Caltrans, District 3 Student Intem, 401 Water Quality O RWQCB 8 
Certification Unit Santa Ana Region (8) Resources Agency Jeff Pulverman 

Nadell Gayou Division of Water Quality 

_ _.......__._. .,,,,,,,, CI Caltrans, District 4 a StateWaterResouces ControlBoard 888 RWQCB 9 Commissions Boards 

C1 O Delta Protection Commission Tim Sable Steven Herrera San Diego Region (9) 

Conservancy Debby Eddy D Caltrans, District 5 Division of Water Rights 

C] omce of Emergency Services Oavid Murray ~ Dept. of Toxic Substances Control 
Fish and Game Dennis CasMllo C] Caltrans, District 6 CEQA Tracking Center 
B Depart. of Fish g Game a Mare Bimbaum CI [;;J Other 

Department of Pesticide Regulation 
Governor's OMce of Planning C31 Caltrans, District 7 Scott Flint & Research 

Environmental Services Division State Clearinghouse Cheryl J. Powell 

81 Fish 8, Game Region 1 I Native American Heritage 
Donald Koch Comm. 

Last Updated on 01/11/07 
[Zj Debbie Treadway Fish & Game Region 1E 

Laurie Hamsberger 



Roy H. Seifert 
Land Architect 

Land Planning / Recreational Resorts / Tourism Management 
Tel: (619) 440-7575 Fax: (619) 440-0164 

EMail: rovhseifert~i~,,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 ofNorthern 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 fi·om 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 ofthe 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 thel0 acre parking area at College Avenue and Tnterstate 
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 cbmmunity's interest to reconsider a faulty plan. 

i Sincerely, 

Roy H. Seifert 

Enclosed: Letter sent to the San Diego Union: Letters to the Editor January 2007 



Letters to the Editor Fax: 260-5081 

San Diego Union / Tribune P. O, Bog 120191 San Diego, Calif. 9112-0191 

Regardin,o The Manchester i Navy Il)evelopment: 

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 efGciencywhile 
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 
~ust be recognized in designing land for human use. If the truth of this 
~esponse be fully understood, then the physical environmen~ 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 t~- understand that 
housing, tourism and business developments should be studied carefully to 
determine the potential social and economic iiipact on our colnmunities. 

R~ M. 
Roy I-I! Seifert 

10780 Queen Avenue La Mesa, California 91941 

Tel: (619) 440-7575 Fax: (619) 440-0164 
EMail: 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 CeKo) featured in an 
~rticle in the Union /Tribune on August 22, 1971. There was much opposition to the 

;~-~Ysual impact of 700 cars. After the sculptured ~ading was complete and before a shnib or 
tree was installed, there was only happy comment~ily to SDSU. Neighbors felt relief. 
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San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc. 
p ~o 7 Environmental Review Committee 
c, iv 
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Q oC~ 12 Febn~ary 2007 ~O 4 
IoCICPL 

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 ofPreparation for the subject project, received by SDCAS last week. 

We note the inclusion, as is appropriate, of cultural resources in the list of subj ect 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. 

7Ne look forward to reviewing the DEIR during the public comment period. To that end, please 
include us in the distribution of the DELR, 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, 

es W. Royle, Jr., Ch 
Environmental Review Cofrrfnittee 

SDCAS President 
File 

P.O. Box 81106 · San Diego, CA 92138-1106 · (858) 538-0935 



Stanley E. H9iaag 
L9t~P64B B~aPodlfarad Drr. 

Ea I~esa, Crh 931949 

]February 94, 200'9 

Stephen IL. W7eber 
President 

San Dliego State University 
5500 Campaniie ]Drive 
San Diego, CA 92982-8000 

Bear Sir: 

9 have recently become aware of San Dieg6, State University's plan to enlarge the 
campus once again. Part of this endeavor would be to build across Interstate eight 
in the A6lolbe Palls area of Deli Cerro. 

While apparently SDSU sees a need to expand because of increasing enrollment, I 
findl, that the proposed expansion plan would not be iH1 the best interest of people 
living in the surrounding community and especially the adobe Palls area. 

Raany among us talk about maintaining the quality of life in our communities. The 
Adsbe Falls region acts as a buffer from the freeway and nnivessity. With the 
planned expansion this buffer would be destroyed. 

The added enrollmenb as envisioned by SDSU, an increase to 35,6)08 students, would 
seriously impact the surrounding area, with increased traffic congestion, noise, and 
greatly affect the people who already live there. 

Bather than continue to build out SDSU into a mega university, would it mot be 
better to establish a satellite campus in the South Bay area of the couuty. This in 
turn would reduce pressure ore the main campus, reduce potential traffic in thearea 
and maintain the qlmalitlbr of life which now exists for residents in this area. 

There is mo such thing as a perfect plan, bnt I truly believe that the direction in 
which SP)SU is embarking is wrong. 

As are aside, I would like to add that Il am a lifetime ailumni member of SIDSU, and 
would only wish the best for SBSBT and the surronnding comnmunity. 

Uours trulty, 
Rr7 

Stanley E. KiIPg 
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PM 8.2 

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: 

Tl~e Caiifowia cepai-tment of Transportation (Calt~ans) hers re~ie~ed the ~otice 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 Znterstate 8 (1-8). 
Caltrans has the following comments: 

· The TLA 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. 

· 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. 

· 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. 

· The TLA 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. 

· Calirans endeavors to maintain a target Level of Service (LC)S) 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. 

· Caltrans 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. 

'%altl~ans in~pl~oues nlobiSty anoss Califorllia" 



Ms. Lauren Cooper 
February 16, 2007 
Page 2 

· With increasing emphasis onjoint 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. 

~n, Cumulative impacts ofa 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 ofa project, together with other related 
projects, be considered and analyzed when determining a project's impacts. 

· 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 1-8. 

· All signs visible to traffic on I-8 need to be constructed in compliance with County and State 
regulations. 

· Caltrans will not be held responsible for any n~oise impacts to this development, including the 
ultimate configuration of 1-8. If there is a noise impact, the developer has the responsibility 
to provide the mitigation. 

· Any work performed within Caltrans right of way will require an encroachment permit. I;or 
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 eIlcroachment perni'ts. 

· Ifa developer proposes any work or improvements within Caltrans right ofway, 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 improven?ents. 

'%altl·ans inlpl·oves nlobility acl·oss Califol·nia" 



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. 

Sincerely, 1 

x, Chief 
Development Review Branch 

"Caltl.arLs inzl~l.oves ntobility acl`oss Califolnio" 



FEB 23 2007 

February 19, 2007 

4962 Cresita Drive 

San Diego, California 92115 
Dr. Stephen Weber 
Office of the President 

5500 Campanile Drive 
San Diego, California ')2182 8filj0 

Dear Dr. Weber: 

Youl- 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 ;5 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 duality of living issues. Ever increasing 
air and noise pollution from increased traffic (public and private automobile) on the 
surface streais, noise ~i~orn emeigeilcy response vzhicles, public: safc;j: ~e;iiands on ~i:j·· 
of San Diego Police and I;ire, trash strewn streets and rights of way, minimally 
maintained streets, offsite commercial venues (of marginal economic viability) dependent 
on income froom college students, poorly maintained single family residences which have 
been which have beet? talten over by student rentals, general disregard for the College 
Area Con?munity 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 
bet\?ieel? the University and the community. 

Yes, the University does contribute to the economy of the neighborhood. I would submit 
that tl?ere 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 pal·tnership 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 adecluate 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 tile single family residents in the college area. Traffic, noise, public safety, offsite 
inii-astructure construction and supporl, adecluate onsite housing (including the provision 
for proper rental/dorms facilities -1400 additional spaces is a farce given a plan for 
10,0()0 more students), viable commercial venues vvhich \vculd be both complimentary to 
the single family residents and students, and adecluate public safety services which allow 
for meaningful support of residents and students are ail issues that should be addressed. 

Clearly there is limited physical space to address expansion within the present campus 
boundaries. Unable to adecluately 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 recluirements of its single family neighbors, community planning 
group and fire and safety services of the neighborhood surrounding the campus. 

It is neither ecluitable 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. 

Sincere~ 

R. L. Berlet 

Cc: University Relations & Development, SDSU 
J. Madaffer, City Council, 7''' District, City of San Diego 
CACC 

TP1.T~i ~RnTIPI.C MnTinl. ritV ~f ~Rn n;pgo "V"~ VU"UV'Y, IIIU_IVI) V-L_I VL YU~- Y-~ 



THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO 

FEB 26 2007 

February 21, 2007 

VLA 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 ofDEIR for SDSU 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision 

Dear Ms. Cooper: 

The-City of San- Diego (City) Water Department has reviewed the above referenced 
notice and prdvides 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. 

The CEII~ should discuss ~e a-ijailab;lity arld potential use of rt?cj·c!ec: water. The City 
Water Department is strongly committed to the use ofrecycled water. In San Diego, 
water is 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, gives San Diego a dependable, year-round, locally 
controllediwater resource. 

Using recgcled' 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 

600 B Street, Suite 700, MS 907 (, Son Diego, Colifornio 92101-4506 
Water Department 

D!vE.RS!lu.. Tel (619) 533-4242 a Fox (619) 533-5278 



·Q 

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, \;Vater Department 
CIP RMU - General - 7.0 



OFFICE OF CIVIL DIVISION 

THE CITY ATTORNEY 1200 THIRD AVENUE, SUITE 1620 
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92 i 01 11178- 

CITY OF SAN DIEGO TELEPHONE (619) 533-5800 

FAX (619) 533-5856 

MICHAEL J. AGUIRRE 

ctTu 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: 

· 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. 

· Letter, H. Cunningham to W. Fulton, Draft Environmental Impact Report and 
SDSU 2005 Campus Master Plan Revision dated March 18, 2005. Copy enclosed. 

· 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. 

· Second Opening Brief in Series of Three, Del Cerro Action Council's Opening 
Brief, Del Cerro Action Council v. Board ofrrustees 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, City of Marina v. 
Board ofirrustees, California State University, 39 Gal. 4th 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. 

· 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. 

· Analyzing cumulative impacts not only of the project components but of the 
project components combined and relative to each other. 

· 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 

~,c~G~Zh9i~F~Ja, 
Marianne Greene 

MOG:bas 

Enclosures 
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Response to Notice of Preparation of Draft EIR, Febuuary 2 2007 
San Diego State University 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision 

MARTANNE 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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RECE~V~T~ 
THE CITY OF SAN DIECO 

aaftR 22 1Y%gj 

~aci~ns P1L~inane 
PM CtaMBcmanl; 

iLXnrch 17.2005 

W. Anrhanv Etttron 

F]irr~tor of'-~e Qf~iCi~ Or~feiljtjCS Plnnning and MnnalJemmt 
Adminisuarjon Bu~ding 130 
SanI)iego State tlnivessiry 
5500 Campdnile Drivt: 
San Di~e~o, CA 921Ef2-1524 

Subject: City or San I)i~ga-eommmt~ on fbe Draft:E~,~tl'~nmeattil lasfrac~ 
iReport fbt the San Dlffgo Sfnh Ontv#-Jlt~ ~DSU) 2105- t3ampns 
~a~~CPr Plan Revisfoa 

Dertr W. Anlhany Fulton: 
Ihe City oT~n DktSo is a Respansibic ~I%D~ncy fbl~ L4-1 ~dad Wg: Will nr@d ~to use 

the subicc_t doeumem for our oumittirre. srwK~st~s,lJanZ2: R3tn~e P~ernnin~ 
Dwekpmient, Pae3e aucl R~xr~htion ~D~partnrcxll QpeR Sl~ace Dividoa ~m~ the 
Envir;onmcnta] i~nalysis Section have idntli-lied si~niff @ant:ymjr~ct issues -~hat must be 
ddressc~. 

Loftg Ran~le ~Dllutning - Marlon ~Paftgilinaxt j6XY-235-529~) I L4-2 

i. FIC1~1~1~1~11.8-7 Surrounding:Projects, Paye 1~0-)4: 
Ttto narlharn boundary of tht propost~d Pn~i~o:supcrblock should be errendod 50 
the nsrtbem end aF thE- Coil e~e Area ~deve]apm~znt Pf9jtct-Sub Arm bbundiuy. 

2. 'TABL;E 3,.0-1 %umu~ali,-eProj~:~~s, Page 3;0-3: 
Stf~tt~ br Mesa Commons should be cf~ur~e<l to "Approve(L" Yearc~f~bui~d out 
sltouId rertie "2006." 

L4-3 
"Aseltine Sc~bsoi" should be replaced with UiMcSa ~amr~ons fl.'' ~he projecl 
dt?scriprian should read ~sid~ntial development ronsisljn& ofapprw~marefy 30 
dwdfing units," Status should read " proposed," Yenr of build out shoufdiread 
"iV(A," 

3. FTGURE 2,0-1 %umu~zlriveProjecrs, Page2.0-7: 
L~Ld 

Derelopmant ServicsJ 
Int F~ KRmf3,1~S 50) ,Soit Okp~, O,P1IOI·I1SS 

ill (C19) ~M65166 

1~"0035~~ 00035 
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L4-4 

L)cltte ~a~ntint Sdhool" with "Mesa Commons IL" (cont'd) 

9, ~Z~1~CI"ION 3.8, Land USg:~ P1~Nlmb: 
Me proposed Alumado Campus Fark component of the 9D5tl Campus Master 
Plan Revision b located with the Alv3uado Road Sub Area ofthe College Area 

Redevelopment Project Area The DElft should provide a consistency analysis L4-5 
between the proposed Alvarado Campus Park anil the Catl~e Community 
Redevelopment hioJ'ect ~i~I~asar Project Plan adopted by City Council on October, 
12, i 993. Me analysis should adbr~ess the overall goals and objectives of the 
Master Project Plan, as ~s·el~ as the building, site design, landscape; stteescnpe, 
circuldion, and parking guidelines firr the Ahtarado Road Sub Area 

Transportation Development - jim taanrfqafst (53P4YdLi39X) 

We have reviewed the Executive Summ9~ry section oflfye T~I~~R and o~ the fo~fowr'ng 
comment: 

i. Page ES-9 discusses a CSU limitation of mitigation for "off-siSe" innp~o~emarts. i L4-6 
The D~I~R also discusses "oncsite" improvements reeluired for the project As 
previously stated in the City's March 26, 2001 response letter to the i3i~m~ EfR For 
the Sf)SU Campus Master Plan 2000 (to J, PstFick Zhafhnn, Assistant Vice 
Chancellor; %SU si;gned by Lawrence C, Monsorrato) that City of San Di~go does 
not &iieve'ti~at CSU has pt~ic~p?d- snbStantiai evidence ests~b5isihi~ty3'th~: legal 

inf~f~asii~i~ity afo0Lsjre midgnti~l": Th~rcfore, are beiieve that SDSLI s~ou~d 
mitigate all an- and o~ff-sitec Isslffie ,arpnc~ts. 

2, Page 135-38, Table cES-2, Section 3.1.3 discusses T~nrsport~alionl%ircuf ati onand 
Parking impact, stating the impacts to be unavoidable. This statement is in arot, 
as mitigation is simply not proposed for the project. As such, the impact are L4-7 
"unmi~jgales" but not "unatpaidab~e" 

We havr:~ait~u~e~ the Tnnsportatrol~Circuf~ttion and Parking se@tion of the DE~R and 
offer the following comments: 

I. Page 3,13-20, Table 3. i 3-5 "Existing intersections Operations" states that 
Collei5f: Airenue / Zunt Way operates at tOS C in the AM peak hour and LOS D 

L4-8 

in the ~M peak houras an unsi~P~zli~ted intersection in existing conditions. Mis 
d~s not seem reasonable, based on field obsnvations and the fact that SDSU will 

be signa~izing this intersection in the very near furure. 

2. Page 3.13-22, Table 3.13-7 "Y~xjsting Residential Steet Segment Operations": 
The unchssificd residential streets referred to on the table as "Sub-Collector" L4-9 
wittt an existing capacity of 2,200 hDT are misidentified. Mese an:nXi correctly 

00036 1 00036 
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identified in Section 3.13.3.2 as "Undcssifttd". The City of San Diego Sneet L4-9 
(cont'd) 

D~sign 1Manual gives the capacity of these streets in the local street chapter. 

3, Page 3.13-23 states that observed queues couldn't be obtained due to the "obscure L4-10 
location of the ramp meter". We believe maximum dbserv~d queue and 
maximum observed delay can be obtained, and should he included in this report. 

·Q. Page 3, 13-27 s~ates that 25% of SSSU Shrdcnts am assumed to walk to campus. 
This assumption needs to be supported in the DEIR with empirical data In La-ll 
addirion, using trip generation rates from a UCSI3 st~dy doesn't necessarily 
translateateus SDSU snrdent~ given the "comPnuter college" nature of SL)SU. 

5. Page 3,13-211, ~at~e 3,lti-1 1 "Ff~S Mc?adcounz Blcreased Vehicle Trips" 
identifies 1~8714 ADT for the SJDSU portion of the: master plan, These trips could 
be reduced an appaprj~a~ pen~cnta~ based upon empirical data regarding L4-12 
assumed transit spf~t. 

6. page 3,13-29, Table 3.13-12 "FTIs5 Headcount Tn~p Reduction 3=a~culstion Due 
to Trolley" identi~fies a di~i~unt: of 11,356 ,dLDT for the exi~itinl: and proposed 
SDSU portion oPtf~c;nrasacr pan. This Ylaster plan is not proposing to build the 
ne\v Trolley ex~nsion and station as a part of the pro~rct. Tht:TIoli;icy was 
assumed in the community plan for long ranger trafi%c forecasts. For the new trips 
proposed for the Plfost~r Plan, trips could he reduced an appropriate percentage L4-13 
based upon empirical data regarding assumed transit spfiS bur nor for the entire 
~i~SU site. Further analysis based upon the assumption ofreducing 11.356 ADT 
is flawed and willl ~i~ui~r: a ncsl tr~h~TEC and circulation section ofthe EQt. As a 
potential miti~ation towards tr~e impacts, SDSU could propose higher parking 
fees and a program whereby 1M)ala 6Eaff students, faclt~zy and staff are issued 
~ transit prtssets which could be used to offset some oit~tht~n;tf~f~c~ 

7. Page 3.13-30, B, "Adobc F~lsi~Nbfih Campus" states "... that the housing density 
ofrhe Adobe f~S~i~E~ort~ Campus component was determined in large part, based 
an theavailable roa<f~ay capacity."' As discussed in comment I, there is no 
available roadway capacity on the local residential streets proposed as access to 
this site. Thete are two s~fEEmntiw: accesses which could be explored which might L4-14 
serve the proposed project - access from Coltgr: Avenue at the I-8 Ivestbound 
ramps and a flood control acce~s~ off of fhrtrring Read, In addiaion, a Eonncdion 
between the two proposed development sites, tfic'wcsr and P~asT, could be 
provided, Neither of these alternatives was examined in su&cirnt details in this 
DEIR to allow comment on them. The E3EfR should tte? revistd and these 

r~tcmativ~s should be examined. 

g~ page 3.1j-501 Taf~li: 3.13-15 "Existing -t Bujidout Project Intersection L4-15 
Operations" 
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A. CEQA doesn't identify a "Existing t Buiftlauf' scenario to be 
examined. 

]L4C15 

B. The table identifies significant impacts to four Csttxasms ialrrstcti~ons (")"f'd) 
and one City intersection, 55" Street I Monrenrmrt Road, Mitigafion 
must be idenlirted and should be proposed by the project for these 
impacts. 

9. .Ps~i~e 3~t3-53, In~ble 3.13-16 ''Existing + Buildout Project Street Segment 
ff~p~at~t~s" Identifies significant impacts on Alvarado Road and eolIcSc Avenue. L4-16 ~ 
~fili&alion must be idUSiir]Cd and should be proposed by the project For these 
;mpa@ts. 

10. page 3. I 3-54, rabic 3,I3-I7 "Euisdry; ·t· B~ibf~nr project Residential Street 
Segment Opcmtions'· incorrectly id-cntified the capacity and level of service for L4-17 
the streets shown. See comment #1. 

Il, page 3,13-60, ~trle 3.13-20 ~i~ar-t~mx intersection Operations" identifies 

siEtniAcent impacts to three Caltrans intersections and two City intersections: L4-18 
College Avenue / jl.uta Way and College Ayenuel Monrezwnst Road. Miti~a~i~on 
must be Identified and should be proposed by the pmjeet far these impacts. 

12~ page 3,13-51, Table 3.13-21 rjear-term Street Segment Opt~s~ons" identifies 

sigaiiicant ilnpcis on Alvnndo Road and College Avenue, Miti~tion must Be L4-19 
identified and should be proposed by the pro~~ct for these impacts, 

13, page 3,13-62, 'fable 3.13-22 "Neat-term Residential Street SehPnent (Spe~t·i;ons" 
jncCln?c~tfy idtntincd d~e capacity and level ofservice for the streets sltown. See 
eontment C1. WJbile the tabk:rshows some streets misidetltirted as Sub-Collector L4-20 
streets, Sub-Collector streets do not have levels of seruice Cseo Tnble 2 of the 
Ciry's 7 ImpacS Sludv Nan~ai). 

14, t9n;ge-3.·1,3-70, Table 3~13-25 "Horizon Yeat Lnttrsection Opcrsttions" idcntift·es 
signili~ant impacts to four Calrrans intersections and three City intersections: L4-21 
Collf~J~e Avenue i Zura Way, College Avenue / Monrczuma Road and Cnmptmile 
Drive I Montiefluna Road. ?clpi~ieatioTh must be identjfcd and should be proposed 
by the project for these impacts. 

'1 5. Page 3,1 3-7 I, lable 3.13-26 "IIorium Year Street Scgntent O~KI~aiionr~ identifies 
siynjfic,mt impacts on Aivarado Road and College Avenue, h3itigation must be L4-22 
identified and should be proposed by Ihe project for it,cse impacts. 
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16. page 13-n slater that 1~000 parking spaces are to be added alSDSU. ~he report L4-23 
should identify the geneml I~czl~j~n arthare sizes for additisnsi par~ing. 

14~ Pa%e 3-13-88 ~otri=n~ial Sicsidienti~l Street Speed issues" including lhotnote 1 
incorrectly states that ~he local street can accommodate the nbdidonaltnZfic, in 
addition, footnote I states that there are no feasible mitigation measurers L4-24 
nvnilablc. The local streets can not acoommodate additional tmffic, and other 
alternatives are available to serve the proposed development uvhjch would 
mitigate or elimirmte these impacts. See comments 1,4 anti I 0 above. 

18. Page: 3.13-89 discusses pt 1993 program EIR adopted by the City. The program 
ETR iiQrrtib·ed psojscxs and potmtis] mitfgation, assuming ttle developer would 
contri~utc: to the mltrigruisn required. As an example, the program ~IR assumed 
the developer of the hotel on Alv;rrado %ad would conm3buta i-15 f~8ir share 
towards the mltitizpion required to support the hotel. The 1993 Brogram ETR L4-25 
allocated traffic mitigation to subarezls, not. to specific agencies. IPSDSW, as the 
developer, contributes its fair share ~o~tards these improvements, the id~xltif~cd 
mitigation measures could he provided. Without tile participation by SDSU ofn 
fair share mitigation, tl,is section misleads the public that thrrst: mitigation 
measures are progt~n~me$ and funded and will be implmnclrt~d. 

19. Page 3.1 3-92 states that "... fbr purposes of this QR, all potentially silplifjcnnt 
impacts must be collsidenxt signitiwnt and unavoidable." The DELR das not L4-26 
propose any 3nitialion; reduce project altematives or alternative accesses, 
~2~rcfon~ the DELR does nor establish that the impacts are unavoidable 

We have reviewed the Alternatives section ofrhe DIELR and offer the following 

comments: 

L4-27 

i. Page: 5.0-) does not list the traffic impacts to the local street net-svo~f~ that serves 
the Adobe ~f~alis residential 8evclopmcnt. 

2. Page 5.0-3, $cctian 5.3.1 No project Altcnrarive incorrectly labels "unmiti~Znlrci~" 
impacts as "unavoidohle" impacts. Also, shi~tjn~'~tttlfT~e barden(s)" could he L4·28 
reduced a another location where oap~·ly exists to accommodate the increase in 
natfic projects with the increase in students and I-elated activities. 

3. page 5.0-12, Section 5,3.2,13 does not rcnccr the impacts of the Adobe Falls L4-29 
residential development on the local street network. 

4. Page 5.0-)4, Sec6on 5.3.3 does not recognize that the impacts ofrfie Adthe Fnils 
L4-30 

residential development on the local street ne~tork would be eliminated. 
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5. page 5.0-20 incorrectly states that the Adobt: Falls component does not 
siiqni8cantly impaci the Del Cmo laon~ streets and. therefore, eliminating Adobe L4-31 
Falls does not reduce or eliminate trame impacts, Adobe Falls would 
si~plj~cantly impact the local street network, which would be eli·fninara4d if Bdobf: 
Falls were nor constructed. 

6. page 5.0-22 and 5.0-23, Section 5A;1.] stens the alternative access directly to 
College Avenue may encourage short cut traffic and increase trttfftc- congestion, 
This statement is unsupported in the D~Zt, and cannot bcjusdfi~d ifs cu~cdc-s;ze 
stt-ert is built to serve all br part of the Adobe Falls residential developmrnt~ L4-32 
r\lso, justification for not building a local street was "to meet ~gradinrr 
requirements of a maximum of 10~o" and the Impacts of 3 1600 feet ~ont~ The 
City's Street Design Manuai allows grades of up to 15% for residential local 
streets. Therefore, the impacts of a todnl connecting street might have been 
misstated and should be: reviewed a~in given these fstcts~ 

7. PaZFs 5.0-25 tkroUgh 5.0-28 discuss the traffic impacts ofaltemative aecrssus to 
the Adobe Falls residential development. The study goes to great Ic~t~s to 
explore a cur-tluou~1 ~a~ic scenario, ]I·t~urcvcr, it does not provide information 
for alternatives ~thich do not allow for dulp~h rraffre to use: the new streets: 
either one connection provided to Waring Road or College Avenue (with or L4-33 
without emergency access to another local street), nor does it utilize thepotcntial 
ota gated community with access to hoph Wari~I~ Road or College Avenue but 
would not allow for cut-through traffte, A more ira-degth disarssisn bthcse 
al~atjveti should be presented in the aEW to allow dtc decision maker the 
infbrmatiort required to make an informed decision. 

8. Pr~e S.O-~I assumes a 60 foot right of way requirement for a local street, The 
City's Sf~rere~ Design Manual shows the smallest local street cross-section to he a L4-34 
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. 

9. Su~tian 5.0 should indude an alt~ntative which demonstrates the mrurimum level 
L4-35 

ofdevelopmr;nt which could he compl~ within the M~tst~ Plan with no 
si8nificnnr ~miti~ared f~f~iC EI~p8C25. 

10. Section 5.0 should provide additional information for traffic impacts and 
proposed mitigation in greater details for all nlternativess in order to support L4-36 
statements made in the Alternatives section. 

To slrazmnrizc, the DEIR should he carrsct:ed as follows: 

L4-37 

* recalculate the trip gencmtiorr appropri~tt~ly and reanalyze the project's 
impacts. The DE~T~ understates the uafiic impacts from the project, 
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* separate the student ins~tuaian projects from the off-icemot~flhousing 
developments, SBSU's proposal from the afiicelf~lo&~lhousing 
developments is not directly related to the education function ofzhe L4-38 
university and, ·rf~mefiot~, should be treated separately. 

provide alternative ac~r for the housing development proposed nbrth of 
I-h3. Suisaal afrerniliwts;uc ~r~ailzrbdr, with access to Weuing Ro·dd, L4-39 
College Avenue or both an option. 

* provide appropriate mitigation for each project si~gnifi~canj~ impact 
(Ciuy's Mbrch 20, 2001 letter to J. Plttrick DFohan, Assistant Vice 
Chancellor, G~U signed try ~I~twrcnu:@. Monsarate). The D~I~IR 
consistently miss~tcs'23e~cause implementation oftte necessary 
miti~nribn mcast~t~s lies within thejttrisdiction oft~h~ City of San DitlSo 
and state agencies other than SDSl_i, all potentially significant impacts are L4-40 
consid@~ signirrc~nt and unavoidable." 'l"his projectt should be 
pw;esswl erxnetIy like: all other projects within the City of San Di\ego, 
whdteby improvements are provided through the issuin-9 of a Permit for 
Public h~unovcmcnt. By processing and funding these improveln~nts, 
some or all ofthe traffic impacts could be mitigated. 

* consider a program whorisby 1 i)OB/c of all students, facility and staff are 
issued monthly transit passes which could be used to ofl$ct some ·oF~he L4-41 
un~f"ficimp~ct~. 

an alternative whlcll reduces or eliminates all significant traffic impacts L4-42 
should be analyzed. 

The City of San Dicgo's review ortraffic and related issues reviewed facilities within the 
City'sjurisdietisn. We note that: Csltnns and the City oTLa h~i~ also havP?ju~sdicrion 
on fscilities included in the D23XR. Thtsejlnisdicrions should rwi~w the DEII~ for L4-43 
comments an their facilities and their st;mdarda 

Parlr and REcreatlipn X)epartment Open Space Division - Paul K~bnrg (619-~i~23- 
573:9) 

The Parlc and Rcc~tion Department Open Splace Division manages the Adobe ~alls 
dedicated open space parcel consisting oT4 acres ofriparinn and coastal sage scrub L4-44 
habitat adjacent to the proposed pmject site. The overall Adobe Falls area, including the 
state-owned parcel, Itas been a well u~titized open space resource by the citizens of Sltn 
Dje~o for many years and is identified as Historical Site Numbt~r 80 in the Nrrvs?io 
%ommuni(y Plan. 

:; i:: :::·· 
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i. Project CksMiprion l"igure 1.0-)1: 
ftx figure is incorrect in that the city das not own any land to the west of 
proposed Addbf Falls Rd. This is allpriv~l~swn~ed, Th6 Table reganiing the 
City of San ~t~ie~ Open Space ]Fip;ures`woufd need to be changed to ren.ea the L4-45 
correct Hcrcage. The pareel ofaXKn ~hcs that if; labeled ptjvat~yswa~d 
accounts for coo much of the open space in that area Onl,v a small portion is 
private and the rest is City-ownc<f. Atsa, afie proposed extension of Adobe Fntls 
Rd as depicted in the figure would fall onto City-owned open s~ct, nor just 
directly west of ir. 

2. 3.3 Sensitive Wildlife f3R-16 page 60: 
In addition to the measures taken to reduce intrusion of domestic pots into native LP46 
habitat areas, include education to residents about domestic cat impacts to faun~ 
paying special attention to Ihe rcridents of the townhauses anrt senior housing that 
directly abuts Ciryda·ncd open space. 

3. 3.12 Parks and Recreation page 8: 
5hou3d the proposed Adotre Fails ~I~d extension be ~approvcd, every effort should 
be made to avoid impacts tcs the Cityowncd open space. Desi~ af~he L4-Q7 
road/bridge and any associated landscaping sho~fd be reviewed bylhe park and 
Recreation C)pon Space aivision. 

4. 3.12 Parks and Ifccrcation pag~ 15 & tfj: 
The proposed multi-use trail to be constructed along th@ Lcn~th ofthe ripruina 
corridor should have a suflicirsnt buffer zone to address wi~dlife impacts and be 
btgh enough above the crock to avoid damage during si~nifiMnt rain events. i~2ny L4-48 
trail propossd that connects to City-owned ~ space will need to be reviewed 
and approved by Open Specie Division T1·ails Manager Rick Tkompson (619-533- 
fi156). 

Envirsamtnaai Anlo~r~3s SectQton - Annrr Lonrf 1~619-446-53i68) 

1. Section 3.1,6.1 Visual Character, Adobe Fa3lsififortl~ Campus: 
TNe proposed Upper and tawer Village components oftbE P\dobe Falls/Norl~ L4-49 
Campus site of the master plan would pemran~ndy chan~ existing open space 
containing native habitat to urban development. This ntoufd result in a signiftcant 
direct and cumuhdve impact to visual character that would not be fully miti~ated 
to below a level ofsignif~cunce. 

2. Section 3.3.3.1 Existing Conditions - Survey Rertlfts, l4dobe FalWNonh Campus 
L4-50 

site: 

'Ilse ~IT-TPA should be identified as the City ofS;in r)iqo Muld-I-fat~itat Plannin~ 
i~a 
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3. Figure 3.3-1 Adaba FallsflJosth Campus site, Proposed Impact Areas: 
The map needs to include the impact areas of any new street connections this 
development would have? with Adohc Falls Road andlor other existing 
n~i~hborhwd s~feet in tkar ama. Should Ule developm~ent connectto Adclbe Falls L4-51 
Road, the new aiignm·ent would potentially impact the Adobe Falls Creek and 
associated wetland habitat, The creek crossing would also required additional 
permitting by federal and star-re resource agencies fACOE and CDFG). 

4. Section 3.12 Public Utilities and Service Systems, Wata Demand/Supply and 
Systems: 
In accordance with Senate B~tl 610 (c?fl"ectivc Jnnunry i, 2002), a project which is 
subjcet to G~QA, with residentisrl development exceeding MO dwclting units, and 
a commercial off~ce buitcii~r: having over 250.0130 square feet, may be required to 
have a SB610 Water Assessment prepared by the water supplier. This process 
essentially requires prgofibat there wit be ad·eJluate water supplies for larger L4-52 
pro;ject within a twenty-year time franlr: at the local level. The PEater assessment 
would -u$clnss whether a proj~S~d water supply for the: nexr 20 years, based on 
normal, single dry, and multiple dry years, will meet the d~ of the project 
The conclusions of the water assessment would them be included in the water 

supply impact analysis of the ]t~T~R. 

5, Section 3.'12 Public Iftitilics and Service Systems, Solid Waste Disposai: 
As indicated in tile ~B~R, si~ch sate entity is required to develop and adopt an 
inte~l~rai·ed waste management l~m, Since SDSU's solid waste is cunftnrfy 
dispo~d of in the City"s MCAS Mirnrnu Landft]l, it woufd behoove the 
Ihiversi~5· to send a copy of this plan to die City of San Dfego's Environmental L4-53 
Services Department for concurrence (ptcase contact AnSelce hilullEns at (858) 
~tr~-St)lOS, Typical waste management plans required by the City for its 
discrclionrrry p~o~ects address the demolition construction, and occupancy phases 
ofa project, 

6. CEOA ~P~g_rir~ecs 21~Lc~anism for using Disn~tionarv Powms Provided in ~thc~ 
Laws to Mitisrtte $irznificlutt Enviranmcn~ fmPacts. 

CSU argues that CEQA does not c~nt~ additional powers to mitigate sigtjAc~nt 
environmental impacts. C51J relies on this argtunent as a basis for precluding 
mitigation opportunities altogether. Hsrueva, CEQA provides: L4-54 

br mirigali,tl: or nvoiding a sisn~ficsltl ~Di~ct ~fa proj~ct on rhs ~nvir~tmeni, cr 
pt~blic nscrj~c~, mzuy e~xer~cisc? ott~j~ tj'tose e=cpr~ss or impfie~ipow~s providz~ hy ia~' 
dher ~tan t~is rlivision. Ho~evc?r, a pufilic aRency maE. usp disctetionarS·pow~7s 
pvoyidad hy su~1 oih~r luw_lor rha purpr>s~ ofmi~nring or avo~idit2g a si~ni~ic~uri 
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~n·ct ·· the onvironme~tl sl~hj~c~ In the express Or impl~ed cons~wittls or 
fitnizarions that me~y be provi~e~d h3, law. P~h. Res. Code ~210~14. 

f3xjsting laws may be used in conjunction vvitt·1 C1E42A to mitigate significant 
enviromnental impacts cansed by the prQjcct. San FrattciscamsfoT Reasonnbl~ 
Gsoatdh v. Ciiy ond County ofSnn Fmncisco, 209 Cat.App.3d 1502, 1525 (1989). ~4-54 
AdditiMiafly, the C~QA Guiddint~s STBte: (cont'd) 

Where onorher ~aw grants at! agntcy disc~ionn~v porc-·as. CEeil JtippI~nn~txs 
those discrt7tJonarv po~cr·s hq, mctkon2ing the agency r~ use tItc discnxforsorq, 
powers to midga~ or rrvnid sig~~fi@r~r ~ects on the ~viroJtm~nr ,ut~e~ it is 
leasihle to do so with Pcspc~ toprojects subject to rtte powers cPPIte agency. 
Prior to ~lantra~y 11 1~383, GI;J~ provirled implied dutf,orj~~S~fbr an agt·nc31 to use 
i-ts discrefi6n~z~ypnwt?rs to rnitigote or avoidJ-ignificanl ef~cs~ on the 
enviJomnenh Eff~c3ivt· JanL~a,y 1. 1983, CE~A provides e;t~rt~3s authority 19 do 
so. Ouidelin~es ~JS8·90 rcf. 

7. TbePower and R~et~oansifti:liv Conferred on the Board o~T 
Construction and Dcvjekto~Me~z of any 5tate Univt~3tv Camnus includes the 
plutboritv to T~Und.·C;ZEf~Site ~titi~e;it~on. 

Ihere are several laws that provide CSIJ rvith the authority to mitigate off-site 
environmental impacts. These fa\Ys consider the costs Oi: mitigation to be a parr of 
the overall project costs. "iLilitilSation measures must be fufly enforceable throuirP 
pennit conditions, agreements, or other legally binding insuumcnts. In the case 
of adoption of a plan, policy, regulation, or other public project, mitigation 
measures can be incorporated into the plan, policy. regtllslion, dr project design," 
Guidelines ~f T126 (a)(~)(2). In the context of the statute, to incorporate 
mitigation measures into a proj~ct means to amend the project so that the 
mitigation measures will be implemented, such as reducing the scope ofthe L4-55 
project or requiring that mitigation measures be implemented as a condition of the 
pmject. Federation afNillsicie and C~n~o~t Assoc. ~s Q~r~t o~CLch~ nngel~ces, 83 
C;51.Agp.3th 1252, 1261 (2000~. 

Additionally, CSU CEPi4 procedures, for CSU projects, conrunplate mitigation 
measures as providd in s~91'75.535: 

Mitigation measwrcs must be capable of 

Avoiding the impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an 
action. 

2, Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or m~g~ltude of the action and 
its implementation. 
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3. Rectifying the impact by repairing, rchabilltalin& or restoring the 
impacted etavironmcnl, 

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 providinl: substitute 
resources or environments, @SU CEQA Procedures SUAIM Section IIi, 
p,t8. 

State Cundin$ authority includes the ability to approve expenditures in compliance 
with laws such as CE~Q,L~: 

iyjl~ the board i~ar d~mined tf~ai an), constnzcrion, improvemtznts, ond ~t~e 
purcknse ol"eqaipment is it, be utu2~t~rak-~n, or Iftot plans and spe~cifscrali~nsjb~ 
c~nslrrtcliofi, imptov~nenrs. andequigme~s~ s~nY hPpreparad. ~heDi~ecror oT L4-55 
f;i'tsc~nco hSI axzrclttivs arde7 shalf a(lol to tbe Univt~r=PiEy ~6nli~arnia 1`J1~ amount (,,,,,d) 
rrcjtuir~d to pEafonn the work npproved3tsr tf~t: t~~versj~ o/C8li~JGmitr, or Is rit~ 
jDel7ariJn@nt of G~tleral SeTYieeS or oiftcr state a~enc~ thE omQwtrs j~pg~tlif~d iO 
p~r~foPn~ tdlb work approved by ih~ hoardfor othar si·are rr~mci~es. 3~r Lbtiv~sity 
of Cnfijbmicr or ~llo stale ngency to whici~ mone~ ~sas b~ifn altoiip3d sihali J7cr3corm 
that ~~rk or cause it to bspevform~d in rhr! manner providcd~f~y luw, Gov Crze 
~IS79~, I'irn~lt~s at1do3l') 

The state has expressly authorized CSU toTund campus construction and related 
expenses rcqctirc~ to carry out that consttucdon: 

OJt and ~aJ4erJuIy 1, 1861, the Trusletzs o3clhe CaljJbmb State University sJjall 
Itd~~F~if~H~twer and ~rpttnsibilitj~ in Zfte construc~iofi and dtilwlt~pmcnt oSan~ 
srat~ rrn~fverj~i~y camprcs, and any fnrildi~s or otJlrrrfacili~i~s or Im~t·ovane~ts 
cottneetpd ~ti~l~ the Ca~fornia S~ Lhuiberdty~ Eri. Code ~C;66B06, 

in summary, CECaA and other state laws contemplate incorporating mitigation 
measures into the developrnent pnojcct, as 61 component of the approved pr~j~ct 
itself, Accordingly, the mitigation measure costs may properly he consi(fered 
costs associated tr;ith the development project. The Board of Trustees has 
uub2lority to fund the developJnenf which would include mitigation measures 
incorporated into the project. 

8. Eunli~n~B~T-Sitc~f~X~.~,ati~ for Envirorm~ntal Imascts wo_uld_not be an IlfeRal 
GiB ofPublicfumds be~aur;e the Funds are for a Public P~r~p~, 

The Legislature is prohibited from making a gin ofpublir: money or thing of L4-56 
value to any individual or to any municipal or other corporation. Cat Cane. AR 
XV~, ~6. Rowever, if public funds are used for a pubfic purpose, they are not a 

: I giR Cottnr)-· ~Alamc?drt ~1. Cnuli·son, 5 Cnl.3d 730, 745-735 (1971), It does not 
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matter ifprivate individuals art: incidentally ben~frtpd as long as the overall 
purpose is to promote the publit interest. A~on~eba Go~mq· ~ Jrmrren. 16 Cat,",d 
276, 282 (1940), Also, some functions performed by Icr~ai gowenrments an:l~oth 
local and state In nature. C=ily oflos /In~gcXa9 v~ RifPy, 6 f3a1.2d 62r, C~Z?3 f1836$, 
A state purpose may also be: a local purplose, The state may appropriate ~c~s to a 
local govemmcnl for state purposes, nonvithstnnding that the purpose may also be 
local. fd. at 624. 

For ex;alnple, the appropriation by a county to a city to pave a public street was 
nor a gift because ofthe public purpose served by paving thiz s~r~et. Ci~y ·I~ 
Oaklamd v. Gern~scnt, 184 Gal. 298, 303-304 (1924). However, it was not 
suflicient char the appropriation was for a public purpose only, but that the public 
purpose sen/ed was ofsuf~icienr h~neral county interest. fd. at 304. In another 
case, the outright appropriation of 510 million to vct~cans to purchase homes 
would be unconstitutional, but an appropriation of the money to veterans to L4-56 
purchase homes as part of a resettlement project was constitutional because (cont'd) 
resettlement is a public purpose. 5asl Di~o C~tn~t at 724; V~-~a~s' ~Y~Jfnr~ 
B~nrd v. Rile~ i 89 Cal. 124 11822). 

In the case of the exprinsion of SDSU, the Draft IEI~R states t3~ru. adverse 
environmental impacts may be reduced to a level ofinsii~ai$cance by off~site 
mitigation measures, S~c&istation provides, "fhe maintenance ofa qxluliry 
environmrnt'for the people of this state now and in the future is a maacs of 
statewide concern." pub, Res. Code 1521000(a). Further, "felarh publie agency 
s~aU mitigate or avoid the signi rtcanl effects on tfie environmenr of praSrx~s that it 
carries out or approves whenever it is feasible to do so." Pub, ~i~ Code 
fi210C)2.1 @)~ Street imprtfvementshnve been found to be a benefi2 to the city, 

county, anci, wh~r@ it eotlnects with a state highway, of bwle~r ~enodt CiZ~ o~ 
Oakland at 304. Funding off-site mili~tion to address the adwersa enviranmentnl 
impacts oftfie SDSU expansion would not be an illegal gift ofpubtic funds 
because ofthe pubfic purpose and general benefit to r~e people ofdto State of 
Calilbrrrin and the City afSsn Dkgo in furthering the public policy behind state 
environmental Insv. 

g~ The~c~~nts of the LFnivcrsi!Y or~ifornia have A~eret~d to pay ~Tos 
Mihaation far Exn~tnsi8n ofUC C~m~us~. 

There are cas~s where the r2egent~e; ofthe I~niversity ofC~i~fon~ia have agreed to 
pay for off-site mitigation measuns due to expansion ofUC campusc~s. For 
example, wherc~elz~msnfnry school enrollmen't was increased as the result ofts L4-57 

university development plan, the Regents committed in the SEIR to provide its 
fair share of the costs of mitigation to address any intpacts as the result of 
carrying out the plan, Ga~t~ra tinion School Dist.v. Re~arw; r?rrh:e Un~v~rsir~ o~ 
Cn,, 37 Cal.AppAth 1025 (1985). The Regents also agreed to air monitoring 
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program for the area surrounding the campus as pan of mitigation to ensure air 
LILC;7 

quality in Laurt·l Noigltts lnlprovement Assoc v. ~he R~Kcnls oj~lte University oJ 
[cont'd) 

Ca., 167 Cnl.ad 37~ (tC388). These are examples ofputzlic funds tbr a public 
purpose to miti~gare off-site environmental impacts due to campus expansions. 

10. CSU's Rdiance: on the San Marcc3s case i4~i~~nlg~;e~3~~.B~:~;r~use thc Lcdslatute 
Rc~~ded tasthe. San Mor~os case by Revisirrn rh~t_~olrS~na.ElfxdP~'ovidil?a 
Statuton,.Bttfho~ to ImDose Ca~ital Fkcilities Fe~ on Pu~ljc~E_ntities. 

The DraR EW provides the follo\hing discussion regarding mitigation limitations: 

Cons~yuLrrlfy. Ca~om~a iazvpror·id~s that, in the uf~s~prce t~fe~rpn~ss f~eg~sJalive 
authorir;v. Stotc praper~· is ;cx~prlrom pr;operJ)t taxation andspeciai 
nssessmsusfor streer and o~t~w I~rL~al imprt~vtm~nls,,, AccQrdin~ to ~he 
Calffbmin Sup~t~nle Courr in the Sun ItlalCQJ do~s~on, the taliona~ ~j~hiTICI I~li~S 
e,rampdt>n ij 'to prr~e~nf one taLrJu;n)70ntrd entily_from sip~oniblg tax mo~u;yfrom 
unslh~ sttclt enli?v; the ~B res~~~ o~sut=tr a process couIrl be u~Jlece~sa~y 
nr;lmirtis~mljvr? costs and no acrlMI gain in tlt~r rcvc·nl~~Y,' ~recr~tive S?rmmary. 

I p.tl. 

In San cl-~n~cos, a water district needed legislative authority in order to collect a 
fee from a public entity because the fee was 8 special assessment in r;clrttion to the: 
exemption for public entities from property taxation. San Marcos Watt?r DbI, v. L4-58 
San ~nt·cas Zln~dSchooll)isr.l $2 eal. 36 154 (1986). In response to the 
@alifxnnia Supreme Court drcision, the l;egislature adopted the "SxuJ X3rarcos 
t~c~gi.sltltian" providing authorization for fht: special assessments. Gov. Code 
~S49~-Et~99,6. 

(a) The Le~islanme fLnds and declares that many public entities that provide 
public utility service have imposed cnpi~cai facilities fees applicable to users 
of public utility facilities in order to equitably apportion theeost ofcapiral 
facilities construction or expansion required by all public and private users 
of the facilities, In the recent decision in Son Na~cos WruerDist, v. Sun 

Marcos UniJiorl School aisr., 42 Gal. Jd 154, the Califomis Supreme Couit 
held that public entities cu~mol be made subject to these fees without 
statutory auaorizsdon, As a t~tsult, die fi~ical stability and service 
capabilities of the affected public utility service agencies which have in 
good ~fajth collected and spent ttl·es·c: f~ccs for capital improv~ment~s;lr~ 
seriowly impaired sis is t~s~ ability to f~nance Rssential fuzurr facilities. 

~ The Legislature further 8nds that the holding in the SPn ~Ma~-cos F~hrEr 
Disl. v. San iW~rco~ linificd School Disi~. 42 C~31. 36 154, should be revised 
to authorize payment and collection ofcopini ~Facilifie;s fees subject to the 
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limit~iorrj set forth in this chalrtcr, and in furtt~erance of this finding the 
Lc~isl~tntIw: hereby enacts the ~ollowing provisions. Gov. Code $545~. 

When the fees are imposed on a state agency or education entity, they must be 
necessary to de~fray the actual ct~nstnlctisn costs of that pamsn ofthe public L4-58 

utility facility scttally serving thr:agcncSI er educational entity. Gov, Code (cont'd) 

$54999.3 (a). 

f"urther, the San Marcu~s case plays no role in the interpretation of assessments, 
fees, and tars under Cal~ Canst~, arl, X111 i). Richrnond v. SKastn Communi~t 
Services l)isJ~..32 Cat.~rf~ 409, ·Q~ (2111)4). 

It. is Zna;o~m~oriare asthe case 3s 
r~t·iePt by the_Caiifomia Sunreme Court nd is not citable leaal autfwrrirv. 

The Dmft EIR Mitigaticti Limixz~rions section cites a 2003 Court ofAppeals ~e 
for thr: propasidon that off-site t·r~e improvements which are necessary to on= 
set a projected increase in traffte caused by a CSU University arcaot the 

~I responsibility of the univt~zsiry, but, rather, are the ~sponsibility o~the local L4-59 
jurisdicdrm. CiJy ofrMarina v~ aoarrl aJf Trt~sl~cr ofrhr Califor~ia Srntrr 
Univers~ly, 108 Cal.App.iQ~h 1179 (21)03). T1·x: Cnllfomia Supreme Court has 
p;ranted review oftht: City o/~farr'nn t~se. Ciranting ofpotition for hearinfS of 

paior case matc~s citation of the prior case improper. CoatJtionfor tos An~Sa~as 
Catmty irt pu~T~j·je 1~tltc?rest v. Batad ofSu~Hzrvi~Fors cP~Los Rngeles Coltnty, 76 
·Cal,App.Jd 341(1977). Thcroarct, tfle Citp of3c~fnrifia case should nor be cited as 
authority for any legal pt·opo~iirian under the Califomia Rules ofCourt, Rule 976, 

R~t~e 977, and Rule 879. 

12. The Draft ELZR should include a historic i~sourc~s rgxrrr to address impacts to L4-60 
Histosical Sjb t~LP80r - ~vioai~rir~ should be required for excavation into soil \x~i~h 
could potplnd~ilfy contain historic ~ogn;w, 

13. A restoration p~ut should be provided to mj·tigate wetland impact;s, (S~t 
attached). L4-61 

please contact the above-maned individual if you have any questions on these comments, L4-62 
Ure ask that ~tou please addrczs these issues in Iht draft ~IR and use our si~niAcance 
thresholds for mjtigarioa Also, please provide us a copy of the draft. 
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Chris 

assis;tant Deputy Director 
Land Developmmt REvi~w Divisfon 

Armchtnrs: 

t\lP~nr3~s Rcsto~tt~ion Plan Gui~S~F~i~ts (Appendix B or Biofiuidslines) 
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Land Devdopmcnt Mszluaf - Biology Guidelines h~ ~21~02 

GENERAL OUTLI~IfU~ I~R 
REVEG~ETATIO~`IRESTORATIO~c' P~ANS 

Inuoducticgl 

~ac'itgrottnd and project locatjonts) (with naps) 
ProJr~ 1PurposP & Rrs~M·ation Goal(s) and Objtlctiv~ 

]Exjsting ~f~n~tiam 
EnviKnraartal Eeuindvcgcsatron & wiMlife of afferredl impacted atea(o) [ton be in inapiJ 
Eovircnrae~t~Pi stuit~g, awne~tirp, land uses of arm to be revegetated (ftgunzs~n~n~ps) 
Doscriptiag~alusriw of ni~i~uion soil, hydro~olWldminagE conditions, Lapogm-phy, tonsltraits fropo 
naps) 
Reference Site(s) for development of specifications, and for monitoring use 

RCespwsiftifirics 
~it~narncinl Responsibility 
Revegetation Team 

Propa Biolae~ist Cmcludt trainifigg of conuact~, as needed) 
~iotli~ar, ifdifferent 
LandsmI~R~3veL~ulai~ance Cc~u~ac~rfs) 
Stailp]anS cor~eetionlpn~cunmcnt contracting 

f Site Preparation 
Removal of debris. if necessary 

Land shapiagfgra$mg and drainage plan if needed 
TopsoiYbntsh ~ pr~paguXe salva~ and uansiocatidn plan if needed 
Weed Eradication 

soil Prrpslmlan 

Pl;tming Spccifa~alions 
Seed s6urcrts and procurement 
seed MixesJContnina plant lists' (Ibs/tc) 
P~an~ing I>ea;igo (includh tinring/schtxllulr, planting plan) 
5eed applimlioP~ muhods (inrpsinling, hydresetd at mulcfi, hand broadca~ting, Etc) 
irrigatian 

hpitinmt~a=t 

Si~e fryxecis~ (feocing, ~Ei~nafia) 
wtta Conaol (r~ihods, s~dulc) 
Wwt~culwral T~iuaM~ ipruninZ5, Icaf liner, rrmlching, removal of disatstd plants) 
Erosion Conual 

fC-c~t~i·xn~r plantings and feswding 
Va;Kiaiism 
IrrigatiCBt n?ainrca~acc. MnEEdEd 

ATTACIIM33hT "33" 
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Land Development Manesils~~uiddioss ae~a~rma~I·s~ 

MonilMing and Suctr~ Ass~ss~nr~nl 
Riiemiros~ns 8r R~pcxting SchEdub · 
performance Standards 
Monitaring proc#turcrt 

horticutlural ~eedling and plant %s~ss~e~s~ 
biolakicai, iacfuding sampiing methods 

Rtpwtiag proignun 

Rwntdkdon and ~wtr~ng~ncy Measures 

~ptsfonnnnce Bond 

NatiT~cnlion cA CMnpletlan 

A~rACH,FUIEhPT "B" 
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THE CITY Or SAN DIEGO 

Martlh IS, 2005 

W, Aiatlwy f;nfton 
Bircctor:oftherSfdicc ojrFst~ili~~t Planniry and Management 
Administration Building 130 
San Di~go State University 
5500 Camywnile I)rive 
San Die_gn, Cn 92)82-lfi~9 

Dear Mr. Fulton: 

Subject: Dnfl Enviranmen~al Jmpnct Repwt and SDSU 2005 ~Car~aus Maarr Plan Revisian 

Tne nedevelopmcnt A~ency of the City of San f)iego (Rede'9eioPmeut Agency') BIGS 
received and rrvjewed the Drmdi Environmcntnl impact Report (DEIR) and SE)-SU 2~05 Campus 
Master Plan Revision, I'his letter shdl serve as the Rtdrt~opmeal Agenca's asponse to the 
DEiR and outlines the concemri of the rPcdev~opment Agency. 

I MAJOR~SSUeS 

* According to Section X1 of the Executive Summruy of the DELR, it is the position of the 
CSU Board arTtustces thni SDSU is not legsll~y authorizpxt to fund off-site 
k~nprovcments as mi2igntion for cs\mpus dwolepmenl such as that prop~sed by XhE SDSW 54-1 
2005 Campus hRnstcr'Plsn Revision; 

n in-the U~R ~r ES-2, Summary rabie of Prr?iecl impacts and Mitigation Merurums, 
the Redt~bpmeat Agency is'tdentified as the ·responsi2lle agency for·rnitiQption 
measures a~1 thrortgfii TCP-6 and TCP-8 through TGf-ll; and 

hc6ordit~ to Section 'V of the Fxol4nive Summary, page ES-~i The DEIR is intended to 
be borft:a program ievPJ nnd project lael FaR for the ~proposed Alvarado Hotel and the 'D 
Lot' portion afttre A1Mtrado Campus Park, 

SITMM~ RE~fiO~i~SE ~O ISSuEs 
S4r2 

SDSU eoPld legally fund off-sire improvements as mifig;lion for campus dtvvilopmet; 

* 'fhc: Redeveiopmcnt A:ency is not rrt~ponsibff: for mitigating tmAle impacts as a result of S4-3 
5D5U; 

RE= E'IV~C) 

Redwelopment Agency MAR 1 & ~C05 
609 11 S~Ea, Suit9 JW. AtS 9M · Sjn Dir3J, ~P M101-150b 

Id 1519) 5?54233 fm(6191133·12SC 

Coa~r~i~W ar$ErPnwme Dr~t;oFaear Fjamo~ P~ML~ And 
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March i 7, 2005 

Any assistance to the mitigation oftrafiic impacts as a result ofSDSU's 2005 Campus 
hAnstcr Plan R~vision is ~II~RIV Unfjk~!JY due to tht fact rhslt SDSU is exentpt fnm~ I~ying 5~4~-4 
Property tar and therefore no tax increment is expected to be generated; 

o ~P~3) ifeIikS11311it9' could he ~Bvvn to quallrgr for Agency funds, the Agency stilt hari 
discretion of which afmnny co-mpeting projects actually gets Funded. IZven ifcvidemce S4-5 
could be Presented to support the ftndings, nr,cxpenditure could be made unless and until 
the Ag·r~ and City Council, in their sole discretion, decide to adopt the necessary 
resolutions and provide fundin~ 

Certain criteria must be met before die Rtrdevelopment Agency could consider 
contributing funds for the O~Xkgitft ~VCmgtls. .at feast two conditions have not been 
ma including 1) No other reasonable rmeans of financing, and 2) cansistency iviti\ die 
adopted rctd~velopmcnl plan, master project plan and implementarion Plan; dnd 

· SDSCl's pr~ponc8 projects art:int~tnsis~t ~kitf~ die C~U;c~e Community 
Redevelopment plan adapted by City Council by Ordinance Numtacr 0-18018 on 
Novernber30,1993; 

84-6 

· SDSU's proposed projects are inconsistent with the College Community 
Redevelopment Project Mnster Project plan adopted by City Council by 
Resolution Numbe-r -·R-282801 on C)ctobm 12, 1993; and 

S~ISU"s pl-B~e~it~l: projects are inconsistent with tf~ College ConJmunir~ 
Bwkvdopr~Ent project Ttdrcl EivOY~Pr lrnpiementatioli plan adopted by The 
Redevelopment A~T~na~-· by Resolution Number R-03810 on Sc~f~temb-et 7, 2004. 

Siecrietn Five of~h~- DE)B, Al~nrn~a~s, did not consider private development and 
ownership ofrire proposed projects wi~hin the College Community Redevelopment 
Project Area. Mw did it pmuide t~n allcnmrive ~de·i~ttopment program Ihslt wuutd ~ S4-7 
consistent witft die R~dcYdapm·t~Rt A~en~cy's adopted documents. 

~Z~ACKC'RDUNI) 

Before responding in more detail to the issues raised previously, pi clear distinction 
benvccn the Redcveioptncmt Agency and the City of San Dicgo [City] must be made. A 
redevelopment agency is generally recognized as a separate legal entity from die city that 
establishes it. County QfSuluno c~ r/alltljo Redeuebqpmcni j4gency, 75 Gal. npp. ~b 1252, (257 
(1999). Redevelopment agencies are govcmrnental entities tlsat exist by state fn~ and are 54-8 
administrative agents afit,e state. These agencies carry out state policy and do nor function as 
local entiti~s Tfrcy are state agencies carrying out state policy for local purposes. See nndrews 
v, @ity oJ"Son Bamardino, 175 Clal. App. Zd 459(1959); Wa~r v, Salinr~i·, 5& Cuf. App. 36 711 
(1976); ICtlhoP F~ eiit~v ~18~riG-~l~t3·~ 67 Cai. App~ 31 666(197'7). Therefore, die Redevelopment 
Agency is a sepat-ate legal entity distinct from the City. 
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page 3ft~f~f~. Anthony Fulton S4 (,,nt~d, 
March 17, 3,(X)S 

Df5·T~lf5SI~IN 

Section Xf of the Execdwe Sumnlary of the UEIR does not make a compeiling argument 
as to u;hy Sf4~aJ could not pay for I~rt a'i~9j~: ingmyvcmcnts to mitigate the impacts ofS~ISU's 
proposed projects. Further, it indicates that doing so could lead to legal challenges that such S4-8 
ucpendi-ntres could tX:considaed illegal gifts o~p~blk l-ands That argument mal<es no sctase 
given the fact that state and toC~tf agenc.teu regularly contribute public funds to off-site pubtic 
improvements. 

it is the understanding artfie t~i~cvr?lopmcnl Agency that currently SDSU hasa penil 
application with the City for a public i3nprovrmcns, project at the intersection ~c~fCollr~e Avenue 
and Zur;t Mfay. This public improvement project, which SDSU is the applicant for, also happens 
to be one of the off-site mitigation m~iaur~s ITCP-3] listed in the DEIR ITat~Ja: i, tiu~ 
Table of project Impacts and h4itiption Measures] which SE)SU claims it can not legally fund, 

The Redevelopment: Agency can find no justification as to \xhy SDSUI in its D~dR ussc~ 

thstx the Redevelopment Agency is rcsponsitie for mitigation measures as a nzsufz of SZ)S~U*s 
proposed projects. Further, SDSU has no ]c~al authority to assign responsibility ofr~Sllgabisn 
measures as a result of SDSU propascd projects onto the Redevelopment Ap~nc~~ 

The DEIR, in Table ES-2, Summary Table elf Project Impacts and Mitigation E~il~u~, 
references the tf393 Program EIR for aftr Clollcgr: CammmJity Reciev~lopmcni project Area in 
ideatifymg the Redevelopment Agency its the responsifrtp agency kr midgation measures SP9 
rt~ctrt3ncrd as TCP-I,TCP3, TCP-~, TCP-4, T~P-5, TCP-B, TCP-8, TCP-4, TCP- it), an~8 T~P- 
1 I~ It should be noted that tbe 1993 611L is a i 2-yeiu alh propam level ETZi, adopted by the 
Redevelopment Agency and City Council. it should not be interpreted that the mitigation 
meaRfr~s listed in the 19~3 program ~f~W are the responsibility ofihe Redevelopment Agency. 
Currently, projects ~vi~hb the College ~ommuniTy Redevelopment Project Area in development 
and with the paxti~cips~t~it~a of the Redevelopment l~zncy, such as the proposed The Pascc, 
Project, have been tasked with a psojeczspocif~E EIB and specifte mitigation measures for the 
impacts of each project ate being assessed. 

h should also be noted ttu3t the 19e)3 program EIR attticipated 600,010 stlulm: feet o~f 
office space and 1 00,000 squpre feet of research and deVels~ment space within dte A~y~cldO 
Road Sub-Ar~a It dirf not consider the College of Eduration and College orf~n~inecring with a S4-10 
combined development program of1,065,000 square feet. Afso, although a.~ot~t~i w~t~~cKtn~idcr~d 
in the 1993 program EIR, the hoict was intended to be built in the Lot 'A' 5uZ1-nrca not the 
Aluarado Road Su~-Aten. 

~hr: Agency does have d~t nulhnri~ to acquire and develop property and to provide for 
instal3alj~,N'cons~ruction of streets, utiiitics, and tither public improvements necessary in the 
project area to ~arry out the redevelopment plan; Hcold~ nndSaj~v Code Ser~iun 33$21. S4-11 
Ftrrthennore, Lhe A~jcncy is also au.thori~d to pay value of the land and cost of installation & 
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construction ofsny improvtmmt IfPa~ is publicly owned within or withottt the project area; 
HeaZlh and Scr~t~l CU~L~ S~CljBn 33845. now~vcr, Caliibmia Cornmunily Redevelopment Law 

I[C.RZ] section 333-35 requires s~t~ilic Gndings he made to justify the use of Agency funds. 
Those required findin~s are: 

~ I)Th~t im~ro~emrm~i as~ arb~er~~ to Ikr pnsjrct ~r~a or to the imnnedisle 
neighborhood within which the FYrojtrcl is located; 

(7_) That no other reasonable m6ms of financing the impmvemenm are avai I~b~e to the 
community; and 

(3) ThaI the payment of funds ~for the cost of the improvement Isrifl assist in the S4-ll 
eliminu6ot·1 oTisne or mote; Mighting conditions inside the project arra,and is consistent with the (EO"L'dl 
redevelopment plan and implementation plan adopted pursuant to Section 33490, 

Thus, ceriain criterirt tnust he satisfied before determining that AIenccy fimds dan be 
appmpriately applied to costs of off-site traffic improvements. Qtlser r~te means of 
fmancing would need to he sought prior re, seeking additional funding for-m dte Agency. 

One of the major criteria used by the Redevctopment Agency in dttennining·which 
projecL~ will be fundad is whether the pruj~cl will pay for itself through the use of tax increment 
ftnsncing. That is cl~arlv not the case here, particularly wjth anticipated private development 
now p~oysosttd ibr by SfjSU to be publicly e~vneb facilities that would be rukeri ~CT the property 
tax rolls, 

Qther critcrla~c?tticfi 132e REdeveiopment Agency u~t~s to dletermine which projects will 
receive fonding which is nor met with SI1SU's 2005 Campus Master Plan Revision include: 

Consistency wisf~ tte College Community Rcdevefopmcns· Plan [CCRP], The 
CCRP Aid not anticiy7ate and does not allo~h· for the constnrcrion of a hotel in the 
Alvarado ~I~acf Sub-Area ofthe College Community ~Jevt~lls~m~nt I"cojec1 
Area. A. hotel is perntilted in ~thc- CCRP in dte ~o~ 'A"· Sub-hrext of tlpe College 
Communiq Redevelopment Pfi~j:1 Ansa, but thm3t is not wftat is heirtg proposed 
in the SDSU 20~j C3mpus Master Plan ilevision; 

Coilaistency with tt~e College Community Redevelopment Pr;ojcct Master Prqjrcl SP12 
plan [MPP], The MPP requires that a dissiggn manual be adopted for i~c~- of the 
live Sub-Areas of the College Community Redevelopment P~hoject A~o before 
development is to occur. Ar this lime, only the Core Sub-Areahas an adopted 
Design Menud. It was adopted by City Council on August 12, 1997 by 
Resolution h'unlbe?- R-289099. Prior to ~uly mnjor development bieing plennitted 
within the Alvarariu Road Sub-Arm, a similar Design Manual must be i#t~tcd by 
City Council, and 
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Consist-ency with the Third Five-Year implementation Plan for the College 
Community Rrxiev~erspmenl Prpft·ect flmplementation Ptanf, The implementation 
Plan anticipates btte San Z~ic~o State WRiversity Foundation would bring forward S4-12 
the Atvarado Road Sub-Area Design Manual sometime ill Fiscal Year 2005 with (cont'd) 

construction of npproxjmn~ly 100,000 square feet oCe~impus serving t~esearch 
and office space to commence in FLscul Year 2606. The SDL~SJ ~fXIS Campus 
Master Plan Revision calls far 245,000 square ~f~et of development and makes no 
mention of an Alvararlo RBad Sub-At`ea Design Man~at., 

Tt\e Alternatives Section of the DEfft sl~owld have considered the alternative of a l>rivate 
development and ownershipofrhe proposed projects within the Colle~c: Community 
aedwdopn~rrr project A:~ii. This could have produced an alternative whereby funding by tt~e 54-13 
Redc~to~opm&nt A~Se"cy could be i~ienti·f~i·ecf. Further, had a less intense development altemative 
been considered, with the hotel not prs~fxrs~x~ wit3hin the Alvnrado Road SubArea, AndiniSs may 

hsve been made which Icwld meet the Re~c~evclopmcrst agency's criteria to assist in the funding 
of9n=site improvcm~nrs- 

CQNCLUBION 

b 171r Redevelopment Agency riaes net agree with the assertion that S·I)511 can not legally 
pay for o8site public improvements to mjtigste impncts as a s~sutt ofSI)SU's proposed 54-14 
projects. 'I?x: RErtc·veloyment agency does tlol accept responsibility ·f~ mitigating any impacts 
as a result of 5DSU'r, proposed prajccrs. Thot RBctawelc~pment Agency does not support the GSU 
Board ofTrusmcs ccrtilicarion ufthis UEIR wr~(il additional alternatives such as those previously 
mentioned are coltsic~ersd. 

Sincerely, 

/~'~zrcyr, 
Htunk CufininlJham 
Assistant t3xecutive Director, Rcdevci;opment Aa~mcy 

cc: nimce Faucett, Chief of 5ta~ Council District 7 
Chris Zirkic, Assistant Deputy Director, City of 5an Die~o EAS 
Anne ~wry, Senior Planner, City of$en Diego EAS 
Ann French Gorrsalv~t, Senior Tnffic En~inccr, City of San DIega DSD 
M~ulon PRngifin~ul, planner, City ofSr;u~ X)iego ~ong R;inge Planning 
Jim Lundquist, Associate F;ngincsr - Traffic, City of San Diego DSD 
Maureen Ostryt, Deputy Director, R~deva~lopment Agency 
James favics, 'R~~N~loprnent Coordinator, R~develop~ne~t A~n~cy 
Micltaei Fortne)t, Project M~annl3~er, f~eve~pment Agencv- 
Collegc Commuaily R~td~v~]et~ment Project Area eommitret 
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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 

1 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 another two months continuance on 
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this process because, as President Weber mentioned, there have been a task 

force, ad hoc committees, that were created between Councilman Jim 

rvladaffer, 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 ETR 

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 is a failure to identify all of 

the impacts in the EIR. Essentially there are several major intersections with 

1-8, 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 until 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 
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Board. The City of Marina case relies on a case called San Marcos. Well, 

Salt Marcos, number one, was not a CEQA case, and number two, does not 

directly address the fundamental issue which is in the City ofn/larina 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 road 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, 

just wanted to let the council, make them aware of that,~ and to understand 

that, should they go forward, the City, as well as the Redevelopment Agency, 

is prepared to file a writ. 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. jlnaudiblej ... does not conform to the College 

Community Redevelopment Plan, the College Community Master Project 
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Plan, nor does it conform to the College Area Community Plan. I 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 ordisapprove 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. 

McDade: Chairman Galinson and Committee members, good afternoon. I, as indicated 

previously, my name is Michael McDade, and I'm here today as legal counsel 

for Alvarado Hospital Medical Center andits parent, Tenet Healthcare 

Corporation. We're here, sadly and reluctantly, in opposition to the master 
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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. It is a 
vital healthcare facility. It is a key emergency response center. It's located on 

Aivarado Road, which is already a failing road by City standards. It'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 

Page 26 
CSU Boal-n of T,uslees Meeting - Septembel- 20, 2005 
Co,,lmitree on Planning, BuiIdilzRs alln Grountls 

843~jQ 



1 Arthur S. Moreau, Esq., Bar No. 168942 
Carey L. Cooper, Esq., Bar No. 195090 

2 KLINEDINST PC 
501 West Broadway, Suite 600 

3 San Diego, California 92101 
(619) 23 9-8 13 1/FAX (6 19) 23 8-8707 

5 Attorneys for DEL CERRO ACTION COUNCIL 

8 SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 

9 COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 

10 

11 )I DEL CERRO ACTION COUNCIL, ) Case No.: GIC855643 

12 Petitioner, ) [COMPI~JEX LITIGATION - 
) consolidated w/ GIC855694 and 

13 v. ) GIC855701] 

14 Ij BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF CALIFORNIA) 
: STATE UNIVERSITY and DOES 1-20, SECOND OPENING BRIEF 

15 11 inclusive, ) IN SERIES OF TWREE: 

16 Respondents. i DEL CERRO ACTION COUNCIL)S 
OPENING BRIEF 

17 11 ) 
SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY and 

18 11 DOES 21- 40, inclusive, ) Dept.: 71 
) Judge: Ronald S. Prager 

19 Real Parties in Interest. ) Complaint Filed: 10/20/05 

20 

22 

23 11~ 

24 11~ 

25 ~ 

26 11~ 

27 

28 ~ 

DEL CERRO ACTION COUNCIL'S OPENING BRI[IEF 



it 

1 TABLE OF CONTE1VTS 

2 I. Introduction 1 ···-···'""""""'"''' ''""'"''""""""""""' 

3 II. Statement of Facts 1 ············-·· ····"""-''-'"'""""' """"""' 

4 11 A. History of the Del Cerro Community and the Navajo Community Plan ........ 1 

5 B. San Diego State University's 2005 Master Plan Revision ................. .2 

6 C. The Administrative Process ......... - - · · · · · · · · · · - · - · · · · · · · · · · · ·. · · · · · 2 

7 III. Stand'ards for Review ........... · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · - · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · - · · · · - · · 3 

8 IV. The EIR Violates CEQA Because it Contains False and Misleading Information .... ..3 

9 A. The EIR Fails to Disclose the Project's Inconsistencies with the Navajo 
Community Plan & Local Zoning Laws ............. ......... · · ··3 

10 
1. The EIR is Misleading in Connection with the Del Cerro's Street 

11 Classifications and Carrying Capacities ................... .... - - · · 4 

1211 2. The EIR is Misleading in Connection with the Density Proposed for 
the Adobe Falls Development .................. · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 5 

13 
3. The EIR Incorrectly States that it is "CONSIST~ENT" with The 

14 Navajo Community Plan and Street Classifications ............... ..5 

Is B. Sovereign Immunity Does Not Excuse CSU's Obligation to Disclose 
Information ..........·..······ ···-··············· · ················6 

16 
V. The EIR Violates CEQA Because it Does Not Include Accurate Baseline 

17 Descriptions 7 ···-··--' "'--'~"""""''~"~""' '''·""'""""""" 

18 A. The EIR's Baseline Description Relies on Incorrect Street Classifications and 
Incomplete Traffic Data 7 

19 
B. The ETXI. Does Not Contain Baseline Information on Emergency Response 

20 Times for any Areas Beyond, or Even Adjacent to, SDSU'~ Main Campus ..... 9 

21 1/ VI. The EIR Violates CEQA Because it Fails to Ass/ess the Project's Impacts on 
Emergency Sewices in the Vicinity of the Project ................. ......·..... 9 

22 
VII. The EIR Violates CEQA Because it Improperly Defers Analysis oflieasonably 

23 Foreseeable Significant Environmental Effects 10 

24 VIII. The EIR Violates CEQA Because it Does Not Adequat~ly Assess Project 
Alternatives 12 ············· ·····"""""'""'""''" """"""""' 

25 

A. The EIR Does Not Adequately Consider Density Alternatives for Adobe 
26 Falls 12 ·-······' """""""""""'""'""' """"""""' 

27 B. The ]EIR Does Not Adequately Assess Alternative Locations to Adobe Falls .. 13 

28 ~ 

DEL CERRO ACTION COUNCIL'S OPENING BRIEF 



I 

1 II TABLE OF CONTENTS 

2 TX. The EIR Fails as a Public Disclosure Document Because it Does Not Clearly Disclose 
That the Mitigation Measures Identified Are Purely Speculative and Uncertain ......14 

A. The EIR is Unclear as to the Preparation of the Del Cerro Traffic Calming 
4 Study and Any Mitigation Measures Recommended Thereby .............. 14 

5 B. The EIR Does Not Clearly Disclose that the Mitigation Measures it 
Identifies MayNeverbe Implemented ................ · · · · · · · - · · · · - · · · · 16 

X. CEQA Is Violated Because the Statement of Overriding Considerations Is Not 
7 Supported by Substantial Evidence 17 

8 A. There Is No Evidence in the Record to Justify the Construction of New 
Housing forRetired Faculty orRetired Staff ............... · · . · · · · · · · · · · 17 

B. There Is No Evidence in the Record Indicating that the Project Will Achieve 
10 Benefits Cited in the Statement of Overriding Considerations .............. 19 

11 XT. Conclusion 19 
·······'·"""""'""""' """""""""""""""' 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

DEL CERRO ACTION COtTNCIL'S OPENING BRIEF 



1 TABLE OF AUTHORITIES 

2 CASES: 

3 Bakersfield Citizensfor Local Control v. City ofBakersfield 
(2004) 124 Cal.App.·l·th 1·184 ................... .................. .- .......3 

Citizens ofC;oleta Valley v. Board of Supervisors 
5 (1990) 52 Cal.3d 553 ................... ................... .............. 12 

6 11 County ofAmador v. El Dorado County T/t~ateu Agency 
(1999) 76 Gal. App. 4th931 .................. ................ .............7 

Fairview Neighbors v. County ofyentura 
8 11 (1999) 70 Cal.App. 4th238 ................... ................... ..... 10, 11 

g Federation oSHil2side and Canyon Associations v. City oflos Angeles 
(2000) 83 Cal.App.·lth 1252 ................... ................... ........ 14 

10 

Friends offhe Eel River v. Sonoma County Water Agency 
11 (2003) 108 Cal.App.4th859 ................... .................. .... 6,7,12 

12 11 Gentry v. City ofMurrieta 
(1995) 36 Cal.App.4th 1359. ................... .................· .· ..~....3 

Kings County Farm Bureau v. City ofHanford 
14 (1990) 221 Cal.App.3d692 ................... ................... .........12 

15 11 .Maivrtain Our Desert Environment v. Town ofApple Valley 
(2004)120 Gal. App. 4th396 ........... ................... .........3 

16 

Napa Citizensfor Honest Gov't v. Napa County Ed. of Supervisors 
17 11 (2001) 91 Gal. App. 4th 342 ....... ~ ................. ................. 6, 7 

18 Sierra Club v. Contra Costa County 
(1992) 10 Cal.App.drth 1212 ................... ................... ........ 17 

19 

Sundstrom v. County ofMendocino 
20 (1988) 202 Gal. App. 3d296 ................... ................... ........ 11 

21 11 Topanga Assoc. for Scenic Community v. County oflos Angeles 
(1974)11 Cal.3d, 506 ................... ................. ................3 

22 
STATUTES: 

23 

CEQA G·uidelines 
24 Section 15093 ..................: ................... ................... .17 

Section 15125 ................... ................... ............... 3, 6,7, 9 
25 Sectionl5126 ...................................................... 12,14 

Appendix G ................. .................. ................... ......9 
26 

Public Resources Code 

27 Section 21002 ................... ................... ............... ;.... 17 
Section 21081.6 ................... ................... ............... 14, 17 

28 

DEZ. CERRO ACTION COUNCIL'S OPENING BRIEF 



1 I. Introduction 

2 This Opening Brief is submitted by the Del Ceno Action Council, one of three petitioners 

3 before the Court in this matter. The Court here is presented with three consolidated CEQA 

4 actions brought by very different petitioners: the City, the Alvarado Hospital and a group of 

5 citizens from the Del'Cerro neighborhood. Each one of these petitioners has concerns unique 

6 from the others, but nevertheless find themselves aligned as a result of San Diego State 

7 University's (SDSU's) 2005 Campus Master Plan Revision ("the Project") which proposes an 

8 unprecedented, ambitious and controversial expansion of the existing campus beyond its historic 

9 boundaries, with little regard for resultant impacts on the adjacent hospital, nearby residents, the 

10 environment or the general public. 

11 ZI. $tatement of Facts 

12 A. History of the Del Cerro Community and the Navaio Community Plan 

13 As stated in the Navajo Community Plan (NCP), of which the Del Cerro neighborhood is 

14 11 part, this is a "family-oriented community of attractive single-family homes." (AR 4493) A 

15 community plan for the Navajo area was initially adopted in 1982, with a circulation and public 

16 11 transportation element being added in 2002 (AR 4475), and additional road classifications being 

17 (( made for the Del Cerro neighborhood in April 2004 (AR 6578). 

18 Del Cerro lies within the Navajo area, north of the 8 Freeway, and is currently separated 

19 (1 from SDSU's campus by eight to ten lanes of busy inter-state freeway. There is, however, a strip 

20 11 of undeveloped land owned by SDSU, which also lies north of Interstate 8, and which separat~s 

21 )) Del Cerro homes ~i·om the freeway. The only access to this strip of land is through the Del Cerro 

22 11 neighborhood. (AR 43 8 and 464) This entire area is zoned as RS 1 i, meaning it is zoned for no 

23 more than one single-family residence per 40,000 square feet. (AR 660) SDSU, however, 

24 11 intends to develop 540 apartment and town home units on 33 acres, and has not planned any 

25 11 alternative access, but intends to direct ail traffic tan additional 3,123 car trips per day) over the 

26 11 Del %erro streets and past Del Cerro's pre and elementary schools. (AR 464, 1632-1633, 1639) 

27 11 The development of this area within the Del Cerro neighborhood is only one of several 

28 11 developments proposed by SDSU's 2005 Master Plan Revision. 
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1 B. San Dieg~o State University's 2005 Master Plan Revision 

2 The project in question is a multi-component, master-planned expansion of the SDSU ' 

3 campus, and consists of five major components: 

4 Alvarado Campus Park: SDSU will construct up to 1,065,000 square feet ofinsbructional 

5 and research office space as well the subsequent construction of a 2,000 car parking structure. 

·6 This aspect of the campus expansion would necessitate the demolition of the existing Alvarado 

7 Medical Center. 

8 East Campus Residence Hall Expansion: SDSU will construct an additional residence 

g H hall and parking on its main campus to accommodate an additional 300 student residents. 

10 Student Union: SDSU will construct a new Student Union Building on its main campus. 

21 Alvarado Hotel: SDSU will construct a 60,000 square foot, four-story hotel to provide 

12 approximately 120 hotel rooms and studio suites with all attendant amenities. 

13 Adobe Falls/North Campus: SDSU will develop 540 apartments and town homes, 

14 including "continuing care" senior housing, primarily for SDSU retired faculty and retired staff. 

15 11 The use of the term "North Campus" is a mi~mer, as this area is separated from SDSU's 

16 11 campus by the I-8 freeway, and can only be accessed whentraffic is routed over Del Cerro's 

17 (1 residential streets, through a community of single-family residences and past two schools. In 

18 It essence, the 540-unit development will be placed at the end of two Del Cerro cul de sac streets. 

19 11 (AR 96 and 464) 

20 C. The Administrative Process 

21 On September 21, 2005, CSU approved SDSU's 2005 Master Plan Revision and certified 

22 the ETR in the face of opposition not only from Petitioners, but ~om the Fire Department (AR 

23 11 768), the Police Department (AR 4202-4204), the California Department of Transportation (AR 

24 2101-2105), the California Highway Patrol (AR 2099-2100), the San Diego River Conservancy 

25 11 (AR 2554), and various other agencies and local community councils. 

26 Because CSU determined that the Project would have unmitigable significant adverse 

27 environmental effects on air and traffic that cannot be mitigated to a less-than-significant level, 

28 CSU made Findings of Fact and adopted a Statement of Overriding Consideration when it 
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1 approved the Project. (AR 4406-4470) In this case, though, the Statement ofOveniding 

2 Considerations serves another purpose: to override significant adverse environmental impacts 

3 caused by the Proj ect which could be avoided or substantially lessened if Respondent would 

4 undertake necessary mitigation in conjunction with its development. 

5 IIX. Standards for Review 

6 This Court must independently examine the administrative record to determine whether 

7 CSU abused its discretion in certifying the EIR and approving SDSU's expansion. See, e.g., 

8 Gentry v. City ofMurrieta (1995) 36 Cal.App.4th 1359. An abuse of discretion is established if 

g either (1) the agency has not proceeded in a manner required by law, or (2) the determination or 

10 11 decision is not supported by substantial evidence. Topanga Assoc. for Scenic Community v. 

11 II County OfLOS Angeles (1974) 11 Cal.3d, 506, 516. Even though the Court's review of factual 

12 determinations made by Respondent is deferential, limited to asking whether such determinations 

13 are based on substantial evidence, there is no deference owed when it comes to ascertaining 

14 11 whether CSU failed to act in a manner prescribed by law, such as by not satisfying the 

$ 15 information-disclosure requirements of CEQA. See, e.g., Bakersfield Citizensfov Local Control 

16 y· City ofBakersJield (2004) 124 Cal.App.drth 1184, 1207-1208. 

17 11 IV. The EIR Violates CEOA Because it Contains False and Misleading Information 

18 CEQA requires full disclosure of all information that bears on the environmental impact 

19 of a project, so that all concerned are fully informed. Maintain Our Desert Environment v. Town 

20 11 of Apple Yalley (2004)120 Gal. App. 4th 396. More specihcally, CEQA guidelines require that 

21 the EIR discuss "any inconsistencies between the proposed project and applicable general plans 

22 and regional plans." 14 Gal. Code Regs ~ 15125(d). Such disclosure obligations must be strictly 

23 complied with, and this Court owes no deference as it examines the EIR to determine whether 

24 11 appropriate disclosures were made. BakersJit~ld Citizensfor Local Control, supra, ~at 1207-1208. 

A. The EIR Fails to Disclose the Proiect's Inconsistencies with the Navaio 
26 Community Plan & Local Zoning: Laws 

27 Despite the requirement for strict adherence to disclosure obligations, the EIR fails to 

28 11 acknowledge the specific differences between the proposed Adobe Falls Development and 
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1 the NCP. The EIR is inconsistent with the NCP in several respects, none of which were 

2 acknowledged by the Er]R despite public comments raising the issues. 

i. The EIR is Misleadin9~ in Connection with the peI Cerro's Street 
4 11 Classifications and Carrvin9: Capacities 

5 First, the EIR classifies Del Cero Boulevard as "unclassified" despite the fact that the 

6 Navajo Community Planning Group ("NCPG") and the City Planning Department desi~ated 

7 Del Cero Boulevard as a "local street" and brought this fact to SDSU's attention through 

8 comments on the Draft EIR (DEIR). While the Navajo Community Planners cited the relevant 

9 transportation map on file with the San Diego Planning Department in its comments, SDSU 

10 11 responded by asserting its conclusion that its Del Cerro roadway classifications are "consistent" 

11 II with the NCP. (AR 4257 and 6578) This is a false statement because the road classifications 

12 used in the EIR's traffic impact assessment are different than the classifications made by the 

13 11 NCPG. 

14 Prior to preparation of the DEIR, the most current information on Del Cerro Boulevard's 

i --~ 15 designation and capacity came from the April, 2004 NCPG's determination that Del Cerro 

16 11 Boulevard was a "local street" with a maximum capacity of no more than 1,500 or 2,000 ADT. 

17 11 (AR 3628 and 6578) The EIR initially identified this same street as an "unclassified roadway." 

18 1) (AR 3345) Unclassified roadways are assigned capacity in the local street chapter of the San 

19 11 Diego Street Design Manual. (AR 4257) However, the EDR does not apply that 2,000 capacity 

20 for Del Cerro Boulevard. Instead, the ELR proceeds to "classify" the street as a "collector" with a 

21 11 carrying capacity of5,000 ADT. (AR 3347) Despite CEQA disclosure obligations, the FEIR 

22 nevertheless includes a statement that its street classifications are "consistent" with the NCP and 

23 11 San Diego Street Design Manual. (AR 6578) More importantly, the EIR refuses to acknowledge 

24 or disclose the substantial discrepancy between the Del Cerro Boulevard's carrying capacity as a 

25 11 local road versus its capacity as a collector. The EIR dodges this issue. Even in the FEIR's 

26 11 General Response, where it is finally acknowledged that the road was designated as a local street 

27 in 2004, there is no disclosure of the difference in carrying capacity or that Del Cerro Boulevard 

28 could not support project-related traffic under that local street designation. (AR 2592-2593) 
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1 Even assuming the EIR was correct in its determination that Del Cerro Boulevard could 

2 qualify as a collector street under criteria set forth in the San Diego Street Design Manual, that~is 

3 no excuse for the EIR's failure to address, or even disclose the difference in the street's carrying 

4 capacity under the ETR's designation and the NCPG's designation. As indicated in the EIR's 

5 Traffic Impact Analysis, Del Cerro Boulevard is currently carrying 4,020 ADT - meaning it is 

6 operating at an acceptable LOS C as a collector street, but is already over-capacity as a local 

7 street. (AR 1619) Although it is a material fact, the EIR does not acknowledge or disclose that 

8 Del Cerro Boulevard would not accommodate additional project-related traffic under the street 

9 11 classitication made by the NCPG. 

2. The EIR is Misleading· in Connection with the Density Proposed for 
11 the Adobe Palls Development 

12 The EDR is also inconsistent with the NCP and the local zoning ordinance in terms of the 

13 density which it proposes for the Adobe Fails Development. First, this entire area is zoned as 

14 11 RS11, meaning it is zoned for no more than one single-family residence per 40,000 square feet. 

15 11 (AR 366) Instead of clearly disclosing the fact that the Project will exceed the density allowed 

16 II by the zoning ordinance, the EIR states that the Adobe Falls development would be "compatible 

17 with the existing residential nature of the neighborhdod" and"would not result in an 

18 inconsistency with present land uses." (AR 369) Furthermore, a residential development must 

19 have a density between 10 and 14 units per acre to qualifl as "low-medium" density under the 

20 NCP. (AR 4592) The EIR, however, states that the Adobe Falls development qualifies as "low- 

21 medium" density, despite the fact that it proposes 16.4 units per acre. (AR 377) 

22 
3. The EIR Incorrectly States that it is "CONSXSTENT" with The 

23 Navaio Community Plan and Street Classifications 

24 Despite the factual discrepancies between density provisions, street classifications and 

25 resultant street carrying capacities, not a single revision was made to the DEIR's "Navajo 

26 Community Plan Consistency Analysis" which only makes findings that the Project is 

27 "CONSTSTENT" with each aspect of the NCP it assessed. (AR 377 (emphasis in original)) 

28 With regard specifically to street classifications, the FEIR repeatedly states that its street 
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i classifications are "consistent" with the NCP. (AR 4257 and 6578) With regard to density 

2 provisions, the EIX states it is "CONSISTENT" with the objectives of the NCP to "maintain and 

3 11 enhance the quality of existing residences and encourage the development of a variety of new 

4 housing types with dwelling densities primarily in the low-medium density range." (AR 377) 

5 This is an untrue statement because the NCP defmes medium density as 10-14 units per acre 

6 (AR 4592) while the EIR~calls for 16.4 units per acre. (AR 377) These misleading statements 

7 violate CEQA which requires an EIR to serve as a public disclosure document, and which even 

8 nzore specifically requires an honest discussion of "any inconsistencies between the proposed 

g project and applicable general plans and regional plans." 14 Gal. Code Regs ~ 15125(d). 

B. Sovereign Immunity Does Not Excuse CSU's Obligation to Disclose 
11 information 

12 Respondent may argue that sovereign immunity excuses it from having to comply with 

13 )1 the NCP and local zoning ordinances. Sovereign immunity cannot, however, excuse CSU from 

14 11 its obligation to impart accurate information through its environmental public-disclosure 

15 document. Even where there is no requirement that an EIR on a particular project be consistent 

16 with an applicable general plan, the EIR is still required to identify any inconsistencies between a 

17 11 project and the generalplan. Napa Citizensfor ~bnest ~ov't v. Napa County Ed. ofSupewZsors 

1 8 11 (2001) 91 CaI. App. 4th342, 356; Friends of the Eel River v. Sonoma County T;Vater Agency 

19 11 (2003) 108 Gal. App. 4th 859, 881-XX2. Thus, even assuming Respondent might not have been 

20 11 required to draft an EIR consistent with the NCP, Respondent was still required to identify any 

21 11 inconsistencies between the EIR and the NCP. Instead, Respondent attempted to use the NCP to 

22 11 its advantage, while hiding the inconsistencies that are to its disadvantage. In other words, 

23 11 Responding party did include an examination of the NCP in its EIR, whether required or not. 

24 11 (AR 373) Responding Party therefore chose to make the NCP apart of its environmental impact 

25 11 analysis. But instead of plainly disclosing specific, factual incompatibility with its road 

26 classifications, road carrying capacities and density provisions, the EIR states that the Project 

27 is "CONSISTENT" with the NCP and uses this as ajustification for allowing the Project to move 

28 11 forward. (AR 373) 
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1 Because the EIR uses the NCP in its analysis, but at the same time fails to disclose that 

2 the density of the Adobe Falls development and the road classifications made in its traffic 

3 assessment do not comply with the NCP, the Responding Party not only failed to disclose 

4 relevant information, but included misleading information in its public disclosure. Even 

5 assuming Respondent has no obligation to comply with local plans or ordinances, it has an 

6 important procedural obligation to be honest and forthright in its public disclosures. Napa 

7 Citizensfor Erlonest C;ov't, supra, Cal.App. 4th at 356; Friends of the Eel River, supra 108 Gal. 

8 App. 4th at 882-882. 

g V. The EIR Violates CEOA Because it Does Not Include Accurate Baseline 
Descriations 

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 
13 the viciniry 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 
14 analysis is commenced, from both a local and regionalpvospective. This 

environmental setting will normally constitute the baseline physical conditions by 
15 which a lead agency determines whether an impact is significant. 

16 Guidelines section 15125, subdivision (a) (emphasis added). CEQA requires the baseline 

17 11 description because "without such a description, analysis ofimpacts, mitigation measures and 

18 11 project alternatives becomes impossible." County ofdmador v. El Dorado County WaterAgency 

19 11 (1999) 76 Gal. App. 4th 931, 953. In this instance, the description of baseline physical 

20 conditions is inadequate because it relies on incorrect and incomplete road classifications and 

21 11 because there is no information on the public service system for the areas surrounding SDSU's 

22 main campus. 

23 
A. The EIR's Baseline Descri~tion Relies on Incorrect Street Classifications 

24 and Incomplete Traffic' Data · 

25 The EIR's baseline description is flawed because the roadway-carrying capacities utilized 

26 in the traffic impacts analysis are incomplete and incorrect. As discussed above, the EIR 

27 11 improperly chose to treat Del Cerro Boulevard as a collector street, despite the NCPG and the 

28 11 City Planning Department's prior determination that this same street has a carrying capacity, as a 
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1 local street, of less than one half what it would have as a collector street. (AR 3628 and 6578) 

2 Additionally, there is one segment ofDel Cerro Boulevard (between Capri Drive and College 

3 Avenue) which will be burdened with an additional 2,500 ADT as a result of this project - that is 

4 more additional traffic than any other street segment in Del Cerro will have to bear. However, 

5 there is no baseline data on existing traffic volumes along this critical stretch ofDel Ceno 

6 Boulevard. (AR 4248, 1639) The EIR instead relies solely upon traffic counts from Del Cerro 

7 Boulevard west of Capri Drive despite the fact taht the EIR' s own traffic distribution analysis 

8 demonstrates that the majority of project-related Del Cerro Boulevard traffic will be east of Capri 

9 Drive. (AR 1639) 

10 Although the EIR does not provide information, the following inference can be drawn 

11 II from the data provided in the traffic study: this project will cause the segment of Del Cerro 

12 11 Boulevard east of Capri Drive to operate at an unacceptable LOS. Assuming this eastern 

13 11 segment of Del Ceno Boulevard has approximately the same existing ADT as the segment west 

14 of Capri Drive (e.g. 4,020 existing ADT), adding the anticipated 2,500 ADT from this project to 

15 11 this Del Cerro Boulevard segment would cause it to exceed its capacity, even assuming the EIR's 

16 11 classification of the street as a collector las opposed to a local street) is correct. (AR 520 and 

17 11 1639) Examining the data, it becomes clear why Respondent excluded the busiest and most-used 

18 11 segment ofDel Cerro Boulevard ~om its traffic counts - had baseline traffic counts been 

19 I1 performed to include Del Cerro Boulevard east of Capri Drive, they would have demonstrated 

20 that additional traffic fi-om this project would bring the street to an unacceptable LOS. 

21 Another Del Cerro street at issue is Mill. Peak Road. This is the only road to sen~e as 

22 ingress and egress for residents of this project's seventy Adobe Falls "upper village" 

23 townhomes. (AR 464) The record is devoid of any data on existing traffic counts, circulation or 

24 street conditions for Mill Peak Road. The EIR does not disclose the classification or carrying 

25 capacity of this road. Nevertheless, Respondent intends to place an additional 660 ADT upon 

26 Mill Peak Road and to use Mill Peak Road as the sole access to and ~om this development. (AR 

27 464, 1631, 1633 and 1639) Without any baseline data on this road, there is no basis upon which 

28 a reasoned determination can be made as to its capacity for an additional 660 cars every day. 
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B. The EIIR Does Not Contain Baseline Information on Emereencv Response ~ 
2 Times for any Areas Beyond, or Even Adiacent to, SDSU's Main Campus 

3 The CEQA Guidelines specifically address the need for assessment of the public service 

4 1/ system and rCsponse times. CEQA Guidelines, App. G. This assessment cannot be performed 

5 without accurate baseline data, which data is required to be provided not only for the area within 

6 the project's boundaries, but for the area "in the vicinity of the project." CEQA Guidelines 

7 section 15125, subdivision (a)(emphasis added). Considering the placement on the Adobe I;alls 

8 development, the Del Cerro neighborhood is most certainly "in the vicinity of the project." Yet, 

g the EIR contains no baseline data on emergency response times in the Del Cerro neighborhood 

10 where the Adobe Falls development will be built, and through which an additional 3,123 daily 

II cars will be routed. (AR 1631, 1633 and 1639) In fact, the EIR contains no information on 

12 11 emergency response times for any area which falls outside SDSU's main campus - or even any 

13 areas immediately adjacent to the main campus. For this reason, the baseline information is so 

14 inadequate it makes any assessment of the Project's impact to emergency services impossible. 

VI. The EIR Violates CEOA Because it Fails to Assess the Proiect's Irm~acts on 
16 Emereencv Services in the Vicinity of the Proiect 

17 CEQA requires assessment of the public service system and emergency response times. 

18 11 The EIR fails to comply with CEQA here in more than one respect. Aside from the omission of 

19 baseline data discussed above, the EIR fails to assess impacts to response times beyond the 

20 immediate boundaries of SDSU's main campus, and also fails to consider the impact which the 

21 11 Adobe Falls development will have on emergency public services in the Del Cerro neighborhood. 

22 The EIR correctly acknowledges that, "if a project's traffic reduces a local emergency 

23 )1 response agency's ability to respond to an emergency, a potentially significant impact would 

24 result." (AR 452) With regard to police services as well as emergency medical services, the 

25 same finding is made in this EIR - that the Project will likely result in an increase of calls and an 

26 I1 increase in response times on campus. (AR 451-452). 

27 Respondent intends to construct 540 new residential units in the Del Cerro neighborhood, 

28 11 including 250 as continuing-care units for senior citizens. As proposed, the only access to this 
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1 housing development is through Del Cerro's neighborhood streets. (AR 464 and 1639) The EIR 

2 does not, however, include any analysis to determine whether the Proj ect will have a potentially 

3 significant impact on emergency medical or police services on those very same Del Cerro streets. 

4 (AR 451-452) To mitigate the Project's impact on emergency response services, the EIR 

5 proposes an increase in campus police and equipment. (AR 4448-4450) There is no proposed 

6 mitigation, nor even any analysis to determine whether mitigation is feasible to address 

7 potentially significant impacts on emergency services for Del Cerro's current residents. Skipping 

8 this assessment altogether, the EIR erroneously concludes the implementation of the proposed 

9 mitigation measures - which are limited to increasing campus police staff and equipment - will 

10 II reduce all potential impacts to public services to a level below significance. (AR 4450) This 

11 conclusion, as well as the corresponding lack of data and analysis, run in the face of comments 

12 11 submitted by the San Diego Fire Department, San Diego Police Department and Alvarado 

13 Hospital - all of which cite concerns with their respective abilities to adequately serve the 

14 community. (AR768, 4262-4204, and 2506-2510) 

15 The EIR acknowledges the Project may "result in an increased in SDSU Department of 

16 11 Public Safety ("DPS") and City of San Diego police officer emergency response times." (AR 

17 11 4448) At the same time, the EIR fails to consider or identify any mitigation for the burden which 

18 an additional 540 resi~dential units including 250 continuing-care units in the Del Cerro 

19 neighborhood will place on off-campus emergency medical services for that area. Furthermore, 

20 11 the EIR fails to consider whether "traffic calming measures" which might be implemented in 

21 11 Del Cerro (once a "traffic calming study" is completed) may further delay emergency services in 

22 Del Cerro or to the Adobe Falls development. (AR 6737-6741 and 451-452). 

VII. The EIR Violates CEOA Because it Im~7rQr>erb Defers Analysis of Reasonably 
24 Foreseeable Significant Environmental Effects 

25 Lead agencies may not defer CEQA mitigation studies until after EIR preparation. 

26 Faiwiew Neighbors v. County of Yentura, (1999) 70 Gal. App. 4th 238, 244. In Fairview, a 

27 builder proposed a mining operation which would, like SDSU's project, cause increased air 

28 )1 pollution and traffic. Id. In considering The Fainview Neighbors' claims that mitigation was 
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1 being improperly deferred, the court ruled "it is improper for lead agencies to defer formulation 

2 of possible mitigation programs by simply requiring fUture studies to see if mitigation may be 

3 feasible." Id. at 244 citing Sundstrom v. County ofM~ndocino (1988) 202 Gal. App. 3d 296. 

4 The court clarified that if impacts are not mitigatable regardless of any future mitigation 

5 measures, then deferring study can be permissible. Faiwiew at 244. Kowever, if the impacts 

6 may be mitigatable, then deferring study to a later date is not proceeding as required by law. Id. 

7 "By deferring environmental assessment to a future date, the conditions run counter to that policy 

8 of CEQA which requires environmental review at the earliest feasible stage in the planning, 

9 process." Sundstrom at 307. Environmental problems should be considered at a point in the 

10 planning process where genuine flexibility remains. Id. 

11 CSU's Findings of Fact states, "vehicle speeds on residential streets in the vicinity of the 

12 11 Adobe Falls/North Campus component of the Project could constitute a potentially significant 

13 11 impact," then goes on to recommend that a ·traffic calming study be performed. (AR 4417) The 

14 same document explains that the study "shall focus on the vicinity of the two elementary schools 

15 )1 located near the intersection ofDel Cerro Boulevard and College Avenue" and "shall consider all 

16 11 appropriate traffic calming strategies." (AR 4420) But most interestingly, the document 

17 concludes that the study itself "will ensure that the traffic impacts associated with the Adobe 

18 11 Falls/North Campus on the surrounding roadway system, as identified in the Final EIR, remain at 

19 less than significant levels." A study does nothing to mitigate t;raffic speeds around elementary 

20 schools - it merely examines what traffic calming measures, if undertaken, might help reduce 

21 11 those hazards. Nevertheless, Respondent concludes that the study alone will "mitigate or avoid 

22 the traffic impacts associated with the Adobe Falls/North Campus." (AR 4454) 

23 As acknowledged in the EIR, traffic speeds from project-related traffic create legitimate 

24 11 concerns for the Del Cerro neighborhood - p8rticularly around its elementary schools. CEQA 

25 11 does not allow Respondent the latitude to acknowledge this significant impact - and significant 

26 11 danger - only to defer to some later point in time the study of potential mitigation measures 

27 11 which might, or might not, lessen the impact. Respondent has admitted that it is at least 

28 11 reasonably foreseeable that traffic speeds will constitute a significant impact as the term is 
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1 identified in CERCLA (AR 3348 and 4417). As such, Respondent was legally required to 

2 undertake an analysis of what traffic calming or other mitigation measures might be feasible to ' 

3 minimize that impact. 

4 The situation before the Court today is like that referred to in Faiwiew, where impacts are 

5 found·to be mitigatable, but study of such mitigation is nevertheless deferred by the lead agency. 

6 Respondent has concluded that it is possible to mitigate the traffic speed impacts (AR 3352) but 

7 has not undertaken the study which it acknowledges as necessary. The proposed study should 

8 have been undertaken in conjunction with the DEIR to enable circulation of same for public 

9 comment. It was not, however, undertaken at all. Respondent is required to conduct its 

10 mitigation studies early enough so that the results can be incorporated into the present EIR 

II II analysis. Respondent failed to do so, and as such, has not acted in the manner required by law. 

vnr. The EIR Violates CEOA Because it Does Not Adeauatelv Assess Proiect 
13 Alternativ~ 

14 Under CEQA, a public agency is required to consider feasible alternatives to the Project 

15 which would lessen any significant adverse environmental impact. Public Resources Code ~~ 

16 )1 21002, 21081; CEQA Guidelines ~ 15126.6. An EIR is required to "ensue that all reasonable 

17 alternatives to proposed projects are thoroughly assessed by the responsible official." Friends of 

18 11 the Eel River, supra, 108 Cal.App.4th at 872-873. As such, an EIR must "describe a range of 

19 11 reasonable alternatives to the project or to the location of the project, which could feasibly attain 

20 11 the basic objectives of the project and evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives." 

21 11 CEQA Guidelines g 15126(d)(3); Kings County Farm Bureau v. City ofHanford (1990) 221 

22 11 Cal.App.3d 692, 733. What CEQA requires in this regard is meaningful consideration because 

23 11 the alternatives analysis is the core of an EIR. Citizens ofGoleta Yalley v. Board ofSupewisors 

24 (1990) 52 Cal.3d 553, 564. 

25 A. The EIR Does Not Adequately Consider Density Alternatives for Adobe Falls 

26 Although CEQA requires consideration of a ''reasonable range" of alternatives, the EIR in 

27 11 question only assesses a "no project alternative" and a "5D% density aitemative" for the Adobe 

28 i) Falls development. (AR 4456-4457) There is no consideration of potential densities between 
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1 50% (270 units) and 100% (540 units). In this instance, there was not merely a failure to include 

2 a reasonable range of alternatives, but the analysis given to the one density alternative was also· 

3 substandard. 

4 In its alternatives analysis, Respondent considered reducing the density of the Adobe 

5 Falls development by 50%, ~om 540 units down to 270 units. (AR 4458-4459) As with every 

6 other alternative considered, this was also rejected. Here, Respondent rejected a 50% density 

7 alternative because "some of the project bene~fits" would not be fulfilled. (AR 4459) 

8 Respondent's discussion and analysis in connection with this alternative, however, was less than 

g meaningful. First, the EIR does not specify which project benefits would not be fulfilled with a 

10 density of 270 units. (AR 4459) Furthermore, although the Adobe Falls project specifically calls 

11 II for 70 units for graduate students, 220 units for faculty and staff, 250 units for retired faculty and 

12 11 staff, there is no consideration in the EIR as to whether some of this housing (e.g. graduate 

13 11 student and faculty housing as opposed to continuing care housing for retired staff) is more apt to 

14 jl facilitate the Project's objectives and benefxts. The revised "Housing Goals/ Objectives" section 

15 jl of the FEIR references the desire to provide affordable housing suitable for "graduate students 

16 )1 and faculty/staff at Adobe Falls," but does not mention any need or objective to provide housing 

17 11 for staff, retired faculty or retired staff: (AR 3309) Decision makers do not know fi·om the EIR, 

18 11 then, whether project benefits might be Illy realized if a 50% density reduction were made to the 

19 Adobe Falls project through the elimination of, for example, the senior housing units which 

20 11 comprise more than 46% of the units - with little or no reduction in the number of units for 

21 11 graduate students, faculty or staff. Lnstead of providing this meaningfUl consideration, the EIR 

22 11 only considers, across-the-board, "eliminating 50% of the proposed faculty/staff, retired 

23 11 faculty/staffand graduate student housing." (AR 4459) 

24 B. The EIR Does Not Adeguateiv Assess Alternative Locations to Adobe Falls 

25 Section 5.0 ofRespondent's Findings of Fact address the feasibility of project 

26 alternatives, but contains no alternative locations analysis for the Adobe Falls development. 

27 11 (AR 4456-4466) Similarly, the DEIR includes an alternatives analysis section, but again, no 

28 alternative sites are assessed as to Adobe Falls. (AR 593-595) In contrast, there are five 
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1 alternative locations assessed for the Alvarado Campus Park component of the Project. (AR 

2 593-595 and 4456-4466) Comments were submitted in response to the DEIR, requesting 

3 Respondent to consider an alternative location to Adobe Falls. Those comments even identified 

4 particular alternative locations. For example, the San Diego River Conservancy (SDRC) 

5 requested that the Grantville Trolley Station Redevelopment Project be considered as an 

6 environmentally sound alternative to the Adobe Falls development. (AR 2496-2497). Although 

7 the EIR included responses to other comments made by SDRC, it did not respond to the request 

8 1( for an alternative siteanalysis. (AR 3239-3244) Despite the particularity of this request, the EIR 

g performed no alternative site analysis for Adobe Falls. 

10 

IX. The EIR Fails as a Public Disclosure Document Because it Does Not Clearly Disclose 
11 That the Mitigation Measures Identified Are Purely Speculative and Uncertain 

12 Under CEQA, when an agency has determined that mitigation measures are the 

13 If responsibility of another agency, then "a public agency shall provide measures to mitigate or 

14 11 avoid significant effects on the enviro~nt that arefully enforceable through permit conditions, 

15 11 agreements, or other measures." Pub. Resources Code ~ 21081.6(b) (emphasis added). "The 

16 1( purpose of these requirements is to ensure that feasible mitigation measures will actually be 

17 implemented as a condition of development, and not merely adopted and then neglected or 

18 1) disregarded." Federation of Hillside and Canyon AssociatioMs v. City oflos Angeles (2000) 83 

19 /1 Cal.App.4th 1252, 1261. In this instance, the EIR identifies mitigation measures and claims tin 

20 some instances with no explanation) that other agencies are responsible further. However, the 

21 11 EIR does not clearly disclose every component of the Project will go forward with or without 

22 those mitigation measures. Instead, the EIR contains vague, ambiguous and misleading 

23 statements. 

24 

A. The EIR is Unclear as to the Preparation of the Del Cerro Traffic Calming 
25 Study and Any Miti_g;ation Measures Recommended Thereby 

26 An identified "mitigation measure" for the traffic impacts in the Del Ceno neighborhood 

27 is the preparation ofa Traffic Calming Study during the Adobe Falls project design phase. As 

28 discussed above, the study may identify mitigation measures to control and/or reduce vehicle 

DEL CERRO ACTION COUNCIL'S OPENING BRIEF 



1 speeds on residential roadways, but the study itself does nothing toward mitigating the impact. 

2 The EIR not only defers the study to a later point in time, but refUses without justification to 

3 undertake the study itself. (AR 3349 and 4454) Instead, Respondent designates the City of 

4 San Diego as responsible for this "mitigation measure" without any indication that the City will 

5 actually undertake the study. (AR 3304 and 3352) Furthermore, Respondentdoes not explain 

6 why it is the City's responsibility to undertake the study. ~nstead, Respondent only states that "as 

7 a state educational entity, SDSU is not legally responsible for fUnding or constructing 

8. )1 improvements to the local, regional and state roadway/highway system." (AR 3349) 

9 To make matters worse, the EIR contains confUsing and apparently contradictory 

10 11 information on the preparation of the study. The FEIR uses permissive terms in one instance 

11 where it states the study "should be prepared" and the study "'is recommended" and "would" 

12 11 include analysis and recommendations. (AR 3348) Two pages later, the FEIRuses mandatory 

13 terms stating the study "shall" focus on the vicinity of the two schools, and "shall" consider 

14 11 traffic calming studies. (AR 3352). This section then concludes with a statement that feasible 

15 measures "shall be implemented prior to occupancy of the Adobe Falls/North Campus 

16 jl component of the project. (City of San Diego responsibility or its designee)." (AR 3352) 

17 11 X-Xowever, the FEIR's Findings of Fact omits this mitigation measure (identified at "TCP 18") as 

18 one of the "adopted measures." (AR 4454). Compounding the ambiguity, the FEIR contained a 

19 )1 "Generaa Response" which provided an additional five pages to identify the types of mitigation 

20 measures "potentially available for implementation in the Del Cerro community," without 

21 clarifying who, if anyone, would be responsible for undertaking the study and/or subsequently 

22 implementing the measures. (AR 2582-2586) 

23 There is no commitment from the City to undertake this study; there is no explanation 

24 11 from Respondent as to why it is the City's responsibility; and, there is nothing contained in the 

25 record to indicate that the City is obligated to perform the study. More importantly, the EIR 

26 seems to imply that Respondent will undertake the recommended traffic calming measures (AR 

27 2582-2586 and 3352), while other sections of the EIR indicate otherwise. (AR 3349 and 4454) 

28 11 From the record, it is unclear whether decision makers, in reviewing these statements, understood 
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1 whether or not a traffic calming study would be performed, by whom it would be performed, 

2 whether any recommended traffic calming measures would be implemented, or who, if anyone, 

3 would implement them.. The public, however, was certainly not informed. 

B. The EIR Does Not Clearly Disclose that the Mitigation Measures it Identifies 
5 May Never be InDlemented 

6 With regard to the traffic and circulation impacts which will result ~om this project, 

7 11 Respondent identifies 18 mitigation measures for which it disclaims responsibility. (AR 3348- 

8 3353) In response, Caltrans, the City of San Diego and the Redevelopment Agency have all 

g II expressed their unwillingness and their inability to perform the identified mitigation measures. 

10 II (AR 2101-2105, 2106-2111 and 2131-2145) None of the mitigation measures which Respondent 

11 identifies as the responsibility of another agency are fully enforceable through permit conditions, 

12 Ij agreements, or other measures as required by CEQA. As such, Respondent proceeded to 

13 11 override all impacts therefrom, when it issued its Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding 

14 11 Considerations. However, the EIR contains vague, ambiguous and misleading statements which 

15 have the effect of preventing the public from discovering that every aspect of this multi- 

16 11 component project will go forward even without the identified mitigation. In this regard, 

17 11 Respondent has again failed to be forthright in the EIR - a document designed for the purpose of 

18 /1 public disclosure. 

19 Ln addition to including ambiguous statements in connection with the proposed Del Cerro 

20 traffic calming study, the ETR also failed to state in plain language that the mitigation measures it 

21 11 identified may never be implemented, in which case, the Project would nevertheless proceed. 

22 1[ Instead, the EIR used the following self-serving and ambiguous language: 

23 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 

24 recommended measures within the responsibility of the CSU to implement 
have been rejected by the Board of Trustees. The Board of Trustees finds 

25 that each mitigation measure is a binding, condition ofproj ect approval, fully 
enforceable by the Board. (AR 4466) 

26 

27 11~ 

28 ~ 
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X. CEOA Is Violated Because the Statement of Overriding· Considerations Is Not 
2 Supported by Substantial Evidence 

3 When an EIR is adopted and certified by the lead agency under CEQA, the responsible 

4 /1 agency may only approve a project with significant environmental impacts if (1) it finds such 

5 effects can be avoided by making changes or alterations to the project or (2) if the mitigation 

6 measures or alternatives identified in the ETR are not feasible and the unavoidable effects are 

7 '(1 acceptable because ofoveniding considerations. Public Resources Cbde ~g 21002, 21002.1(b), 

8 (c), 21 08 1. If the agency finds, as it did here, that approval of the project will result in significant 

g environmental effects which are not at least substantially mitigated, the agency must state in 

10 writing the specific reasons to support its action. CEQA Guidelines ~ 15093(b); Sierra Club v. 

11 II Contra Costa County (1992) 10 Cal.App.4th 1212, 1222. This statement of overriding 

12 11 considerations must be supported by substantial evidence contained in the record. lil. at 1223. 

13 The Statement of Overriding Considerations for this project cites 19 justifications for 

14 )1 allowing the Project, in its entirety, to proceed despite its adverse consequences to the 

15 11 environment and public. Among those overriding considerations, Respondent includes many 

16 11 broad statements that are not supported by information contained in the record. 

A. There Is No Evidence in the Record to Justify the Construction of New 
18 Housinrr for Retired Faculty or Retired Staff 

19 The Statement of Overriding Considerations discusses SDSU's "workforce housing 

20 needs," and goes on to cite the percentage of CSU (not SDSU) faculty and staff in southern 

21 11 California(not San Diego) with income levels sufficient to afford the averaged priced home in 

22 11 the "communities where the campuses are located." (AR 4467-4468) The only information 

23 contained in the record which goes to SDSU's "workforce housing needs" is a 2001 Multi- 

24 Campus Assessment of Faculty and Staff Housing Issues at CSU ("the Assessment"). (AR 4054) 

25 1) With regard to SDSU, the Assessment concludes with the following recommendations: "[this 

26 I1 campus] should provide housing information packets to prospective employees, establish faculty 

27 11 housing assistance programs, and consider providing affordable temporaryfaculty housing to 

28 assist new faculty with their adjustment to the local housing market." (AR 4061 (emphasis 
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1 added)) For SDSU, the preferred housing strategies were limited to the following: 

2 · Develop a standard package of detailed housing information for~all faculty and ' 
staff candidates; 

3 · Provide permanent affordable limited-equity housing for incoming faculty and 
hard-to-hire staff; 

4 · Provide temporary affordable housing for incoming faculty and hard-to-hire staff; 
Provide financial assistance to faculty and staff for home purchase; 

5 Establish a faculty housing office; 
Develop a mechanism to provide faculty a cash advance to minimize the financial 

6 difficulties caused by high rental move-in costs; and 
Provide commuter assistance to faculty who have long commutes due to the lack 

7 of affordable housing. 

s (AR 4074 (emphasis added)) 

9 Although the purpose of the Assessment was to analyze "the impact of housing costs on 

10 the ability of CSU campuses to attract and retain faculty and critical staff," (AR 4057) it did not 

11 jr make any recommendations that SDSU provide housing for retired faculty or retired staff. (AR 

12 11 4053-4094) There is~good reason these recommendations were not made for the SDSU campus - 

13 there was no evidence to support any such conclusions. SDSU had absolutely no retired faculty, 

14 retired staff or even any active staff members participating in the study. (AR 4082) Similarly, a 

15 Population and Housing Technical Memor~ (EIR Appendix L) concludes that "finding 

16 affordable housing will continue to be challenging for new faculty and staff. This challenge will 

17 make it difficult to recruit qualified personnel for the University; faculty housing is therefore 

18 being proposed as a component of this project." (AR 1513-1514 (emphasis added)) Again, there 

19 11 is no information or data to indicate that the development of senior housing for retired faculty or 

20 staff will serve that purpose. 

21 While the Statement of Overriding Considerations concludes that, "Developing and 

22 11 providing affordable housing is key to attracting and retaining necessary and qualified faculty to 

23 ensure quality public higher education for the San Diego region," there is no evidence in the 

24 record to indicate that the development of housing for retired faculty or retired staff helps aMact 

25 11 or retain faculty. (AR 4468) In fact, the revised "Housing Goals/Objectives" section of the FEIR 

26 11 references the desire to provide affordable housing suitable for "graduate students and 

27 11 faculty/staff at Adobe Falls," but does not mention any need or objective to provide housing for 

28 II staff, retired faculty or retired staff. (AR 3309) Considering as much, it bears reminding that 
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1 more than 46% of the Adobe Falls units are designated as "senior housing" for retired faculty and 

2 staff. (AR 464) 

3 11 The record simply does not substantiate the need for, or otherwise justify, the 

4 development of senior housing for retired faculty and staff. With no other evidence relating to 

5 the value or need for this senior/retired housing, the substantial evidence required to uphold this 

6 statement of overriding considerations is lacking. 

B. There Is No Evidence in the Record Indicatine that the Proiect Will Achieve 
8 Benefits Cited in the Statement of Overridine Considerations 

9 In addition to the foregoing, the Statement of Overriding Considerations concludes that 

10 the Adobe Falls project should go forward despite substantial adverse and unmitigated impacts 

1 1 II for a variety of reasons, most of which are not supported by any evidence or empirical data in the 

12 11 record. Those include, but are not necessarily limited to, unsubstantiated statements that the 

13 11 Adobe Falls component of the project will: 

14 - sen~e the higher education needs ~of under-represented cultures 

15 - create economic growth and development 

16 - attract new private industry to the area 

17 - establish new research and training public-private partnerships 

18 - provide a substantial tax base of the local community 

19 - maximize benefits to the state, City and County in the form of property taxes 

20 - provide housing on "highly desirable" property 

21 - serve citizens currently under-represented in the CSU 

22 - encourage carpooling 

23 XI. Conctusion 

24 The EIR in question fails to comply with CEQA procedurally and substantively. 

25 (1 Procedurally, the EIR fails as a public disclosure document for several reasons: it fails to disclose 

26 that Del Cerro Boulevard's capacity as a local street (according to the designation made by the 

27 11 NCPG) is insufficient to support additional project-related traffic; it fails to disclose that the 

28 )( density proposed for Adobe Falls is far beyond what is allowed by the local zoning ordinance and 
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1 the NCP; it falsely states that the Project is "consistent" with the NCP; it does not include 

2 adequate baseline information on street classifications.or capacities; it does not include any 

3 baseline information on emergency response times or the public service system for the Del Cerro 

4 neighborhood; it is ambiguous and misleading in connection with the traffic calming study it 

5 recommends for Del Cerro; and, it does not clearly disclose that the Project will proceed even 

6 without the mitigation it identifies. Substantively, the EIR also fails to assess impacts to the 

7 public service system in the vicinity of the Project, imQroperly defers analysis and mitigation of 

8 significant adverse impacts ~-om vehicle speeds in the vicinity ofhvo elementary schools, and 

g does not adequately consider alternatives to the Adobe Falls development. Furthermore, the 

10 record does not contain substantial evidence to justify overriding the unmitigated significant 

11 II impacts of the Project. 

12 For these reasons, or any combination of them, Respondent has not proceeded in a 

13 manner required by law, and its decision to certify the EIR in question is not supported by 

14 11 substantial evidence in the record. As such, Respondent abused its discretion in certifying the 

15 11 EIR and approving SDSU's Master Plan Amendment as it is currently drafted. 

16 

17 KLINEDINST PC 

18 

19 11 Dated: May 2, 2006 By: _i~9e~L~L1~ 
Carey L. Cooper, Esq. 

20 Attorney for DEL CERRO ACTION 
COUNCIL 
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INTRODUCTION 

Petitioners City of S an D iego ~Cityl and the Redevelopment A gency of the City of 

i San D iego [A gency] [collectively referred to as "City"] brings this administrative mandamus 

action challenging the dec ision of tt~e Board of Trustees of the California State U niversity 

[Respondent] to certify and adopt the Final Environmental Impact Report [EIR] relating to the 

approval of the S an Diego S tate U niversity 2005 Campus Master P lan Revision [P reject]. 

The instant matter has been consolidated with hYo other legal actions fled by 

petitioners' also challenging Respondent's actions in certifying the EIR. The opening briefs 

i 0/ i of P etitioner Alvarado Medical Center, Inc and D el Cerro Action Council are submitted 

11/ i concurrentlyherein. For the Court~convenience, petitioners have collectively coordinated 

121 i their openingbriefs to avoid duplication of discussion and analysis. A ccordingly, petitioners 

131 1 recommend the briefs be considered in the order presented herein (e. g A Ivarado~ first, D ei 

141 / Cerro~second and the City of San D iego@third). 

1 51 i The Project is a twenty-year development plan of unprecedented, controversial, and 

16/ / dramatic proportion that will extend San D iego State University campus facilities north across 

171 i Interstate 8 fbr the first time in history. The Environmental Impact Report created to address 

1 8/ / the effects of the P reject on the surrounding community establishes numerous signifi cant and 

191 1 unmitigable impacts. The EIR, however, fails to address the severity of the P reject's 

environmental impacts, fails to identify all the Proj ect's impacts, and fails to adequately 

21/ / evaluate feasible project alternatives. Further, Respondent has determined it does not have to 

mitigate off-site mitigation as is required of all other developers, and has arbitrari ly del egated 

all off-site mitigation to other agencies. The legal insuffi ciency of the EIR coupled with 

24j / Respondent's refusal to accept its duty to mitigate significant off-site impacts causes the 

251 surrounding community to incur exces~ive fmancial expense or accept extensive dereriorarion j· 
ofthe environment. 

P etiti oners Ci ty and Redevei opment A gency joi n and inc orporate the O peni ng Briefs 
28( of Petitioner Alvarado Ci ospital Medical Cenier; Inc. and Del CerrD Action Council herein. 

i 1 
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Ij· Based upon the above, Respondent's actions in approving and certifying the Final 

2/ · Environmental Imp act Report [F EIR] without complying with the requirements of the 

9 j California Environmental Q uality A ct ECEQA] is a prejudicial abuse of discretion, whichi 
i mandates the setting aside of the decision to certify the FEIR. 

II . 

STATEM EN T OF FACTS 

A. The Parties. 

Petitioner, City of San D iego ECityl, is a charter city, organized under the laws of 

California. The areas of proposed development to S an Diego State University lie within the 

101j geographic limits of the City of S an D iego. 

11 P etitioner, City of S an D iego Redevelopment A gency [A gency], is the implementing 

121 1 agency for the Proj ect. A Redevelopment A gency is generally recognized as a separate legal 

131 / entity from the city that establishes it. County ofSolano v. Vallejo RedevelopmentAgency 

141 i (1999) 75 Cal.App.4th 1262, 1267. The A gency oversees the regional plan for the College 

151 i A rea in which S an D iego S tate U niversity is proposing development and is a responsible 

i 61 i agency for purposes o fCEQ A. 

1 71 1 Petitioner, The D el Cerro A ction Council [DCA C] is a group of concerned citizens 

1811 who live or work in the community of D ei Cerro. The D CA C monitors and seeks solutions 

i 91 i for issues affecting the D el Germ area. Petitioner, A Ivdl-ado Medical Center, Inc. [A Ivarado] 

occupies a forty acre campus immediately adjacent to San Diego State University and houses 

21 a 23 i-bed acute care hospital and an 80-bed acute rehabilitation institute with more than 500 

on-staff physicians. Both petitioners are affected by development proj ect proposed by 

Respondent. 

24) j Respondent, the Board of Trustees of the Call fomia State Universi ty, i s responsibl e 

/ under Califomi a law for the administration, management and cont~l of the Call fomia S tate 

j U Nuersity s~tem, including the S an D iego State University campus. Respondent, as lead 
i agency, took the action of certi fying and approving the Final Environmental Impact Report 

[F EIR] for the Project. Real Party in Interest, S an D iego State University [S D SU i, an 

1 
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Ij / undergraduate and ~-aduate university in San Diego County, is the Project's developer and 

sponsor. 

B. The Project. 

The Proj ect is located in and around the S DS U campus, in the City of S an D iego, 

approximately eight miles east of downtown S an Diego, and is located within the Col lege 

A rea and Navajo Community Planning A rea of the City of S an D iego. A.R. Tab 1.00353, 

Tab 2.00630. The proposed Proj ect is the adoption and subsequent implementation of the 

S DSU 2005 Campus Master P lan Revision. A.R. Tab 2:00630. The FEIR states that the 

Master P lan Revision will enable SDSU to meet projected increases in student demand for 

101/ higher education, as well as fUrther enhance SDSU's status as a premier undergraduate, 

11II graduate and research university. Id. The stated objective of the proposed project will be to 

121 i provide a framework for implementing SDSU 's goals and programs ~tbr the campus by 

131) identifying needed buildings, facilities, improvements and services to support campus growth 

141/ and development from the current S D SU enrollment of 25,000 full-time equivalent students 

i 5/ i [FTES i to new Campus Master P lan enr,llment of 35,000 FTES by the 2024/25 academic 

i- 16/1 year. Id. 

171/ The Proj ect has ~ve (5) development components, to be constructed in phases: 

181 i A dobe Falls/North Campus. The development plan includes five hundred and forty 

1911 (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 S D SU -owned 

2111 land. This area is currently undeveloped, riparian land. A.R. Tab 1:00062-00063. 

A Ivarado Campus Park: The plans for this sub-area include the construction of 

academic, research and administrative facilities in tWo areas: D Lot(presently a campus 

241 i parking lot) and the A Ivarado 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 Uni~: In this sub-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 
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Ij i proximity to the Cox A rena and A aec Bowl structures. The S tudent U nion consm~ction will 

I eliminate one hundred and six (106) parking spaces from the campus inventory - no parking 

facilities are planned for this portion of the Proj ect. A.R. Tab 1.00063. 

Residence H all/East Campus Expansion: In this sub-area, Respondent plans the 

construction of a ten thousand (10,000) square foot student residence consi sting of three- 

hundred (300) beds in suite-style apartments, as well as a subterranean garage. Currently, this 

land, known as Lot G, is used for student parking. A.R. Tab 1.00063. 

A Ivarado 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 C is 

101j across, and adjacent to the A Ivarado Campus Park development sub-area. Lot C is currently 

1~/ I surrounded by campus parking lots to the west, and protected wetlands to the north and east 

1211 of the site. A.R. Tab 1.00063. 

1311 C. Public Process. 

141 1 From January 18, 2005 to March 18, 2005, Respondent circulated a Draft 

15j / Environmental Impact Report [D EIR]. A.R. Tab 1:00024; Tab 22.03809, Tab 29:04142. 
16j/ SDSU held a public meeting on March 7, 2005, to receive community comments relating to 

171 1 the DEIR. A.R. Tab 22:03862. 

1 81 i The City and Agency, by and through their agents, together with numerous other 

1911 concerned parties provided oral and written comments to Respondent outlining the 

deficiencies in the D EIR. A.R. Tab 17, Tab 29.04133. From March 2005 through 8 eptember 

21 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 

2411 comments repeatedly raised the issues related to failures in the traffic reports, analysisof 

alternatives and refusal to pay for off-site mitigation. Id. 

O n July 20, 2005, The Board of Trustees held a public hearing at whi ch 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 

1 
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i/ i 
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 alternatives. Id. In 

i addition, in an effort to mediate and achieve settlement of the disputes, CSU agreed to the 

i formation of two ad-hoc committees consisting of representatives From all affected parties. 

D. CSU Approves Final Fl R Without Promised Additional Public 

/ I nvolvement and Further Investigation Into Project Alternatives. 
In spite of Respondent's promise to forestall approval to certi fy the EIR and pursue 

i additional investigation, Respondent paid no heed to its promises to discuss alternatives with 
101 i area residents, businesses, or City and A gency officials. S ee generally, A.R. Tabs 36 through 

111 1 39, which do not reflect additional meetings, analysis or investigation prior to final approval 

i 211 of the EIR. Instead, Respondent docketed the issue for approval and certification of the F EIR 

131 1 at the S eptember 20, 2005 meeting of the Commission on Campus P lanning, Building and 

I~ OmundtinLmpBl~h.Ci~ii*mia.a~nuoMIEnheadoirhrhrrimpfulgoiihrad-ho~ 
1511 committees. A.R. Tab 42.04387. Telling, the S eptember 2005 agenda and resolution are 

16/ i identical to that proposed at the July 2005 meeting to approve the F inal EIR. A.R. Tab 29 

1711 and Tab 39. 

181 i D espite the overwhelming significant and impassioned public testimony to its latent 

191 i 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 

21) / SDSU Campus Master P lan 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 developmenf-Respondent's approval of the Project 

violated both the spirit and letter of CEQA. As such, the City and A gency must bring this 

i action for peremptory writ of mandate toset aside the FEIR and force Respondent to proceed 

in the manner required by law. 

281 j /// 
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1 
A. The Primary Purpose of An El R I s As An I nformational Document For 

L EGAL STAN D AR D S FOR C EQA M ATT ERS 

Agencies And The P uh lic To D eterm ine And Assess Environmental I mpacts of A 

/ Project. 
The purpose of an EIR is to provide state and local agencies and the general public 

with detailed information on the potentially significant environmental effects, which a 

proposed project islikely to have and to list ways in which the significant environmental 

effects may be minimized as well as indicate alternatives to the proj ect. P ub. Resources 

101 / Code, ~~ 21002 and 21003. The basic elements of an EIR include: a description of the 

111 i project; identification and analysis of any potentially adverse impacts, includingcumulative 

1 211 impacts; identification of any feasible mitigation measures; the results after mitigation 

131 i measures (i.e., whether there are no adverse impacts or remaining adverse impacts); analqsis 

of alternatives; and a statement of overriding considerations. Id. The overriding purpose of 

1 51 / CEQ A is to ensure that agenci es regulating activities that may affect the qual ity of the 

i 61/ environment give primary consideration to preventing environmental damage. Save Our 

i 7/ i Peninsula Committee (2001) 87 Cal.App.4th 99, 117; L aurel H eights Improvement Assn. v. 

181 1 Regents ofU niversity of California (1988) 47 Cal.3d 376, 390. 

191 1 B. Legal Standard. 

The certification ofa legally inadequate EIR constitutes a prejudicial abuse of 

21 discretion. Pub. Resources Code, O 21005(a); Citizens to Preserve the Ojai v. County of 

Ventura (1986) 176 Cal.A pp.3d 421, 428. U nder CEQ A, the court must determine whether 

i the agency has committed a prejudicial abuse of discretion. P uh. Resources Code, ~ 21 168.5. 
2411 A n abuse of discretion is established if: 

251 / 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. Id. 

271 i The substantial evi dence test applies only to the court8review of Respondent~ 

28j / factual determinations, not to claims that the agency has filed to comply with CEQ A~ 
I i 6 i 
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iii substantive and procedural mandates. See 2 Kostka & Zischke, Practice Under the 

Environmental Quality A ct(Cont. Ed. Bar 2003), 9~ 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 Farm Bureao v. 

C ify ofH anford ("Kings County") (1990) 221 Cal.A pp.3d 692, 711. "S ubstantial evidence" is 

not synonymous with "any" evidence. Roddenber~y v. Roddenberry (1996) 44 Cal.A pp.4th 

7/ i 634, 651. Nor does substantial evidence include argumenf 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 

~0/ I be made to support a conclusion, even though other conclusions might also be reached." 

i il/ CEQA Guidelines, ~ 15384(a). While the courtbreview of the findings to determine if they 

12)1 are supported by substantial evidence involves some deference to the agenc~discretion, the 

1311 Court still has to carefUlly scrutinize the record. Id. at 408, 409, fn. 12; Topanga Assn. for a 

1411 Scenic Community v. County ofLosAngeles(l974) 11 Cal.3d 506, 514. 

151 i C. Failure to C omply with qrocedures That Results in the Omission of 

16/ / Relevant Information From The Environmental Review C onstitutes A Prejudicial 

1711 Abuse of Discretion. 

181 i The "f8ilure to proceed in the manner required by law" part of the test for abuse of 

19j / discretion does not involve any judicial deference to the· project proponent. Friends of the 

O Id Trees v. D epartment of Forestry and Fire Protection (1997) 52 Cal.App.4th 1383, 1402. 

2111 N oncompliance with substantive requirements 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 S ections 21 168 

24/ i and 21 168.5, regardless of whether a different outcome would have resulted if the public 

agency had complied with those provisions. Pub. Resources Code, ~ 21005(a). The failure 

to comply with the law subverts the purposes of CEQ A if it omits material necessary to 

informed decision-making and informed public participation. In such cases, the error is 
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i · 

prej udicial. C oun ty ofA mador v. E I D ora do C o unty M~ter Agen cy (1999) 76 C al.A pp.4th 

i 931,946. 

Those implementing projects subject to CEQA must maintain strict compliance with 

the procedures and mandates of the s~atute. Citizens of Goleta Valley v. B oard of Supervisors 

(1990) 52 Cal.3d 553, 564; Napa Citizens for Honest Government v. Napa C ouniy Board of 

Supervisors (2001) 91 Cal.A pp.4th 342, 357 [court must "scrupulously enforce all 

legislatively mandated CEQA requirements'l; San Franciscans for Reasonable Growth v. 

City and County of San Francisco (1984) 15 1 Cal.A pp.3d 61, 71-72 [court must be satisfied 

that agency "fully complied with the procedural requirements of CEQ A, since only in this 

1011 way can the important public purposes ofCEQA be pIotected from subversion."] 

11 IV. 

121 1 LEGAL AN ALYSI S 

131 / ~ The extensi on of San D iego S tate University's campus will nS:gatively impact the 

i 4) i surrounding communities in numerous and significant wars, the effects of which have not 

151 / been eliminated or substantially lessened by mitigation measures in the proposed plan. 

161 / A. Respondent Cannot Rely On Its I mproper Refusal To Fund Traffic and 

i 71 1 C Ire ulation Impacts To C one lu de T hat The M itigati on M easures Are I nfe asible. 

CEQ A provides that "public agencies should not approve projects as proposed if there 

1911 are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available which would substantially 

lessen the significant environmental effects of such projects. L aurel Heights, sopra, 47 

21 Cal.3d at 406. The CEQ A Guidelines require that, in order to approve a project subject to 

CEQA where an ELR has identified significant environmental effects, the agency must find 

that each significant impact is "unavoidable" because there are no feasible alternatives or 

2411 mitigation measures that would reduce the impact tb a less than significant level. Rio Vista 

Farm Bureau Center v. County of Solano (1992) 5 Cal.A pp.4th 35 i, 376; P ub. Resources 

Code, ~ 21002. 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. Pub. Resources Code, ~ 21002. l(b); Federation 
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1/ i ofH illside 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.A pp.4th at 358-359. 

In Federation of Hillside and Canyon Assn. v. City oft os Angeles, a homeowners 

advocacy group and an environmental group brought a suit against the City of Los Angeles 

challenging Los A ngeles@terti fication of an EIR for a general plan framework as part of its 

general plan. Los A ngeles acknowledged, 'Yhere was great uncertainty as to whether the 

mitigation measures would everbe funded or implemented." Id. at 1261. A dditionally, Los 

A ngeles did not require the mitigation measures to be implemented as a condition of the 

project and 'knade no pro vision to ensure that they will actually be implemented or ~e~lly 

10/ i enforceable.O Id. The court invalidated the EIRBmitigation measures holding: 1) Los 

1111 A ngeles failed to provide that the mitigation measures would actually be implemented; and 2) 

121 i no substanti al evidence supported Los A ngeles~timding that the mitigation measures 

131 i identified in the final EIR would mitigate the proj ect8significant effects on transportahon. 

141 1 Id. at 1261-1262. 

Respondent identified twenty-seven significant impacts relating to traffic and 

161 1 circulation arising as a result of the proposed proj ect. A.R. Tab 14:1690-16 91. Respondent 

171 j states that SDSU is not legally authorized to fund off-site improvements for campus 

181 1 development and that these improvements are required to be mitigated by other agencies, 

~9/ / 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 

211 1 DEIR as TCP 1 - TCP Il. A.R. Tab 17:2108. Not only does Respondent fail to provide any 

evidence for its arbitrary assignment of responsibility forthese mitigation measures, but it 

also ignores the advisement by the Redevelopment A gency that it cannot provide funds unless 

certain legal and factual criteria are met. A.R. Tab 17:2107-2110. 

If Respondent intends to withhold and/or cannot guarantee the fUnding to implement 

the identified mitigation measures, Respondent cannot simply make the subsequent findings 

thPt 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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111 the impact would be significant and "unmitigated," not "unavoidable" as claimed by 

Respondent and required by CEQ A. 

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 CEQ A. 

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 

afforestgl (1994) 7 Cal.4th 1215, 1233; and that Respondent may only find mitigation 

measures infeasible i f I) the mitigati on measures are "withi n the responsib ility and 

i 0/ i jurisdiction of another public agency" and 2) the mitigation measures have been adopted or 

ii canbeadopted. Pub.ResourcesCode,~ 21081. 

121 1 Respondent's refusal to mitigate off-campus traffic impacts stems fi~om a self-serving 

~ 31 i misapplication and misinterpretation of A rticie X III, section 3 of the Californi a Constituti on 

14/ / which provides that the property owned by the state is exempt from property taxation. A.R. 

151 i Tab A.R. Tab 17.2665-2668. N umerous letters were provided to Respondent detailing the 

is) i factual and legal reasons why Respondent is legally responsible to fund these mitigation 

1711 measures. A.R.Tab 17.2106-2110, Tab 17.2115-2123, Tab 17:2154-2161, Tab 17.2169, Tab 

1811 17:2228-2233, Tab 17:2506-2510, Tab 17:2407, Tab 17.2428-2430, Tab 17.2459, Tab 

~91/ 17.2467. Respondent's position also contradicts its own actions, as SD SU currently has a 

permit application with the City for a public improvement project at the intersection of 

21 i I College Avenue 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 P reject Imp acts and Mitigation Measures] which Respondent claims it cannot legally 

241 1 fund. Id. 

25/ i As is discussed, Respondent has made no showing that the City or Redevelopment 

A gency, is legally or financially capable of, making the proposed traffic improvements nor 

27/ i has substantial evidence been presented to determine that the mitigation measures should be 

adopted by another agency. If this were true then any developer could defeat mitigation 
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Ij ~ measures by simply stating that the "road is a City road" or "that is a County street." This is 

1 clearly not the intent of CEQ A. 

Thus, the findings are not supported by substantial evidence and Respondent's 

approval of the EIR constitutes a prejudi ciai abuse of discreti on and the court should direct 

Respondents to vacate and rescind the approval. 

B. Respondent Cannot Rely On A Vague, U ncertain And Incomplete 

M itigation Analysis To C onclu de M itigation M e asu res Are N ot Feas ib le. 

Mitigation measure must be designed to minimize, reduce oravoid an identified 

91 / environmental impact to rectify or compensate for that impact. CEQ A Gui delines ~ 15370. 

10/ 1 A n EIR may be inadequate if the mitigation measure, as descnbed, is unclear and vague as to 

11I/ feasibility or implementation. San Franciscans for Reasonable Growth v. City and County of 

121/ San Francisco, supra, 151 Cal.App.3d at 79 lrequirement that fee of undetermined amount to 

1311 be paid for unspecific transit funding mechanism is inadequate mitigation measure.]; Kings 

14/ i County Farm Bureau v. City ofHanford (1990) 221 Cal.App.3d 692, 727 (:EDR was 

15/ 1 inadequate in part because it found groundwater impacts to be insufficient on basis ofa 
16/ I mitigation agreement that called for purchase of replacement groundwater supplies without 

~ 711 specifying whether water was available.]. As stated above, Respondent's position with 

181 / respect to mitigation measures being implemented is vague and uncertain. Without some 

191 1 assurance of fUnded traffic solutions to accompany the proposal for SD SU campus expansion, 

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 

identified. While twenty-seven are identified, only eighteen are identified for discussion. 

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 I-8 Corridor that will be 

2511 impacted by the proposed development in A dobe F ails, Lot C, and the Alvarado Campus S ub- 

261j A reas, including: College A venue/E8 Eastbound Ramps; College A venue/Canyon Crest 

/ D rive; College A venue/Zura Way; 55th S tn:et/Montezuma Road; and Lake Murray 
Boulevard/Wisconsin Drive/Parkway Drive. Id. This omission is especially glaring in light 
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ii i of the fact that SANDAG, the local planning agency for San Diego County, has identified 
2/; Interseate 8 as a "special study area" because of the difficulty and delays area commuters face 

3/ ~ each day in traversing Interstate 8. 

C. R espondent Can not Re ly On An U ncertifie d O pi nion To C onclude 

Wlitigation Rleasures Are Not Feasible. 

Respondent's refUsal to fund the identified mitigation measures is also based in part 

I 
on the Sixth Circuit Court of Appeal's decision in City of Marina v. Board of Trustees of 

California State University (2003) 109 Gal. 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 
i / case. City ofnllarina v. Board of Trustees, California State Universi~ (2003) 109 

11/ j r^l * ~~ nc~ 11?n ,,.,;,..,,,,+p~ nFtnhP1- 1 7001 Nn ~t 17816 Resnnndent's reference to 

121/ City of Marina in the FEIR's comments is improper. This court cannot rely on the appellate 
131 / decision as authority for any legal proposition under the Califomi a Rules of Court Rule 976, 

~41 / 977, and Rule 979. Because this case is currently under review in the California S upreme 

15/ / Court, the question presented, directly on point to the present situation, is therefore unsettled. 

161 j D. The El R Is Not Supported By Substantial Evidence Because The 

lil' UnderlyingDataReliedUP"l"/"iSlaingTrafflLi\ndCirculatlanlmpacDlr 
18 Inaccurate and Unsupported By Facts. 

::i 
"The failure to provide enough information to permit informed decisi on making i s 

fatal." Napa Citizens for i-i onest Gov't v. County ofNapa, supra, 91 Cal.A pp.4th at 361. 

;;i "When the informational requirements of CEQA are not complied with, an agency has failed 

I to proceed in @manner required by lav~iLnd has therefore abused its discretions." Id., 

quoting Save O ur Peninsula Committee v. Monterey County Board of Supervisors (2001) 87 

241 1 Cal.App.4th 99, 118. 

25( / Respondent concludes that there will be significant, unmitigable impacts to the area in 

j terms oftramce and circulation. See Chapter 3.13, Transportation/Circulation and Parking, 
271 ~ starting at A.R. Tab 1:00458. The traffic analysis, however, cannot be relied upon because 

'1 _ _ I· - 
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I the undnlyingdata used to suppon rhea conclusions is ~atally flawed and unreliable As i 
i such, the traffic report and its conclusions are skewed. 

The Traffic Impact Analysis relied upon in the EIR was prepared by Linscott, Law & 

i Greenspan, Engineeis [LLO]. A.R. Tab 14:01598. The exising trai~e conditions were bused 
/ upon a count study which was performed in 2004, without ~aking 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 impacts to the local circulation system as a result 

of the proposed projects in the near and long term. Id. O nly three of the five components of 

the Proj ect were identifi ed as effecting traffic and circulation: Adobe Falls, the A ivarado 

101j Campus ~ark and the A ivarudo H otel. PI.R Tah 14:01602. This initial exeluaon oicsdain 
1 1 I/ portions of the development in effecting traffic and circulation creates a gap in the analysi s. 

42/ / The EIR states that under the proposed proj ect, the current S D SU enrollment ceil ing 

131 / will be increased from 25,000 full-time equivalent students [FTES] to 35,000 FTES. A.R. 

Tab 14:01602. Based upon SD SU's definition of FTESZ, the EIR asserts that when the FTES 

1511 35,000 ceiling is reached, anticipated by the 2024/2025 academic year, there will be 44,826 

161 / students. A.R. Tab 14.01605. H owever, the~ is no data or methodology shown to support 

17j I how this calculation was done or how the 44,000 number was surmised. For instance, the 

1811 EIR fails to consider San D iego State University's special status as a commuter school. 

191 / Thirty-five thousand (35,000) FTES students can easily translate into fifty-five thousand 

(55,000) actual students due to SD S U's particular character and traditi on of serving a 1 arge 

211( number ofpart-time, continuing education, and other commuter students. As such, the initial 

baseline used to calculate the number of students, staff or faculty whom will likely use the 

surrounding roads is inherently flawed and cannot support the EIR. 

24/ / A nother fatal flaw in the underlying data rel ating to the traffic conclusi ons reach ed in 

/ the EIR went diiectly to the ailolvable b·afiic generation on the surrounding streets 

FTES is defined as one student taking 15 units. Two part-time students, each taking 7.5 
units would be considered one FTES. 

i 13 
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II S pecifically, the EIR reached its conclusions based upon incorrectly identifying area 

streets as "collector" and "sub-collector" roads. Thi s incorrect cl assi fication of the streets 

/ inn~testhe roadway capacities beyond that which the Cay rerommends A R Tab 14:01610- 
/ 1611, Tab 17:02132-02133. For fUrther analysis relating to specific streets, see Opening 

BriefS ofP etitioner D CAC and Alvarado. City joins and incorporates those arguments herein. 

The EIR also fai Is because it uses inaccurate or un supported data to set the trip 

generati on 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 

101 / 1.00485. The EIR then uses this unsupported percentage to deduct this number from those 

11 whom will be using the roadways to travel to SD S U on any given day. Id. In support of 

1211 these conclusions, Respondent relies on a campus survey prepared for and by the University 

131 1 of California at San D iego [USCD i. A.R. Tab 1.00485, Tab14:1627. N ot only does this 

141 i study ignore the obvious and marked difference in characteristics between the two 

151j institutions, but the EIR fails to identify the number, methodology or other necessary 

161i information to determine the basis for this survey. A.R. TablLt:1627. 

17/ i A s a fUrther problem in the traffic analysis, the EIR makes unsupported assumptions 

181 1 regarding trolley use to discount the number of persons using the surrounding streets. A .R. 

191 / Tab14:1628`. 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 ally Trips [ADT]. 

21 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 vehi cles. A.R. Tab 

14:1628. Relying on that assumption, the ADT rate is dramatically discounted by 11,356 

241 / trips, down to 8,518 AD T. A.R. Tab 14:1628, Tab 14.1629. 

25( / 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 

i surrounding community and ruads. Based upon this, a new oaiFle and circulation Ehidy is 
necessary to enable full and complete disclosure of impacts A dditional failures in the traffic 

OPENINGBRIEF OF PETITIONERS CITY OF SAN DIEGO AND REDEVEU)PMENTAGENCI OFTHE cIn or SAN DIEGO 



t~ ..,~,...;.--.-, ;... ?.......,.1,..~.;,~;...-._. .....,.-;-c;....,;..;....,.. ; .... qase..;l~ 

II study are rtiolth in Alvarada'r Opeeng Bnoi Ciryjains in those argumenb and 
/ incorporates them herein. 

E. The Fl R Fails As An Informational Doc ume nt. 

F allure 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 Cavift Ranch v. County of Placer (Bayside Covenant Church) 

(2003) 106 Cal.App.4th 1092, 1100; Bakersfield Cifi~i~ns fort ocal Control v. City of 

Bakersfield (Panam a 99 Properties) (2004) 124 Cal.A pp.4th 1 184, 1198, 1208; Rural 

10/ / L andowners A ssn. v. City Council (1983) 143 Cal.A pp.3d 1013, 1023 Cwhere "failure to 

i 1 I I comply with the law results in a subversion of the purposes ofCEQA by omitting information 

i 21 1 from the environmental review process, the error is prejudicial."] The critical question is 

131 1 whether an alleged procedural violation "deprived the public or local agencies of information 

14/ / relevant to" the project. Neighbors of Cavitt Ranch, supra, 106 Cal.App.Ltth at 1102; Sierra 

''3 1 5( / Club v. State Ed. of Forestry (1994) 7 Cal.4th 1215, 1236-1237 [prejudice is presumed where 

16 the abience of Lrfurmanon ..in~trafed the purpose of the pubiic comment provisions ofthe 

171 i F orest Practice Act" and made "meaningful assessment of potentially significant 

isl I environmental impacts" impossible.] 

19/ i F. The Fl R Fails to Provide Ade quate M itigation for Impacts on Population 

/andnaurina, 
2111 CEQ A Guideli nes 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 economi c or population growth, or the construction of 

2411 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 SD SU area. S ee G enerally, Appendix i,, 

271 i Population and H ousing Technical Memorandum, Tab 13.01499-1577, see also A.R. Tab 
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i 1 

lil 13 1114 Ths.b~-ed upn conciurory wd speula~ue ~ou~hpmlccoonsJe~ fonh in th~ 
/ EIR. 

The EIR admiis merz is and eonfmuesto be adi~raportianate growth of population in I 
the College A rea surrounding S D SU. 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. Id. While the DEIR acknowledges this conflict, Respondent then ignores this goal 

by not properly mitigating for the increased U niversity P opulation in the single family 

101/ neighborhoods. A.R. Tab 17 2163-2169 at 2165-2166. 

11 The EIR assumes that there will be no significant impact to housing needs because the 

121 1 housing demand will be met by a combination of multi -family housing projects "proposed for 

131 1 the surrounding area." Id. There is no supporting data for this conclusion. The only 

14/ 1 evidence presented to support thi s conclusion is by reference to proposed housing projects in 

15( i two other redevelopment project areas, the G rantville Redevelopment Area and the P aseo 

16/ 1 Project, both of which are currently involved in pre-construction litigation. A.R. Tab 

17( i 17.2619. A s such, Respondent cannot determine as of yet whether these projects will ever be 

181 1 accomplished, never mind the timeline in which they will be accomplished. These proposed 

i 91 / housing projects may not be rei led upon to substanti ate mitigation measures identified in a 

CEQA document. 

21 G. Failu re to Adeq uate ly C onsider Project Alter natives. 

U nder CEQ A, a publi c agen cy is requi red to consi der feasible altematives to the 

project which would lessen any significant adverse environmental. Pub. Res. Code ~~ 21002, 

241) 21081; CEQA Guidelines ~ 15126.6. The discussion of alternatives must be meaningfUl and 

provide sufficient informati on to allow informed decision making S ee L aurel H eigh ts 

ImprovementA ss'n. v. Regents of the U niv. of California, supra, 47 Gal. 3d at 403-404. 

Further, specific reasons for failure to incorporate the alternatives into the Preject were either 

not provided, or were not supported by substantial evidence. This lack of information in the 
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i i 

Ij j F EIR is a prejudicial abuse of discretion, and completely contrary to CEQA's spirit of 
2~ / o·anspaiency and the public review and ovcrsi~i~t of information. 

There were many me asures pr~posed b y the A gency and City b y and through its 

/ agents, includulg but are not limited to the following. private deueiopmenT and ownership of 
/ the proposed construction within the College Community Redevelopment P reject Area (A.R. 

/ Tab 17:2107); providing trolley passes to 100% of the student population and imposing 

j higher park~ng Les to oRser some of haific rmpacts (A.R Tab 17:2107); and Fs~ling far 
/ lower density development in the A dobe Falls/North Creek development area. A .R. Tab 
1 17.2107. N one of these alternatives were addressed, investigated or incorporated into the 

1011 Final EIR. 

11 Respondent's reliance on the statement of overri ding considerations i s improper 

i 211 because feasible proj ect alternatives, which would have lessened environmental impacts, are 

1311 available. 

H. The Ei R Fails to i de ntify and Ade quately Ad d ress I nconsistencies 

151 / Betwee n The P reject And The Var ious C ommunity Plans Governing The Area of the 

161( Project. 

An EIR must discuss any inconsistencies between the proposed project and applicable 

18/ / generalplans. CEQA G uidelines ~ 15125(d). An applicable plan is a plan which has been 

191 i adopted and applies to a project. Chaparral G reens v. City of Chula Vista (1996) 50 

Cal.App.4th 1134, 1145, fn 2. Although the requirement that EIRs analyj~e any 

21 inconsistencies with plans is set forth in S ection 15125, which generally governs the EIR's 

description of a proj ect's environmental setting, this analysis also relates to an EIRs 

evaluation of environmental impacts. CEQA G uidelines ~ 15126 [all phases of the project 

241 i 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. CEQ A G uidelines 8 15125; see also O rinda Ass'n v. Board of 

Supervisors (1986) 182 Cal.A pp.3d 1145, 1 169. 
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1/1 Whi le Respondent claims that it is consistent with various community and 
2/i redevelopment plans (A.R. Tab 1:00356-00379), this statement is un~-ue. The following are 

some examples of the inconsistencies which were raised but were ignored in the F EIR: 

The EIR should be consistent with the College Community Redevelopment P lan 

j ICCRPI. The C(:RP did nor anticipale and does nor allow for the construction of a hotel iii 
the Alvarado S ub-A rea of the College Community Redevelopment P reject A rea. A hotel is 

permitted in the CCRP in the Lot A S ub-Area of the College Comm unity Redevelopment 

/ P reject 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 Preject 

101/ Master Project Plan [~PP]. The MPP requires that a design manual be adopted for each of 
H m. live slib-arras oithe College Community Redevelopment prgen hrca before 
12 development is to oeuu Thes design manuals have not been prepared or presented and 
13/ j must be prior to development within the plvarado Road Sub-A rea. Id. 
14/ i The EIR should also be consistent with the Third Five-Year Implementation Plan for 

4 15( / the College Community Redevelopment Project [Implementation Plan]. The Implementation 
161 j P lan anticipates that the S an D iego State University F oundation would bring forward the 

171 / A Ivarado Road S ub-Area D esign Manual sometime in Fiscal Y ear 2005 identifying 

18j I construction of approximately 100,000 square feet. The 2005 Master Plan Revision calls for 

191 / 245,000 square feet of development but makes no mention of an A Ivarado Road S ub-Area 

Design Manual. A.R. Tab 17:002110. 

4 The growth projections and placement of new students into the single - family 

residential neighbors surrounding SDSU also conflicts with the goals and objectives of the 

I College A rea Community P lan. While the D EIR acl~owledges the goal of the College A rea 
24/ Community P lan, it ignores the goal by failing to provide any mitigation measures. A.R. Tab 

j 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 

i authon~i to monirDr and mniml deuelopmenr;ngthe SDSU ,,. And Respandent~s ch~ 

i 
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1/ / include this information within the EIR and make the "c)aim" that its project is consistent 
/ with these community plans is also misleading and should require Respondent to provide 

I complete and accurate information. 
i. I mpr ope r Reliane e on a State ment of Over rid in 9 C onsideration. 

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 ~ 21002.1; Gal. Code Regs, titl. 14, ~ 

15021(a)(2). A Itematively, a project with sigilificant, unavoidable or unmitigatable impacts 

9/ / may only be approved upon substantial evidence that the project's benefits outweigh its 

10/ i impacts. CEQA Guidelines ~ 15093, subds. (a~ (b). Bycertifying and approving the FEIR 

1 1( i for the Proj ect, Respondent has failed to meet both of the foregoing requirements. 

121 i The Statement of Overriding Considerati on Respondent did not properly accomplish 

1311 the appropriate balancing between economic, legal, social, technological or other benefits of 

14( / the proposed Proj ect versus the adverse environmental effects of the Project. 

151 i Respondent could not have accomplished the appropri ate balan cing because the 

2111 lead agency must still adequately analyze reasonably foreseeable significant environmental 
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1/ i a "sufft cient degree of analysis to provide deci sion makers with information that allows them / 

: to make a decision ~uhich intelligently takes accountaf envimnmeniai conceyucncc;.. CEQA 
G uidelines 8 15151. A lead agency must eliminate or substantially lessen the environmental 

impact of the project where feasible. CEQA Guidelines g 15126.4. 

The EIR for the Adobe FallsiN orth Campus development violates CEQ A because it 

fails to propose adequate measures to mitigate the environmental impacts ofa 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, semi or citizens and a limited number of graduate students Y et, the 

10/ / proposed development is analyzed at a program level of review. 

ii The proposed use for the A dobe FallsM orth Campus development is clearly defined 

i 2( 1 in such a way that supercedes program levelreview. Respondent has a duty under CEQ A to 

i 31 i 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 

1 5/ / publi c to consider the impact.this development will have in conjunction with the other 

16/ I neighboring projects, scheduled for build-out before, or at the same time as A dobe Falls. The 

17/ i best solution Respondent could provide to address this problem in the FEIR is a'"Traffic 

i 81 1 Calming Study", whi ch would detennine the methods available to control and/or reduce 

19/ i vehicle speeds on Del Cen~o roadways before "housing unit occupancy:" This idea ofa 

"Calming Study" is flawed because it does nothing to address volume, but instead addresses 

211 1 only speed. More importantly, Respondent's "Calming Study" would be studying potential 

mitigating measures as it constructs the very project which produces the need for mitigation 

measures. In other words, Respondent is putting off until tomorrow the environmental review 

2411 it is required byCEQA to perform today. 

K. Fl R 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 ~ 15378. The Adobe Falls, A ivarado Hotel and 

A Ivarado Campus P ark components of the Proj ect together cause significant, irreversible 
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1/1 environmental impacts to the same geo~-aphic area, specificallythe I-8/College 

2/ A venueiAivhiado Road mterchange nie impaetr, when conndered cumulahvely, are more 
31 / significant ~han when considered individually, per differing levels ofwview. 

A n EIR must discuss the impacts of the project over time in conj unction with past, 

present and reasonably foreseeable future proj ects. P ub. Res. Code ~ 21083; CEQ A 

Guidelines, ~ 15130. G uidelines section 15130, subdivision (b) provides that "[t]he 

discussion of cumulative impacts shall re~ect the severity of the impacts and their likelihood 

of occurrence, but the discussion need not provide as great detail as is provided of the effects 

attributable to the project alone. The di scussion should be guided by the standards of 

101/ practicality and reasonableness." Thus, an EIR which completely ignores cumulative impacts 

11/I of the project is inadequate. Citizens to Preserve the Ojai v. County ofVentora (1985) 176 

? 2( 1 Cal.App.3d 421, 430-431. But a good faith and reasonable disclosure of such impacts is 

13/ / sufficient. (Id., at 432; and see Al Larson Boat Shop, inc. v. Board ofH arbor C ommissioners 

1411 (1993) 18 Cal.App.4th 729, 749 [absence of separate detailed discussion of air quality 

~ 51 / impacts of proj ect is not reversible error]. 

16/ / Respondent must address the cumulative impact of the proj ect on the area, when two 

17/ / or more sub-areas will compound or increase environmental impacts. CEQA Guidelines ~ 

i 81 i 15355. This requirement i s especially necessary in multi-phase development plans, such as 

19( i the proposed Proj ect. Respondent fails to adequately set forth and to independently analyze 

the incremental development occurring in each of the sub-areas against one other. This is a 

21) / significant legal deficiency in the F EIR. This factor alone warrants judicial review of 

Respondent's approval and certification of the F EIR. 

IV. 

241 i CONCLUSION 

25) / By reasons set forth above, Respondent failed to proceed in a manner required by law i 

in certi fying and approving the FEIR in compliance with CEQ A and the P ublic Resources 

27( / Code. Moreover, this decision, and the statement of overriding considerationsjustifying the 

decision was unsupported by substantial evidence. A ccordingly, the decision to certify and 

i 
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1/ / adopt the FEIR should be set aside, and Respondent ordered to prepare and certify a new 
i Environmental Impact Report which meets the standards set forth underCEQA. 

Dated: May 2, 2006 MICH AEL J. A GU IRRE, City Attorney 

By 
Christine M. Fitzgerald 
Deputy CifyAttomey 

A ttomeys for Petitioners Crty of San Diego 
and Redevelopment A gency of the 
City ofS an Dlego 
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FI&E GOPY 
San Diego State University February 22, 2007 
Facilities Planning, Design and Construction 
Ms. Lauren Cooper 
Associate Director, 

5500 Campanile Drive 
San Diego, CA 92282-1624 

Dear Ms. Cooper, 

I recently sent a letter to 8vlls. Arm ]Bnunkow, president of the Del Cerra 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 Intemet 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 sertin~ is perfect for similar ~nternet 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 ttaffre to and 
from SDSIJ campus everyday. My proposal is also being advanced to the Governors 
Qff~ce for consideration statewide without the need for a referendum. 

Thank you for your time in considering this proposal. 

DelCerro~ka"kesident i-E~3 2S 2007 
Mike T 



is) 

Sb % a~ 

a "" 
A i 

S ~ P 
~! ~A·q~~ 

,_i s~i~~Fr"Z., ; 9 cl 
A,9\1 ~B"s $·a ;'ii~~~ 

a$- n a 

"5 956 FY 
TI f) h 

m Fw 
m " 

r a a 
m 

B~~4plb B 

_ ~"fi" ~f 
I" 



Samuel W. Bettwy 

Susan R. Berzrzil2glzq~!'f-Bettwy 
5924 Albolos SI,ee~ 

Snll Diego. CA 92120 

(61 9) 55 7- 71 1 9/5004 (o~lice pho~ze/fa~-San2) 
(619) 287-6322 ~20)118 phol2e/Saw) 

February 26, 2007 

Ms. Lauren Cooper 
Associate Director, Facilities Planning, Design and Construction 
San Diega 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.O. Box 600801 

San Diego, CA 92160 

FED 27 1_007 



Jerry Satuloff 5581-C Adobe Falls Road, San Diego, CA 92120 
Res: 619-583-4258 Cell:619-895-2006 

Email: iersat~i~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? 

I submit, the meeting held the evening of February 21 was a further indication of SDSU's intent 
to disregard neighbors' concerns. I suggest the next time a meeting is called, it NOT be called 
for political purposes, it be called to mitigate our mutual concerns. 

Sincere 

loff - 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 ~ 2007 

5500 Campanile Drive 
San Diego, CA 92182-1624 

Re: SDSU 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision 
Response to Notice of Preparation (T~OP) 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 ofProposed 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 reauest that 
you t7rovide a comorehensive renional housing studv/analvsis be conducted and orovided to the 
oublic, suQoortina the need and desire by facultv/staffto 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 aualifitina individuals for residence at Adobe Falls. 

A definition of "faculh·t/staf~ as it relates to ~otentiaE residents at Adobe Falls 

S~ecific assurances that the units at Adobe Falls will not be utilized as student housinn 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. I would like SDSU to i~rovide iustification 
for 370 units. I would also like to see a benefit and im~act analysis for reduced numbers ~ 
units. More simz~Ev out I would like SDSU to weigh the z7ros and cons ofbuildina 370 units and 
comoare that to buildinn incrementaElt, 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, SDSUshould Qrovide 
com~7rehensive data suQ~ortina the feasibility of each route being considered, including but not 
limited to: Cost estimates, reaulatow and Eenal reauirements, etc. Also included should be the 
~obabilin, or likelihood that each route will be imolemented, and iustification for these 
orobabilities. 

2. In SDSU's most recent traffic rer?ort, the ~anninn out oftrafi~ic fi·om Adobe Falls throunh 
local residential streets was estimated. As some of these oroiections seem contraw to the 
current general traffic flow. I would like SDSU to orovide grounds for these estimates. 

3. SDSU claims the Red/Black Shuttle will provide alternative transportation for faculty/staff 
traveling between Adobe Falls Development and SDSU. SDSU must substantiate this claim and 
orovide s~ecific current and ~roiected rider shi~ 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~rovide 
soecific current and ~7roiected rider shir, data on the San Dieno 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 fiom 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. SI)SU has the opportunity to 
recapture well-worn good will by working in concert with the community and pursue 
compromise. I hope you take it. 

Thank you. 

j/' S 

6154 Arno Dr. 

San Diego, CA 92120 

cc: Del Cerro Action Council 



~"i @ity of ~a Mesa 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

March I, 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 
proj ect and attending a scoping meeting on February 21, the City of La Mesa has the 
following comments: 

i. 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 70th 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'h 
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 trafSle from the SDS'u' 
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 619-667-1 187 or by electronic mail at 
bchopyk@ci.la-mesa,ca.us. 

Sincerely, 

~AR 2 2007 
Bill Chopyk 
Planning & Development Services Director 

CC: City Engineer E:\cp2007\letters\general\SDSU Master Plan NOP Itr.doc 

8]:30 ALI-ISON AVENIIE. I',O. BC)S 037, I~i\ M1-S~, (:;\I.II-OINLi\ ()1044-0937 /((j19) (j(j7-1 177. ];,i\S ((j]c:l) (j(i7-]:380 

~ Printed on Recycled Paper. 
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Department of Toxic Substances Control O 
Maureen F. Gorsen, Director 

Linda S. AdBmS 5796 Corporate Avenue Amold Schwarzeneggar 
SBcratary ~or Cypress, California 90630 Governor 

Environmental Protection 

March 2, 2007 

Ms. l_auren Cooper 
I=acilifies Planning, Design and Construction 
San Diego State University 
5500 Campanile Driv'e 
San Diego, California 92182-1624 

NOTICE OF PREPARATION (NOP) FOR THE SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY 
(SDSU) 200'7 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 comments as follows: 

The EIR should identify and determine whether current or historic uses at the 
project: site may have resulted in any release of hazardous wasteslsubstances. 

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; 

· National Prioritie~ List (NPL): A list maintained by the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.EPA). 

Envirostor (formerly CalSites): A Database primarily used by the California 
Department of Toxic Substances Control, accessible through DTSC's 
website (see below). 

· Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System (RCRIS): 
A database of RCRA facilities that is maintained by U.S. EPA. 

NIAH 5 2007 

Q) Printed on Recycled Paper 
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Ms. Lauren Cooper 
March 2, 2007 

Page 2 

Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability 
Information System (CERCLIS): A database of CERCLA sites that is 
maintained by U.S.EPA. 

,, 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. 

Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (LUST)/ Spills, Leaks, 
investigations and Cleanups (SLIC): A list that is maintained by Regional 
Water QualitSe Control Boards. 

· Local Counties and Cities maintain lists for hazardous substances cleanup 
sites and leaking underground storage tanks. 

· 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). 

3) The EIR should identify the! mechanism to initiate any required investigation 
andlor 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·lo 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 necessai3/ 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. 

4) 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. 

5) If any property adjacent to the project site is contamnintted with hazardous 
chemicals, and if the proposed project is v\Iithin 2,000 feet from a contaminated 
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 IZone Property." 
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Ms. Lauren Gooper 
March 2, 2007 

Page 3 

6) The project construction may require soil excavation and soil fijling in ceffain 
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 Restridions (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 halardous materials that may 
pose a risk to human health or the environment. 

8) Certain ha;zardous.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, adtivities 
at the site may have contributed to soil and grou~dwater 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 andlor groundwater 
contamination is suspected, construction/demolition in the area should cease 
and appropriate health and safety procedures should be implemented. If it is 
determined that contaminated soil andlor groundwater exists, the EIR should 
identify how any required investigation and/or remediation will be conducted, 
and the appropriate government agency to pro\/ide regulatory oversight. 
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Ms. Lauren Cooper 
March 2, 2007 

Page~4 

If 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, 

~·~·--- 
Greg Holmes 
Unit Chief 

Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch - Cypress 

cc: Go\/ernor's Office of Planning and Research 
State Clearinghouse 
P.O. Box 3044 
Sacramento, California 95812-3044 

Mr. Guenther W. Moskat, Chief 
Planning and Environmeiital Analysis Section 
CEQA Tracking Center 
Department of Toxic Substances Control 
P.O. Box 806 

Sacramento, California 95812-0806 

GEQA 1Y1 608 
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FROM-SDSU Fac. Planning 61YSY445~~~ 

March 2, 2007 

I,auren Cooper 
MAR ti zoo7 Associate Director, Facilities Planning, Design and Construction 

SDSU 

5500 Campanile Drive 
San Dieg·o, CA f)2182-163,4 

Dear Pd~Is. Cooper; 

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 1 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 wony because all 3701· units would not be going in right away. 
Please pass on to Anthony that Z use similar logic when putting a lobster into the pot - i 
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 mifigation plan. 

Now to the items I would like to see addressed in the EZR and the Plan: 

1. A clear definition of what Faculty and Staffmeans. 
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. 

2. The traff~e sbrdy for the Plgn should be done when both dte grade ~clit~ois 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 se~eral 
apartment building/condo conversions within a similar distance to the SDSU campus 
that could be purchased, in whole or in part. to provide the same number ofunits. 
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 Bt into, or will be required to 
upgrade the infrastructure of the neighborhood. 

6, Another alternative to address the re~ruiting 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 matmer. I believe the rafionalization given by Anthony was that salaries 
were not high enough for incoming prospects to afford housing. The interest from the 
ilulds could be used as an annuity to augment salaries, 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. I 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 ro 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? r would think 
they would be able to, and if that is the final determination, how does that impact the 
tra.ffic load and the environmental impact? 

If I can be of any further assistance please let me know. 

~7410L~ 
James S. Call 

6285 Roc~hurst Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 

cc: 

Del Cerro Action Council 

P.O. Box 600801 

San Diego, CA 921~0 
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March 3,2007 

Armin and Rhea Kublman 

5069 Catoct~n Drive · i 
San Diego, CA 92115 ·, 

Lauren Cooper, Associate Direc~or ~RR ;6 2007 
Facilities Planning, Design and Construction 
Business and Financial Affairs ~~ ~,........ .i 

,.-~-···-·-··: ·.·:·: ·; 

San Diego State University 
5500 eamparule Drive 
San I)iego, CA 92182-2624 

Re; SDSU NOP 

Dear Ms. Cooper: 

We have reviewed SJ)SU's draR NOP for its 2007 Master Plan ~vision, and request that 
the upcoming EIR address t`he foIlowi~g questions: 

1. CAMPUS CSROWTM ASSUMPTIO`I~S 

SDSU projects the need to grow f?rom 25,000 full time equivalent (FTL3) students to 
35,000 FTIE, an increase of 40%, Over the next twenty ye~rs. 

a. On what explicit assumptions does SDSU base its projected growth needs7 The NOP 
states, rather vaguely, that the projected growth is based on '"projected population growth 
in San Diego County." 

(1) Is San Diego County projected to grow by 4(3% 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) Ifthe majority of the growth is projected in North or South County, rather than 

i~ 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 Clhula Vista be more 
appropriate for dealing with South County growth'l 

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 o~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, ifany, 
equate to in terms ofactr]al bodies, and what would be the projected Shcu~ty and 
staff needed to serve that increased student load?) 
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(2) How do these figures relate to growth in automobile t~a~Ele on 1-8, 1-805, 1-15, 
Montefllmaa Road, and College Avenue? 
(3) What would be the impact on the surrounding area in terms of housing, 
circulation on surface streets, parking requirements, and air quality? 
(4) What percentage of the students are projected to live within one mile of ST)SU 
(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 th~ school can continue to grow indefinitely, 
how does it justify that assumption? 

2. ALVARADO CAMPUS 

ST)SU plans a.rnuatiphase development of approximzitely 662,000 gross square feet (G~SF) 
for academic, research and medical space, and a 552,000 parking structure. 

a. Phase l-D Lot 

Consists of demolition of an existing structure at 6361 A~varado Court, and development 
of a 5-story, 1 10,000 GSF building, 

(1) Wow much additional traffic will this construction generate at the intersection 
of College Avenue and Alvarado (at the I-8 College exit), and on Alvarad6 Road, 
which is a two-lane road; and how will it be mitigated? 
(2) Wow muc~ need for additional parking will be generated, and will it be 
provided for simultaneously with construction of the building') Ifnot, why not? 
Can the additional construction be accommodatz~d throug~h existing surface 
parking? 

b. Phase 2 - D Lot 

Consists of development of two r-story buildings of 85,000 OSF each to house uses 
displaced by 'LsubSequent" phases of the project fthat is, the demolition of 5 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 traffice will this 
construction generate at Che intersection of College Avenue and Alvarado (8t 
the 1-8 College exit), and on Alvarado Road, which is a two-lane road; and 
how will it be mitigated? 
(2) Wow much need for additional parking will be generated, and will it be 
provided for simultaneously with conslruction ofehe buildings? Ifnot, why not? 
Can ttxe additimal construction be accomrnodsted 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 CtSF; and development ofa 6M story 552,000 GSF parking 
stnrclure for 1840 vehicles, with 191 additional surface and existing spaces. 

(1) ~ow much additional traffic will this construction generate at the intersection 
of College Avenue and Alvarado (at the 1-8 College exit), and on Alvarado Road, 
which is a two-lane road; and how will it be mitigated? 
(2) Since the timing oEPhase 1, Phase 2, and the "SubsequenL Phases" is not 
specified, when exactly will the parking structure he built, and.w9ly was ~he 
decision made to not build it simultaneously with Phase 1 development? 

Thank you for your attention to these cluestiods, 

~/ije~h ~e~__r~(Lj~n&il 
amzin and Rbea Kuhlman 

Cc; College Area Community Council 
Councilman Jim Madaffer 
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March 4, 2007 

Lauren Cooper · MAR 6 3_007 
Associate Director - Facilities Planning 
SDSU Facilities Planning, Design 8 Construction 
55015Campanile- D~i.vta- 
San Diego, CA 92182 

Subjec~: Comments on SDSU Plan for Adobe Falls 

Any plan to develop the Adobe Fairs area that does not include an alternate 
access to thga~ea other than ihraugh·existing Del Cerro streets -is unacceptable. 
This access route must be in place before other construction begiiis. It is 
irresgonsible of SDSU to attempt to attain its goals by trashing Del Cerro. 

A statement, as in the previous re;jected EIR, that an alternate means of access 
such as a tunnel is too gxpensive, dogs nothing to mget our concerns, The 
Statement of cost, which failed to include enginegring details of the things you 
considered, gives us no basis on which: to-respond Do·you ·expec~ us, ro··do yowr 
snglneenng for you' ~ ~ttempting to justify.your position with a raw ·cost figure, not 
..providkd in fhe ontext:df ihe~o~erali cost of~the-praject, including -the 
infrastructure which you tried to dump on San Diego taxpayers, is clearly an 
Bttenipt to mislead ~na Be~~~tes mi.strust:f the ~wh~ol$ project. .·-.·.·: · · ·· :. 

Furt~eimdre, a sta~~i~ierit i~iat~fH~ funnel would require a,l7%~gradeis also 
misleading (fraildicient?) in light of the facts that the existing Adobg Falls Rd. and 
Mill Peak Rd. that you propose to use, have similar grades, and any direct 
extension of Mill Peak to serve the UppgF~illagg ptrojec~w·ill. require an gven- 
steeper grade. Will the Mill Peak extension have a grade greater than 170m? If 
not, how will you accomplish that? If you can do it there, why can't you do it for 
the ·tunnel? 

Your pT~fyjplJS estimates of the traffic distribution are also misleading. .Anyons 
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-inter·ser;tion·at Genoe· and DeC GeFra Blvd, 
A reasonable person tries to cross, or even enter Dal Cerro E~lvd only a fe\rv times 
at Ggnoa Ave. before looking for a safer way, i.g, via Capri Dr. Almost all the 
~xc~ssi~e traffic will go through the intersection of Capri and Dgl Cerro, where it 
will endanger the safety of the·childFQn- at Mearst school- ~ncl-the Temple school. 
Viiti~ally none wiil.ga hdith of Del Cerro Blvd, due to difficLllty of crossing Dal 
Cerro and the diffic~lty~pf getting on to .Colleaelfrom Lamda of-..liockhurst 
esyi~eeial~y ~if diii~;~~~ir'gS to tLlin~:l~ft.' 

::: 

Besides the. Safety issue foi: the school children, what do we do when we need an 
emergency vehicle during heavy traffic times? The problem will be even woise 
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for your faculty and staff down in the hale. Your plan for the East campus will 
further add to the pro~rem of access to Alvarado Hospital. 

I am amazed that you don't hav~ more respect for your faculty and staff than to 
expect them to live down in that hole. A major concern to allDel- Cerro residents· 
is the encroachment of SDSU students an 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 
Alvarsdo 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 Falls project includes 
the note, "Working with community to retina project details". That statement is in 
the present tense. Why haven't I heard of any such meetings? You stated that 
EIRfor the 70 unit section will be at the project level. When are you planning to 
hold those meetings, after you have jammed the project level EIR down our 
throats? Another reason for our mistrust. 

Yours truly, 

12rw~a n.~Lcs 
Dr. Ronald A. Thicsl 

6212 Capri Dr. 
San Diego, CA 92120 
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Lauren Cooper 
Associate Director, Facilities 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 Meeting, 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. begrudgingty, 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 C;ommunities of Adobe Falls 
and Del Cerro appear too drastic for acceptance 

Sincerely, Ray V. Schumacher, Jr. 
Suzanne D. Schumacher 

6160 Amo Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120 E-Mail: 
sudbud~sbcglobal. net 

f 



Stuart R. and Uoelles F. Josephs 
6408 CrystRla~re Drive 

San Diego, CA 92120-3834 

Mczrcb 6, 2007 

Ms. ]La~uren Cooper 
Associate Direcl;or-Fa@illities Planning, Design, and Construction 
San Diego State University 
5500 Campanile Drive 
San Diego, CA 92182-1624 

Re: ADOBE FA~LI~S PLAN 

Dear T~s. Cooper: 

We strongly request tha~ you immediately and COMP~LETETIV A~ANDON your 

Adobe Falls Plan. 

It is ludicrous fox· SX)SU 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 NE~V: campus that 

should be built where there is more space to physically expand in the future. 

Eiespectfully, 

~e~xgb~p"et. 
oelles ~i~k~"~ 

cc: Del Cen-o Action Council (via E-mail) 

MAT~ 7 2007 



ALVARADO ~OSPITAL 
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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 
SanDiego,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 Dela~irare 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 Colleg~ 
Avenue and 70'" Street off ramps from the I-8 fkeeway. 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: 613.287.3270 



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 Avenueand 70fh Street~L~ke· Murray 
Boulevard is essential to public health. If it is determined that there would be a 
significant degradation ~i-om current load levels, these impacts would need to be 
mitigated to ensure timely access by emergency response vehicles, piivate 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. 

Since~el 

~Z~rris F. Koenig 
ChiefExecutive Officer 

cc: President Stephen Weber, SDSU 
Pejman Salimpour, M.D. 
Pedram. Salimpour, M.D. 



F U~-\ U· S· Fish and Wildlife Service ~j-~Sg~l CaliforniaDept. ofFishandcame 
ELE_r~l~e~ I Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Office I~l~i~i~f( SouthCoastRegional Office 

6010 Hidden Valley Road I~B~i~Y~3~Yll 4949 Viewridge Avenue 
Carlsbad, California 92011 ~c~t~l~n SanDiego,CA92123 
(760) 431-9440 ~iP~E-dl/ (858) 467-4201 
FAX (760) 930-0846 FAX (858) 467-4299 

In Reply Refer To: 
FWS-SDG-5221.1 

Lauren Cooper, Associate Director UAR lg 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 Came 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 I-Iousing; and Student Union. 

12 2007 



]r~nen~ Go~igpe~ ~F&r~SSJ~O-5221.1) · Pa~e~ 

Ah propo~plh~ec~ components would be located on the existing developed campus or in 
aQE~at~ad ~e~PP~aaes arcras,with the exception ofthe AQbe Falls FacultylStaffHousing dt~velt~pm~sl8, B~trif$wanld be constructed on an undeveloped 317-acre site located north of 

Xt~tertstate S,~aogs ~6romthe main campus. The Adobe Falls site: occurs within a canyon area that 
suqpparts native v~et~ion, including coastal sage scrub (CSS) and riparian vegetation associated 
with IU;varao ~ Construction ofAlvarado Campus and Alvarado ~tIotel would occur 

~ a4i~ ~_e~t;R1~ channelized areas of Afvarado Creek;'· - 
-u~ 

.~ ~-olgoDaPn~m~enEi ~ rec~~ati~; in the ~h ~io~s ~ ~~~ the Board of: 
statem andL;ad~quately 

tobio~esz ~ to ~ ~ the project is consistent with 

rt~ habitag.eoasec~ri~d planninlS effort~: ~n summary, our comments address the following 
Isso~s: (1)E~ impactr to wetland and ~iparian habitats; (2) compliance ~ CEQA and the 
:~(3)pro~ increases in traflie volume within the project area; (4) updated protocol- 1 
~:~ species Emaeys fin listed species with pote~a~ to occ~a in the project area; (5) the use of 
~ nsdive~larzts~in I·andscaped areas adjacent to native habitats; (6) Supplemental Environmental 

~ -; -; ~ (S~PsX aad (7) i~bnnatian to be included in the DEIR. 

W~:~ ~fhe opporhmity to conunent oil this NOPI VVe are hopeful that further consultation 
between you andrswill ensure the protection we find necessary for the biological resources that 
wonld be;t~iect~dbythjs project Byou have questions or comments regarding this letter, please 

- -.:~~HeethescSc~nalbach of the Department at (858) 637-7188 or Ayoola Folarin of the Service 

Sincerely i.. 

kA ~d~4~-a Idk 
:~,. -.!~!~e O'Romke ~7-EvIich~l 

~ Field Srqpavis~i~r Deputy Regional Manager 
~Wildlit~e Savice California Dep~bonent offish and Game 

Enclosures: 3 

cc: State Clearinghouse 
Rebec~a Stewart:Regio~i~ Water Orality Control Board 

1- 
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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 R~vision 

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 ajurisdictional 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' a 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 et 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.2 

i 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. 

2 A notification package for a SIQA 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. aov/l 600. 
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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 constn~ction 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 Came 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 1-nitigation 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. 

c) 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.3 In addition, landscaping adjacent to native 
habitat areas should not use plants that require intensive irrigation, fertilizers, or pesticides. 

3 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. 

6. 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 
reco~end the following information be included in the DEIR. 

i. 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. 

2. 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. 

3. 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 F;ully 
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). 

c) 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 
potentialeffect. 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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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. 

d) 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. Ail facets of the project should be included in this 
assessment. Specifically, the DETR should include: 

a) 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. 

b) Detailed discussions, including both qualitative and quantitative analyses, of potential 
i 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. 

c) 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. 

d) 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 scntb is the 
first natural co~nity 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). 

f) A cumulative effects analysis as described under CEQA Guidelines, g 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) 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. 

b) 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. 

c) 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. 

d) 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. 

e) 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 
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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. 

f) 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. 

g) 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 

'i 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. 

h) 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. 

i) 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 delineatedby 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. 



E~cjs,~re L 

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. 

52.# Occurs in 6-20 known locations and/or 2,000-10,000 acres of habitat remaining. 

53.# 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 
52.2 = threatened 

53.3 = 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 Chapanal 
Valley Needlegrass Grassland 
Great Basin Grassland 

Mojave Desert Grassland 
Pebble Plains 

Southern Sedge Bog 
Cismontane Alkali Marsh 

51.2 Southern Foredunes 

Mono Pumice Flat 

Southern Interior Basalt Flow Vernal Pool 
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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-GreatBasin 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 BGENCY 

Department of Fish and Game 
December9,1983 

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 wlnal: 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. 

I. 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 ifrare, 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 

vu 



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. 

c. 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 (CPS) 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. 
c. 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. 
i. Name of field investigator(s). 
m. References cited, persons contacted, herbaria visited, and the location of voucher specimens. 

vnl 
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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 Preparatioo/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 rhefollo~uing 
comment on the Notice ~,fPrepara~ion/Nofice afPublic Scoping Meetingfor an 
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statementfor theproposed San 
Diego State University 2007 Campas 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 summary 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. 

;jP,i~p7x· Development Services 
1222 Firsl Avenue, MS 501 · Son Oiego, CA 921C1·4 155 0 

lel (b19i 446-5460 
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Page( PAGE) oft NUMPAGES) 
March 22, 2007 

Potential Proposed Impact Areas: 

All environmental impacts need to be disclosed including any street impacts that would 
impact open space or wetlands which would require additional permitting by federal and 
state resource agencies (ACOE and CDFG). 

Public Utilities and Senrice 8~v~tems, ~at_er Demand/Supp~lY and ~vstems: 

Zn accordance with Senate Bill 610 effective January i, 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 Srm Diego Sfate University 2007 Campus MasfeP· PIan 
aevision. 

SDSU Master Plan NOP Response 
City Planning Br 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: 
· inconsistency with recommendations of the San Diego State University element 

of College Area Community Plan, page 37. 
· Potential inconsistency of the development proposed on the Alvarado Subarea 

with the recommendations in the College Area Community Plan, page 46. 
· The inconsistency of the proposed Adobe Falls housing project with the Resource 

Based ParWOpen Space use desi~gnation in the Navajo Co~ty Plan. 
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March 22, 2007 

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 Lundqnist (619-4465361) 

A comprehensive traf~ic report is required, including mitigation for all impacts. In 
addition, multiple access options must be examined for the proposed housing on the north 
side ofInterstate 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 theirjurisdictions, for example by requiring multifamily units and 
commercial buildings to provide appropriate areas for the storage ofrecycling 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 Countvwide Sitinn 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 sit32ificant 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 Itlark. 
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The SDSU 2007 Campus Master Plan should include planning that addresses the solid 
waste management approach taken by the campus. It should include appropriate studies 
to determine the existing level ofimpact, and to estinaate 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 
I~aster 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 individuai(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. 

Sincrrel 

Terri Bumgardner for 
Robert 5. Manis 

Assistant Deputy Director 
Land Development Review Division 



College View Estates Association 
5105 11Valsh Way 

SanDiego, California 92115 

March 9, 2007 

Stephen L. Weber, President 
San Diego State University 
5500 Campanile Dr. 
San Diego, C98 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 
targe 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 sfudent 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 

Presit~t~- R Nepi 

Cc: Jack F. Beresford, SDSU Asst. VP of Marketing & Communication 

Ibi-is 2-i U07 
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March 22, 200 

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 3 1 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. 

Si 

Dr Richard and Susan Braun 

ii ii 
ii 
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A,piop~al to please 
SDSU and'Del:~rrs 

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 
traf~c. 

I-Iow doesl~SU's ~:coexist · 
in-neighborhoods that are at buildout 
and have clearly reached their 
carrying capacity? 

I suggest that·a portion:of 
mandated affordable:housing, as part 
ofthe proposed ne~:~ 
~development plan,:~commodate 
faculty and students ~~g and 
teaching at SDSU. One of the bknests 

L is that the SDSU;trolley:hub is alre~ 
D ;located in:~~us~ducing 

~ to ~d:from the r~~ 
Teachers and students need 

affordable housing and this might be 
the best way to get it. 

My hope is that a land-swap can be 
reached with SDSU, alleviating the 
need to d~lop;in the Adobei~s 
area that isso ~ oppo~d:~ the I 
DelCerro ~~ 

The needs of the ~~-and. 
the wishes of the community to:keep 
their neighborhood charactercan 
be ':addressed'~~·:this 
~~ept~·~ im~~ie ~~~es 
n~ nece~~ h~ ~ me~ th~ 
~~·~~e. : - ::: 

BOB CAST~EDA 

Q5%5 Crys~i~laire Drive · San Biszgo, ~81.92120 
Phone: (Q19) 2e4'is-·Lg~d$9 · Fax: (ejf9) 26Ea-2210 · ernail: sb@sueb~-~Lan.com 
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407 B Street Suite 800 March 22, 2007 File Number 3003900 
san Diego, CA 92701-4231 

~r9) 699-1900 

Fax(619/699-1905 

VWWV.""NdaYD~ M5~ Lauren Cooper 
Associate Director of Facilities Planning, Design. and Construction 
Business and Financial Affairs 

San Dieglo State University 
5500 Campanile Drive 
San Diego, CA 92182-1624 

MEMBW AGENCIES 

Cities of Dear Ms. Cooper: 
Ca/lsbad 

SUBJECT: 2007 Campus Master Pldh Revision 
ch~la vista 

CoronJdo 

,,,r Thank you for natifying SANQnG of the opportunity to comment on the draft 
Ncejo. E"vironmelltal Impart Report (EIR) initial study for the 2007 campus Master 
,,~ Plan Revision. SANBAG's comments are based an the regional plannin4 

Escondio~o principles developed and adopted through our Regional Comprehensive Plan 
~npe,ial Beach (R~P). The RCP promotes coordination betvveen local and regional planning to 

Lah·IPsa ensure local development is consistent with regional plans and infrastructure 
Lemon G~ove investments. It also encourages a pattern of smart growth development that 
NalionalCity concentrates housing and employment growth near existing and planned 

Oceanside transportation facilities. 
Pouyay 

bnl)kso The San Diego State University (SDSU) Campus Master Plan Revision is 
San Marcoz especially significant to SANDAG because the campus is in an area designated 

I;antee for higher intensity development on our Smart Growth Concept Map and is 
Solana gZNCh served by a significant regional public transit service. As a designated smart 

ViSra growth area, the campus plan should focus on development with a mix of uses 
and around the light rail service as much as possible and support a variety of 

CoUntyDfSJnDiego transportation al.lernatiles. When the EIK addresses potential transportation, 
parking, and air quality impacts, it should take into account the capacity of the 

nov,soRuMEMs~Rs Sa" "iego Trolley to meet come Of that travel demand, reduce the air quality 
impacts of travel, and to reduce the demand far parking. It also should 

Imperial ~ounry balance the need to accommodate additional auto dccess with the benefits o~ 
encouraging pedestrians and bicyclists to access the campus and light rail 
station through good urban design and attractive bicycle and pedestrian 

Mel~opolirsn T~ansit System 
facilities. 

No,th San Dicgo County 
Transil pevelopmenr Board 

United Srares 

DeparimenlofDe~ense I ' ' 

San Di~go 
uni~ied Port Dkt/ict 

"~k"uct~~-~ Mhn 27 2007 
: : - Mexia3 

.. .j 
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The Notice of Preparation identifies Adobe Falls and nlvarado 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 far pedestrian access, and Interstate 8 is a major barrier between ndobe 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 botween these sites, the campus, and the light rail station. Because of its 
location, it is unlikely that the Metropolitan Transit System would ever provide public transit service 
to the Adobe Falls area. 

Adobe Falls has beeh included in regiondr habitat ronser~auion plans because of its habitat value. In 

developing the EIR, SDSU should coordinate with the California Department of Fish and Game to 

ensure the project is consistent with those habitat plans. 

SANDAG looks forward to working with the University as it revises its master plan to ensure this 

significant regional resource is fully integra2ed into our regional plans and is consistent with 

regional development policies. 

Sincerely, 

.~·~-- 
Senior Regional Planner 

SMV/dsn 



Planning Committee Agenda and Motion 
College Area Community Council 

From Monday, April 30, 2007 
College Rolando Libr~ty, 6600 Montezuma Road 

Sells Residence Site Develo~ment Pel·mit (Postponed at recluest 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 Pale Verde Terrace (Alvarado Estates) in the RS-1-I 
Zone. 

San Diego State University Master Plan Revision (Potential Action Item) 
On April 17, 2007 SDSU amended its Febmary 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 1,57~ on-campus student housing beds, for a total net increase of 2,976 beds. It 
includes the construction of a IO-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 scluare foot Campus Conference Center to be located east of Cox Arena, in addition to a 
7~ n~n ,,,,, omllrp fnnt pvnan r; nn lrPn n·rrati nn nf thp Pui ati n o Aztec Center. Additional comments on the 
I V)VVV fjlVJJ ~CIUCII~ LVVL Unt~CL·IIUIVIU IVIIV* UCIVII yI Lllu -·I-lur1~~3 

rrnnp nf tl7P nT~ft FTR nrp hc~ino accepted; previous responses do not need to be resubmitted. Comments 
~vv~Ju vl rllu ululr uss\ ulv vulllC, 

will be accepted through May 18yth, 2007. 

Unanimous Motion from Planninn 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. 

JI IIICIICIU~ a rclll~LL15 I~~IVVULIVII I1W11IIIUI-·UCIIIJ interim parking during construction for cars from ~\ T~~il.~n o r\~rt;nrr T)Plnrot;nn T)lan inrliratincr 

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. 

i. I urge you to cancel your 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 yards of a freeway suffer 
permanent damage to their lungs resulting in lifelong pulmonarv 
problems. (See two enclosed L.A. Times articles about this 
subiect.) 

Adobe Falls is within 500 yards 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 I 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 be 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 



place at SDSU's current campus, even if SDSU builds housing for 
almost 3,000 of those students, the remainins 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 ~ront yards and litter. 

3. Whether the housing is built on campus or off of campus, young 
people eniov 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 auality 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 Ilth San Diego Union-Tribune article entitled 
"SDSU Role Low Key in Stadium Proj ect", Dr. Weber said that 
"Extensive study is 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 conc~ern 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, 

~42-~-3-- 
Miriam Schraer 
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FR-E~Vi~AY AIR children's respiratory health. Previous their community. 
findings have detailed how smog can Gauderman had no estililate:for 

4)ANIAGES stunt lung growth and how living close percentage ofpeop]e in Southern C; 
to freeways can increase the risk of chil- fornia: living within 500 yards of·a frl 

YOUNG' LUNGS d'e" being diagnosed with asthma. way, but he noted that in a typical c 
This latest study of freeway proxim- such as Long Beach, it is about 17%. 

ity and lung capacity was funded by the The most severe jmp~iirment v 
ll Children living nearby show California Air Resources Board; the Na- obseiv&d in- children livirig iiear fit 
signs of lifelong haim, USC'study . tional Institute of Environmental Health ways in.:the:·;communities with 
finds. Sciences; the ~Environmental Protection highest -averae- Ipollution. --''Ug]a: 

Agency; the Naiional Heart, Lung and Mira Loma, RiversidC.ana Liing'Bea 
By·Thomas H. Maugh IJ Blood Institute; and the Hastings Foun-- Those:-Children. had -.an' -airerage i 

dation. deficit in the amount of air they col 
In the largest and longest study- of Gauderman and his colleagues .re- expel from the·]ungs. 
kind, USC researchers have found cruited groups of fourth-grade students, "Even if you are in a relatively I· 

that children living near busy highways average agell0; in 1993 and 1996. Their regional pollution area, living near 
have significant impairments in th~ schools were scattered from Atascadero road produces []ung problem~ 
development of their lungs that can lead in San Luis Obispo County to Alpine in Gauderman said. 
to respiratory problems for the rest of San Diego County. About one-third of the childl 
their lives. The team collected extensive infor- I moved during the course of the study 1 

The 13-year study of more than mation aboui each child's home, so- stayed inthe same community. Lung i 
3,600 children in 12 Central and South- cioeconomic statusand other facts that pairment was smaller among those u 
ern California communities found that might impinge-on health. moved farther fiom the freeways. 
the damage from living within 500 yards Once each year; the team visited the The· finding is important "because 
of a freeway is about the same as that schools and-measured the'children's showsth8t within communities, so: 
from livjngin communities with the lungs, assessing how much air could be children are at higher;isk than other 
highest pollution levels, the team report- expelled in one breath and how quickly Dr. Thomas Sandstrom and Dr. B 
ed Thursday·3n the online version of the ' it could be expelled. Brunekreef wrote in an editorial acco 
medjcaljouITlal Lancet, Thesecohorts of children "are truly panyjng the paper. "Thus, environmen 

"If you live in a high-pollution area an important resource because the study equity is an issue of local rather than 
and -live near a busy road, you get a dou- has been ·going on so long," said epi- giona] dimensions." 
bling" of the damage, said lead'author demiologist Jonathan Samet of Johns The· results were also independe 
W. James~GBudermani an epidemiologist . Hcjpkins University's Bloomberg Sihool of the children's initial health a 
at the KeclrSchood of Medicine of US. of Public Health, who also did not take whether they were smokers. "This n 

"Some·onesuffering a pollution_ part.in tb'e study. The size and scope of gests that-all children, not just susceI 
deficit in-lung ·function as:a~ child the study make·it very difficult to. repli- ble subgroups, are potentially affect 

will probably ·have less than healthy cate, he said. by traffic expoSure," Gauderman said. 
lungs all of his or her life," he said. Results from the study ~reported in Although the deficit in lung grov 

The ~eatest damage appears to be ~ 2004 indicated that children in the com- seems small, it could have long-term 
in the· Small. airways of the lung and is · munities with the highest average levels fects, Samet said. 
normally associated with:the fine: parti- of pollution suffered the -greatest long- "The concern is that the exposl 
culate matter emitted by automobiles. term impairment of lung fui~ction. eaves -young adults with sm-aller !ur 

'"This'tells nie that I wouldn't want In the new study, Gauderman and than they mighthave h~id otherwise, 
to be raising mychildien near a his'colleagues found that by their 18th said. That could leave them morel.wln 
significant source bf fine-particle air:pol- ' birthday, children who lived within 500 able to lung diseased·and more susceI 
lution," said economist C. ·A;rden Pope yards of a freeway haa·a 3% deficit in ble to the effects·ofpneumonia and ot] 
ni of Bi~gham Young Ui~jveisity; an ex- the amount of air thej· could exhaTe· and infections. · 
pert:on air-pollution and he~t~: who`was a.7% deficit in the rate at which it could All the researchers conceded t] 
not involved in the study; 9;l'mySeif; be exhaled compared with· children who there is·li~ttle that can be done to:niitig: 
would~iv~inrtd be living in:.areas where - lived at ·least 1,500 yards, or ne~iriy a the'effects of the traffic-pgllution nowl 
the exg;osuieis lower." niile; from a freeway. The~- effect, w~ in- But when local governinents 

:· The research`is~ part- pf~ an': -bngoing dependent of the' overall pollution in·l~,,i,g new schodls and new housj 
study of:·the::effects of ali:pollution on 

·I.iSER~i~tij~: 8~'e v 
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CRITIC'S NOTEBOOI< post-sprawl urbanism. And the LAUSD's massive con- 

It may be time to 
Last month, Eric Owen Moss won a struction campaign includes a number of 

competition sponsored by the History new schools next to some of our busiest 

hit the brakes Channel that asked architects to imagine roadways. Nearing completion is anew 
and help design the Los Angeles of high school designed by Perkins + Will 
2106. at the so-calledMetromedia site. Com- 

Is Putting homes, schools and "We intend to build over, under, muters on thk. 101 have watched the 
parks by freeways was seen as- a around and through the freeways" of the school rise on North Wilton Place, no 
final frontier in L.A., but a USC city, he declared in his winning entry. more than 100 feet from the freeway. 
study on pollution could force a Of course, it's hardly surprising to The architectural·flagship of the con- 
rethinking. earn that pollution levels are higher near struction effort is a new high school for 

ivays than' in other parts of the city. the arts, designeaby- jhe Austrian firm 
But the data from USC are compelling Coop Himmelblau. it willbe built fac- 

By Christopher Hawthorne enough to suggest that when it comes to ing another stretch of the 101, across the 
A new study from researchers at zoning, we should give up the idea of freeway from the Cathedral of Our Lady 

about the effects of local highway that land as a means for reshaping L.A. of the Angels downtown. 
pollution on children's health would be a"d increasing density and see it instead As architectui·al sdlutions totricky, 
alarming under any circumstances, espe- aS ferritory to be avoided - at least overlooked sites, the schools are impres- 
cially for parents. But it happens to ar- whe" it comes to placing facilities where sive. But through the lens of public- 
rive just as Los Angeles is building or kids spend a good portion of the day, health, they look iltogether different. 
planning scores of projects - including Proposals such as Moss' may antici- In Hollywood, meanwhile, planners 
housing, parks and schools - right on pate the day when we'll no longer use are working to gain approval fdr a new 
the edge of major freeways. cars, at least in their current form, and park that:would be built ~directly atop a 

Seen in that light, the study carries the freeways that once carried them· will curving portion of the 101, between 
significant implications not just for an- be empty and ready for reinvention. But Bronson Avenue and Wilton Place. Prel- 
tipollution efforts but also for the future eve" in the most optimistic scenarios, we iminary designs for the park have been 
shape of the city. It Should make us think Still face several decades of highway greeted as an Ingenious solution to the 
not just about cleaning the air but about pollution. Open-space crunch in Los Angeles - 
how and where we build. The USC study, which tracked and, in many ways, a sign of things to 

Inthe last few years, we've come to .600 children for 13 years, found that come. CouncilmanEric Garcetti, who 
view land near freeways as a last frontier living within 500 yards of a high- represents the neighborhood, said as 
in a Los Angeles that grows more WaY faced risk of permanent health dam- much three:weeks ago, after the City 
crowded by the year. When· developers age, including stunted lung growth and Council voted to spend $100,000 study- 
and public agencies such as the Los respiratory problems, a~olldOn- "We've come to a place in Los 

ing the feasibility of a park in that site. 
Angeles Unified School District are "Someone suffering 
searching for large, empty parcels of 'elated deficit in lung function as a child Angeles [where], for better or for worse, 
land, they often find that the only ones Will probably·have less than healthy it's actually:cbeaper to look at putting a 
that they can afford are freeway- lungs all of his or her life," the study's cap over the Hollywood Freeway to 
adjacent, in the unlovely jargon of the lead author, USC epidemiologist W. build a park than buying land in the~ mid- 
real estate business. James Gauderman, told The Times last die of Hollywood," he told a broadcast 

And when planners, architects or Week. · reporter. 
academics get together to talk about and Even within that fairly tight 500- It's a good thing the park is still be- 
sketch designs for the Los Angeles of yard radius, we are building a number of g studied. Maybe the act of capping 
the future, their proposals inevitably call high-profile projects, quite a few of the freeway will reduce pollution levels : 
for new buildings swarming like kudzu which are designed for children or inside the park enough to reduce the risk 
along and across freeways. would be used heavily by them, to the children who play there to an ac- 

In the same way that the futuristic Housing continues to sprout along ceptable level. But if it won't, "buying 
city plans of the last century looked to the edges of the region's highways - land in the middle of Hollywood," no 
the air, calling for buildings on stilts or including stucco boxes and high-end, matter how expensive, will be a more 
stacked like pancakes or connected by themed apartment complexes such as the responsible option, environmentally, 
floating zeppelins, architects these days Medici, which practically leans out over morally and probably legally. 
tend to see L.A.'s ribbon of highways as the 110 as it cuts through downtown. At the very least, local governments 
the unlikely foundation for a new kind of ' L 
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have to dig deep into the_results of traffic pollution fears. · · : 
the USC Study and similar reports as P Perhaps the district will be able to 
they begin to decide how big a health I plausibly argue that it didn't understand 

risk is presented by putting kids in the full range of risks that come with 
schools, apartments or parks adjacent to building so close to freeways. But it's' 
freeways. They will have to look not just getting more and more difficult for; any-. ~,-/ ·1 n 
at proximity to freeways but also at wind pf us in this city to make that claim. Zo01 
patterns and other factors that affect the O 28 
quality of neighborhood air. And as they christopher.hawthorne ~h~ 
do that they will have to be ready to @ latimes.com ; 
reassess their planning strategies, 
perhaps in dramatic ways. 

Times Sra~f~ Writer 
But the mechanism for doing so is 

not as powerful or as centralized as it Photo: 
needs to be, accordingto Roger Sher- POLLUTION: TheHarbor Freeway at 
man, an architect in Santa Monica and Slauson Avenue. A new study shows the 
cbdirector, with Dana Cuff, Of City Lab, ill effects of freeway air on young lungs.- 

new urban planning~think tank at 
UCLA. Cuff and Sherman·.teamed up in ID N~rMBER:200701 50hvgxz6kf 
the History Channel competition. 

"Caltrans has one approach to think- Photographer: 

Ing about these pieces of land, LAUSD Ken Hively Los Angeles Times 

has another and various cities have still Descriptors 
others," Sh~an said. "There's really a LOS ANGELES; 

DEVELOPMENT AND REDEVELOPMENT; 
need for a regional coordinating authori- FREEWAYS; 
ty. Without one, I think we're going to Ar~ POLLUTION; 
see neighborhood councils take more ac- ~7~T~I~H~NNINe 
tive measures td deal with theseissues." 

The cauncila, whose clout has been 
growing in recent years, could push for 

exclusionary zoning, for example, to NOTE: 
make development near freeways impos- May not be reproduced or 
sible or more difficult. But that approach retransmitted without permission. 
raises itsown risks. For permission, call: 

"You may see a kind of Balkaniza- 800 LA TIMES, Ext. 74564. 
tion," Sherman said. "Some communities 

along the freeway will decide to:deal 
with the problem by putting up barriers 
along the freeway or,planfing to affect 
their microclimates, and others won't." 

Most controversial of all, the USC 
study may op·n a discussion On the pos- 
sibility of local governments-using em- 
inent domain to carve out new space for 
h~using or Parks a Safe distance from_lo- 
cal freeways. Td a limited degree,:,ihe 
LAUSD has already relied on eminent 
d~ain simply to find school parcels it 
considers appropriate to its needs. 

p Determining the fateof buildings al- 
planned or under construction near 

ways will be no less tricky. Given 
L~e statistics gathered in the USC study, 

it's hard to imagine the LAUSD cutting 
the ribbon on the; Perkins i Will high 
school overlooking the 101 with much 
enthusiasin' about its; lodation. Still, it's 
equalll hard to imagine the district shut- 
ting down ttreschool altogether over 
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