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S T A T E OF C A L I F O R N I A 

Governor's Office of Planning and Research 

State Clearing{louse and Planning Unit 

Notice of Preparation 

To: Reviewing Agencies 

Re: Stone Creek 
SCH# 2005091120 

Sean Walsh · 
Director 

Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Stone Creek draft Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR). 

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific 
infonnation related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency. 
This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a timely 
manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the 
environmental review process. 

Please direct your comments to: 

Terri Bumgardner 
City of San Diego · 
1222 .First Avenue, MS-501 
San Diego, CA 92101 

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number 
noted above in all correspbndence concerning this project. 

If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at 
(916) 445-0613. 

Sincerely, 

~&ilh'pUL Q-- ~0; .' 

Scott Morgan 
Senior Planner, State Clearinghouse 

Attachments 
cc: Lead Agency 

1400 TENTH STREET P.O. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFOIDHA 96812-3044 
TEL (916) 446-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov 



SCH# 2005091120 
Project Title Stone Creek 

Lead Agency San Diego, City of 

Document Details Report 
State Clearinghouse Data Base 

Type NOP Notice of Preparation 

Description Amendment to the Mira Mesa Community Plan, Maser Plan, Vesting Tentative Map, Rezone, Master 
Planned Development Permit, Site Development Permit, and Amendment to Reclamation 

Plan/Conditional Use Permit. The Stone Creek project proposes a mixed-use development as 

described in adopted Carroll Canyon Master Plan Element of the Mira Mesa Community Plan. The 

mixed-use development proposed for Stone Creek proposes approximately 50 acres of parks, open 

space and trails; up to 8,700 dwelling units; and up to 600,000 square feet of industrial/business park 

uses. Additionally, the project proposes a pedestrian-focused mixed use core which could provide 

additional housing, approximately 100,000 square feet of office space, and approximately 30,000 

square feet of retail space. The mixed-use core would be situated approximately in the center of the 

project and would provide an integrated mix of retail, high density residential and office uses connected 

by a well-developed pedestrian system. A transit stop for the future Light-Rail-Transit (LRD would also 
be located witJ:iin the mixed-use core. To the east of the mixed-use core would be the proposed light 

industrial and business park uses. 

Lead Agency Contact 
Name 

Agency 
Phone 
emal/ 

Address 
City 

Terri Bumgardner 
City of San Diego 
(619) 446-5381 

1222 First Avenue, MS-501 
San Diego 

Project Location 
County San Diego 

City San Diego 
Region 

Cross Streets 
Parcel No. 
Township 

Camino Ruiz and Carroll Canyon Road 
341-200-0300/341-060-4100 
15S Range 2W &3W 

Proximity to: 
Highways 1-805/1-15 

Airports Lindberg Field 
Rallways San Diego Northern 

Waterways Carroll Canyon Creek 

Schools 
Land Use AR-1-1 (Agriculture/Residential) 

Fax 

State CA Zip 92101 

Section 1&6 Base 

Project Issues Aesthetic/Visual; Air Quality; Coastal Zone; Economics/Jobs; Forest Land/Fire Hazard; Flood 

Plain/Flooding; Drainage/Absorption; Geologic/Seismic; Job Generation; Housing; Minerals; Noise; 

Public Services; Schools/Universities; Septic System; Social; Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Solid 

Waste: Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Vegetation; Water Quality; Water Supply; 

Wetland/Riparian; Wildlife; Growth Inducing; Landuse; Cumulative Effects; Sewer Capacity; Other 

Issues 

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; Public Utilities Commission; Caltrans, Division of A eronautics; 

California Highway Patrol; Department of Housing and Community Development; Caltrans, District 11 ; 

Air Resources Board, Transportation Projects; Regional Water Quality Control Board , Region 9 

Note: Blanks in data fiAlrk roc .. lH·~- , __ ... . 



Date Received 09/21/2005 

Document Details Report 
State Clearinghouse Data Base 

Start of Review 09/21/2005 End of Review 10/20/2005 

Note: Blanks in data fields result from ine aow.-•- - • · • 



Resources Agency 

• Resources Agency 
Nadell Gayou 

:I Dept. of Boating & Waterways 
David Johnson 

:J California Coastal 
Commission 
Elizabeth A. Fuchs 

J Colorado River Board 
Gerald R. Zimmerman 

J Dept. of Conservation 
Roseanne Taylor 

J California Energy 
Commission 
Roger Johnson 

] Dept. of Forestry & Fire 
Protection 
Allen Robertson 

I Office of Historic 
Prese,vatlon 
Wayne Donaldson 

Dept of Parks & Recreation 
Environmental Stewardship 
Section 

I Reclamation Board 
DeeDee Jones 

S.F. Bay Consen,ation & 
Dev't. Comm. 
Steve McAdam 

Dept. of Water Resources 
Resources Agency 
Nadell Gayou 

Cons!:Jrvancy 

1 and Game 

Depart. of Fish & Game 
Scott Flint 
::nvironmental Services Division 

=1sh & Game Region 1 
)onald Koch 

:ish & Game Region 2 
:ani<y Curtis 

0 

D 

a 

0 

0 

D 

Fish & Game Region 3 
Robert Floerke 

Fish & Game Region 4 
Mike Mulligan 

Fish & Game Region 5 
Don Chadwick 
Habitat Conservation Program 

Fish & Game Region 6 
Gabrina Gatchel 
Habitat Conservation Program 

Fish & Game Region 6 1/M 
Tammy Allen 
Inyo/Mono, Habitat Conservation 
Program 

Dept. of Fish & Game M 
George Isaac 
Marine Region 

Other Departments 

(J Food & Agriculture 
Steve Shaffer 
Dept. of Food and Agriculture 

0 Depart. of General Services 
Public School Construction 

0 Dept. of General Services 
Robert Sleppy 
Environmental Services Section 

Iii Dept. of Health Services 
Veronica Rameriz 
Dept. of Health/Drinking Water 

Independent 
Commissions I Boards 

0 Delta Protection Commission 
Debby Eddy 

Cl 

0 

Office of Emergency Services 
Dennis Castrillo 

Governor's Office of Planning 
& Research 
State Clearinghouse 

• Native American Heritage 
Comm. 
Debbie Treadway 

~aunty: 00.r1 U f t'~D SCH# 2 Q O 5 0 9 112 0 . 
• Public UUlitles Commission O Caltrans, Plstrlct 8 

Ken Lewis Dan Kopulsky 

D State Lands Commission O Caltrans, District 9 
Jean Sarina Gayle Rosander 

0 Tahoe Regional Planning O Caltrans, District 10 
Agency (TRPA) Tom Dumas 
Cherry Jacques 

Business, Trans & Housing 

• Caltrans - Division of 
Aeronautics 
Sandy Hesnard 

0 Caltrans - Planning 
Terri Pencovic 

• Callfomla Hlgh..yay Patrol 
John Olejnik 

II 
Office of Special Projects 

Housing & Community 
Development 
Lisa Nichols 
Housing Policy Division 

Dept. of Transportation 

0 

0 

Caltrans, District 1 
Rex Jackman 

Caltrans, District 2 
Marcelino Gonzalez 

D Caltrans, District 3 
Katherine Eastham 

0 Caltrans, District 4 
lim Sable 

0 Caltrans, District 5 
David Murray 

0 Caltrans, District 6 
Marc Birnbaum 

0 Caltrans, District 7 
Cheryl J. Powell 

~ 
0 

Caltrans, District 11 
Mario Orso 

Caltrans, District 12 
Bob Joseph 

Cal EPA 

Air Resources Board 

D Airport Projects 
Jim Lerner 

Ill Transportation Projects 
Kurt Karperos 

0 lnduslrfal Projects 
Mike Tollstrup 

0 Callfomla Integrated Waste 
Management Board 
Sue O'Leary 

0 State Water Resources Control 
Board 
Jim Hockenberry 
Division of Flnanclal Assistance 

D State Water Resources Control 
Board 
Student Intern, 401 Water Quality 
Certification Unit 
Division of Water Quality 

D State Water Resouces Control Board · 
Steven Herrera · 
Division of Water Rights 

D Dept of Toxic Substances Control 
CEQA Tracking Center 

CJ Department of Pesticide Regulation 

Regional Water Quality Cont~ol 
Board (RWQCB) 

0 RWQCB1 
Cathleen Hudson 
North Coast Region (1) 

0 RWQCB2 
Environmental Document 
Coordinator 
San Francisco Bay Region (2) 

D RWQCB3 
Central Coast Region (3) 

D RWQCB4 
Jonathan Bishop 
Los Angeles Region (4) 

0 RWQCB5S 
Central Valley Region (5) 

D RWQCB5F 
Central Valley Region (5) 
Fresno Branch Office 

D RWQCB5R 
Central Valley Region (5) 
Redding Branch Office 

D RWQCB6 
lahontan Region (6) 

D RWQCB6V 
Lahontan Region (6) 
Victorville Branch Office 

0 RWQCB7 
Colorado River Basin Region (7) 

D RWQCB8 
Santa Ana Region (8) 

• RWQCB9 
San Diego Region (9) 

0 Other ______ _ 

Last Updated on 08/10/05 



From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

"Michelle Juanengo" <michellejuanengo@sbcglobal.net> 
<DSDEAS@sandiego.gov> 
9/26/2005 5:29:42 PM 
project 64 793 

I for one would oppose new construction for more residences in Mira Mesa. Traffic is backed up quite 
enough, and the existing infrastructure would not support the new building. Quite simply, more traffic on 
top of the horrendous traffic we already have to endure in Mira Mesa. 

Sincerely, 
Ray Juanengo 
Longtime Mira Mesa resident 



From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

Hello, 

"Kyle M. Guerrero" <kguerrero@bfsa-ca.com> 
<tbumgardner@sandiego.gov> 
9/27/2005 7:31 :17 AM 
Stone Creek (JO: 42-2673) DEIR project 

I was hoping that I could get the applicant's contact information for the 
Stone Creek (JO: 42-2673) DEIR project. Any information would be greatly 
appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Kyle 

Kyle M. Guerrero 
Business Development Manager 
Brian F. Smith and Associates 
San Diego- (858) 679-8218 
Riverside- (951) 681-9950 
Fax- (858) 679-9896 

kguerrero@bfsa-ca.com 
www.bfsa-ca.com 

\ 



From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

"Tappen, Dan" <Dan.Tappen@sdcounty.ca.gov> 
<dsdeas@sandiego.gov> 
9/30/2005 4:54:48 PM 
NOP for Stone Creek (JO: 42-2673) 

ls this NOP available on line anywhere? 

Dan Tappen 
Supervising Industrial Hygienist 
Department of Environmental Health 
Occupational Health Program 
work# (858) 694-2532 
fax# (858) 694-2467 
dan.tappen@sdcounty.ca.gov 



To: 

Subject: 

San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc. 
Environmental Review Committee 

25 September 2005 

Ms. Terri Bumgardner, Senior Planner 
Land Development Review Division 
Planning and Development Review Department 
City of San Diego 
1222 First Avenue, Mail Station 501 
San Diego, Califorrua 92101 

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
Stone Creek 
Project No. 67943 

Dear Ms. Bumgardner: 

Thank you for the Notice of Preparation for the subject project, received by this Society 
last week. 

We are pleased to note the inclusion of historical resources in the list of subject areas to 
be addressed in the DEIR, and look forward to reviewing it during the upcoming public 
comment period. To that end, please include us· in the distribution of the DEIR, and also 
provide us with a copy of the cultural resources technical report(s). 

SDCAS appreciates being included in the City's environmental review process for this 
project. 

cc: SDCAS President 
File 

Sincerely, 

~~-
Environmental Review C~i::~ -

P.O. Box 81 106 e San Diego, CA 92138-1 106 • (858) 538-0935 



SIAU..9F ~lLIFORNIA BUSINESS. TRANSPORTATION AND HOUS(NG AGENCY ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER Governor 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
District 11 
2829 Juan Street 
P.O. BOX 85406, M.S. 50 
San Diego, CA 92110 
PHONE (619) 688-6954 
FAX (619) 688-4299 

@ . . 

September 28, 2005 

Ms. Terri Bumgardner 
City of San Diego 
Development Services Center 
1222 First Avenue 
Mail Station 501 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Dear Ms. Bumgardner: 

ll-SD-15 
PM 15.00 

Flex your power! 
Be energy efficient! 

Notice of Preparation 
SCH 2005091120 
Stone Creek 

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) appreciates the opportunity to 
have reviewed the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Stone Creek project (SCH 
2005091120). Caltrans has the following comments: 

Please forward the traffic study to Caltrans for our review to determine this proposed 
project's near-term and long-term impacts to the State facilities - existing and proposed -
and to propose appropriate mitigation measures. The study should use as a guideline the 
Caltrans Guide for the Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies, dated January 2001 (TIS 
guide, enclosed). Minimum contents of the traffic impact study are listed in Appendix 
"A" of the TIS guide. All State-owned signalized intersections affected by this project 
should be analyzed using the intersecting lane vehicle (IL V) procedure from the Caltrans 
Highway Design Manual, Topic 406, page 400-21. 

Caltrans endeavors to maintain a target LOS at the transition between LOS "C" and LOS 
"D" on State highway facilities, however, Caltrans acknowledges that this may not always 
be feasible and recommends that the lead agency consult with Caltrans to determine the 
appropriate target LOS. The LOS for operating State highway facilities is based upon 
Measures of Effectiveness (MOE) (see Appendix "C-2" of the TIS guide). If an existing 
State highway facility is operating at less than this target LOS, the existing MOE should 
be maintained. 

The geographic area examined in the traffic study should include as a minimum all 
regionally significant arterial system segments and intersections, including State highway 
facilities where the project will add over 100 peak hour trips. State highway facilities that 

"Cal trans improves mobility across California " 



Ms. Terri Bumgardner 
September 28, 2005 
Page2 

are experiencing noticeable delays should be analyzed in the scope of the traffic study for 
projects that add 50 to 100 peak hour trips. All signalized intersections of freeway ramps 
should be evaluated using the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) signalized intersection 
operation method. 

A focused analysis may be required for project trips assigned to a State highway facility 
that is experiencing significant delay, such as where traffic queues exceed ramp storage 
capacities. A focused analysis may also be necessary if there is an increased risk of a 
potential traffic accident. 

If ramp metering is to occur, a ramp queue analysis for all nearby Caltrans metered on­
ramps is required to identify the delay to motorists using the on-ramps and the storage 
necessary to accommodate the queuing. The effects of ramp metering should be analyzed 
in the traffic study. 

Caltrans endeavors that any direct and/or cumulative 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. Cumulative impacts of a project, together with other related projects, should 
also be considered and analyzed when determining a project's impacts. Mitigation 
measures to State facilities should be included in the environmental studies and traffic 
impact analysis. 

The Department supports the concept of "Fair Share Contributions" on the part of 
developers due to traffic impacts by the proposed development. Therefore, it is our 
recommendation that the developer contribute their fair share for I-15 Corridor 
Improvements that could be applied to the I-15 Managed Lanes South Segment project. 

If you have any questions, please contact Jacob Armstrong, Development Review Branch, 
at (619) 688-6960. 

Sincerely, 

~ yL fw-
MARIO H. ORSO, Chief 
Development Review Branch 

Cc: Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse 

"Ca//rans improves mobility across California " 
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December 2002 
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L INTRODUCTION 

Cal trans desires to provide a safe and efficient State transportation system for the citizens of 
California pursuant to various Sections of the California Streets and Highway Code. This is 
done in partnership with local and regional agencies through procedures established by the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and other land use planning processes. The 
intent of this guide is to provide a starting point and a consistent basis in which Caltrans 
evaluates traffic impacts to State highway facilities. The applicability of this guide for local 
streets and roads (non-State highways) is at the discretion of the effected jurisdiction . . 

Cal trans reviews federal , State, and local agency development projects 1, and land use change 
proposals for their potential impact to State highway facilities. The primary objectives of this 
guide is to provide: 

o guidance in determining if and when a traffic impact study (TIS) is needed, 

o consistency and uniformity in the identification of traffic impacts generated by local land 
use proposals, 

o consistency and equity in the identification of measures to mitigate the traffic impacts 
generated by land use proposals, 

o lead agency2 officials with the information necessary to make informed decisions regarding 
the existing and proposed transportation infrastructure (see Appendix A, Minimum Contents 
of a TIS) 

o TIS requirements early in the planning phase of a project (i .e., initial study, notice of 
preparation, or earlier) to eliminate_potential delays later, 

o a quality TIS by agreeing to the assumptions, data requirements, study scenarios, and 
analysis methodologies prior to beginning the TIS, and 

o early coordination during the planning phases of a project to reduce the time and cost of 
preparing a TIS. 

II. WHEN A TRAFFIC lMPACT STUDY IS NEEDED 
The level of service3 (LOS) for operating State highway facilities is based upon measures of 
effectiveness (MOEs). These MOEs (see Appendix "C-2") describe the measures best suited 
for analyzing State highway facilities (i.e., freeway segments, signalized intersections, on- or 
off-r.amps, etc.). Caltrans endeavors to maintain a target LOS at the transition between LOS 
"C" and LOS "D" (see Appendix "C-3") on State highway facilities , however, Caltrans 
acknowledges that this may not always be feasible and recommends that the lead agency consult 
with Caltrans to determine the appropriate target LOS. If an existing State highway facility is 
operating at less than the appropriate target LOS, the existing MOE should be maintained. 

1 "Project" refers to activities directly undertaken by government, financed by government, or requiring a permit or 
other approval from government as defined in Section 2 1065 of the Public Resources Code and Section 15378 of the 
California Code of Regulations. . 
2 "Lead Agency''. refers to the public agency that has the principal responsibility for carrying out or approving a project. 
Defined in Section 21 165 of the Public Resources Code, the "California Environmental Quality Act, and Section 15367 
of the California Code of Regulations. 
3 "Level of service·· as defined in the latest edition of the Highway Capacity Manual, Transportation Research Board, 
National Research Council. 



B. Traffic Analysis Scenarios 

Caltrans is interested in the effects of general plan updates and amendments as well as the 
effects of specific project entitlements (i.e., site plans, conditional use pennits, sub­
divisions, rezoning, etc.) that have the potential to impact a State highway facility. The 
complexity or magnitude of the impacts of a project will nonnally dictate the scenarios 
necessary to analyze the project. Consultation between the lead agency, Caltrans, and those 
preparing the TIS is recommended to detennine the appropriate scenarios for the analysis. 
The following scenarios should be addressed in the TIS when appropriate: 

1. When only a general plan amendment or update is being sought, the following scenarios 
are required: 

_a) Existing Conditions - Current year traffic volumes and peak hour LOS analysis of 
effected State highway facilities. 

b) Proposed Project Only with Select Zone5 Analysis -Trip generation and assignment 
for build-out of general plan. 

c) General Plan Build-out Only -Trip assignment and peak hour LOS analysis. Include 
current land uses and other pending general plan amendments. 

d) General Plan Build-out Plus Proposed Project -Trip assignment and peak hour LOS 
analysis. Include proposed project and other pending general plan amendments. 

2. When a general plan amendment is not proposed and a proposed project is seeking 
specific entitlements (i.e., site plans, conditional use pennits, sub-division, rezoning, 
etc.), the following scenarios must be analyzed in the TIS: 

a) Existing Conditions - Current year traffic voJumes and peak hour LOS analysis of 
effected State highway facilities. 

b) Proposed Project Only - Trip generation, distribution, and assignment in the year the 
project is anticipated to complete construction. 

c) Cumulative Conditions (Existing Conditions Plus Other Approved and Pending 
Projects Without Proposed Project)- Trip assignment and peak hour LOS analysis in 
the year the project is anticipated to complete construction. 

d) Cumulative Conditions Plus Proposed Project (Existing Conditions Plus Other 
Approved and Pending Projects Plus Proposed Project) - Trip assignment and peak 
hour LOS analysis in the year the project is anticipated to complete construction. 

e) Cumulative Conditions Plus Proposed Phases (Interim Years) -Trip assignment and 
peak hour LOS analysis in the years the project phases are anticipated to complete 
construction. 

3. In cases where the circulation element of the general plan is not consistent with the land 
use element or the general plan is outdated and not representative of current or future 
forecasted conditions, all scenarios from Sections ill. B. 1. and 2. should be utilized with 
the exception of duplicating of item 2.a. 

5 "Select zone" analysis represents a project only traffic model run, where the project's trips are distributed and assigned 
along a loaded highway network. This procedure isolates the specific impact on the State highway network. 
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D. Travel Forecasting (Transportation Modeling) 

. The local or regional traffic model should reflect the most current land use and planned 
improvements (i.e., where programming or funding is secured). When a general plan build­
out model is not available, the closest forecast model year to build-out should be used. If a 
traffic model is not available, historical growth rates and current trends can be used to 
project future traffic volumes. The TIS should clearly describe any changes made in the 
model to accommodate the analysis of a proposed project. 

V. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS :METHODOLOGIES 
Typically, the traffic analysis methodologies for.the facility types indicated below are used by 
Caltrans and will be accepted without prior consultation .. When a State highway has saturated 
flows, the use of a micro-simulation model is encouraged for the analysis (please note however, 
the micro-simulation model must be calibrated and validated for reliable results). Other analysis 
-methods may be accepted, however, consultation between the lead agency, Caltrans and those 
preparing the TIS is recommended to agree on the data necessary for the analysis. 

A. Freeway Segments - Highway Capacity Manual (HCM)*, operational analysis 

B. Weaving Areas - Caltrans Highway Design Manual (HDM) 

C. Ramps and Ramp Junctions - HCM*, operational analysis or Caltrans HDM, Caltrans Ramp 
Metering Guidelines (most recent edition) 

D. Multi-Lane Highways - HCM*,. operational analysis 

E. Two-lane Highways -HCM*, operational analysis . · 
F. Signalized Intersections8 -HCM*, Highway Capacity Software**, operational analysis, 

TRAFFIX™**, Synchro**, see footnote 8 
G. Unsignalized Intersections - HCM*, operational analysis, Caltrans Traffic Manual for signal 

warrants if a signal is being considered 

H. Transit - HCM*, operational analysis 

I. Pedestrians - HCM* 
J. Bicycles - HCM* 

K. Caltrans Criteria/Warrants - Caltrans Traffic Manual (stop signs, traffic signals, freeway 
lighting, conventional highway lighting, school crossings) 

L. Channelization - Caltrans guidelines for Reconstruction of Intersections, August 1985, 
lchiro Fukutome 

*The most current edition of the Highway Capacity Manual, Transportation Research Board, 
National Research Council, should be used. 

**NOTE: Caltrans does not officially advocate the use of any special software. However, 
consistency with the HCM is advocated in most but not all cases. The Caltrans local 
development review units utilize the software mentioned above. If different software or 
analytical techniques are used for the TIS then consultation between the lead agency, Caltrans 
and those preparing the TIS is recommended. Results that are significantly different than those 
produced with the analytical techniques above should be challenged. 

8 The procedures in the Highway Capacity Manual "do not explicitly address operations of closely spaced signalized 
intersections. Under such conditions, several unique characteristics must be considered, including spill-back potential 
from the downstream intersection to the upstream intersection. effects of downstream queues on upstream saturation 
flow rate, and unusual platoon dispersion or compression between intersections. An example of such closely spaced 
operations is signalized ramp terminals at urban interchanges. Queue interactions between closely spaced intersections 
may seriously distort the procedures in" the HCM. 
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MINIMUM CONTENTS OF TRArFIC IMPACT STUDY REPORT 

I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

II. TABLE OF CONTENTS 

A. List of Figures (Maps) 
B. List of Tables 

III. INTRODUCTION 

A. Description of the proposed project 
B. Location of project 
C. Site plan including all access to State highways (site plan, map) 
D. Circulation network including all access to State highways (vicinity map) 
E. Land use and zoning 
F. Phasing plan including proposed dates of project (phase) completion 
G. Project sponsor and contact person(s) 
H. References to other traffic impact studies 

IV. TRAFFIC ANALYSIS 

A. Clearly stated assumptions 
B. Existing and projected traffic volumes (including turning movements), facility geometry 

(including storage lengths), and traffic controls (including signal phasing and multi­
signal progression where appropriate) (figure) 

C. Project trip generation including references (table) 
D. Project generated trip distribution and assignment (figure) 
E. LOS and warrant analyses - existing conditions, cumulative conditions, and full build of 

general plan conditions with and without project 

V. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

A. LOS and appropriate MOE quantities of impacted facilities with and without mitigation 
measures 

B. Mitigation phasing plan including dates of proposed mitigation measures 
C. Define responsibilities for implementing mitigation measures 
D. Cost estimates for mitigation measures and financing plan 

VI. APPENDICES 

A. Description of traffic data and how data was collected 
B. Description of methodologies and assumptions used in analyses 
C. Worksheets used in analyses (i.e., signal warrant, LOS, traffic count information, etc.) 
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METHOD FOR CALCULATING EQUITABLE MITIGATION MEASURES 

The methodology below is neither intended as, nor does it establish, a legal standard for 
detennining equitable responsibility and cost of a project's traffic impact, the intent is to provide: 

1. A starting point for early discussions to address traffic mitigation equitably. 
2. A means for calculating the equitable share for mitigating traffic impacts. 
3. A means for establishing rough proportionality [Dolan v. City of Tigard, 1994, 512 U.S. 374 

(114 S. Ct. 2309)]. 

The formulas should be used when: 
• A project has impacts that do not immediately warrant ·mitigation, but their cumulative effects 

are significant and will require mitigating in the future. 
• A project has an immediate impact and the lead agency has assumed responsibility for 

addressing operational ~mprovements 

NOTE: This formula is not intended for circumstances where a project proponent will be receiving 
a substantial benefit from the identified mitigation measures. In these cases, (e.g., mid-block access 
and signalization to a shopping center) the project should take full responsibility to toward 
providing the necessary infrastructure. 

EQUITABLE SHARE RESPONSIBILITY: Equation C-1 
NOTE: TE <Ta. see explanation for T 8 below. 

Where: 
P = The equitable share for the proposed project's traffic impact. . 
T = The vehicle trips generated by the project during the peak hour of adjacent State highway facility in 

vehicles per hour, vph. 
Ta = The forecasted traffic volume on an impacted State highway facility at the time of general plan 

build-out (e.g., 20 year model or the furthest future model date feasible), vph. 
TE = The traffic volume existing on the impacted State highway facility plus other approved projects that 

will generate traffic that has yet to be constructed/opened, vph. 

EQUITABLE COST: Equation C-2 

Where: 
C = The equitable cost of traffic mitigation for the proposed project, ($). (Rounded to nearest one 

thousand dollars) 
P = The equitable share for the project being considered. 
CT = The total cost estimate for improvements necessary to mitigate the forecasted traffic demand on the 

impacted State highway facility in question at general plan build-out, ($). 

NOTES 
1. Once the equitable share responsibility and equitable cost has been established on a per trip 

basis, these values can be utilized for all projects on that State highway facility until the 
forecasted general plan build-out model is revised. 

2. Truck traffic should be converted to passenger car equivalents before utilizing these equations 
(see the Highway Capacity Manual for converting to passenger car equivalents). 
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MEASURES OF EFFECTIVENESS BY FACILITY TYPE 

TYPE OF FACILITY MEASURE OF EFFECTIVENESS (MOE) 

Basic Freeway Segments Density (pc/mi/In) 
Ramps Density (pc/mi/In) 
Ramp Terminals Delay (sec/veh) 
Multi-Lane Highways Density (pc/mi/In) 
Two-Lane Highways Percent-Time-Following 

Average Travel Speed (mi/hr) 
Signalized Intersections Control Delay per Vehicle (sec/veh) 
Unsignalized Intersections Average Control Delay per Vehicle (sec/veh) 
Urban Streets Average Travel Speed (mi/hr) 

Measures of effectiveness for level of service definitions located in the 
most recent version of the Highway Capacity Manual, Transportation 
Research Board, National Research Council. 
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TWO-LANE HIGHWAYS 

LOS Percent Average Travel Speed 
Time-Spent-Following (mi/hr) 

A $35 >55 
B > 35 • 50 > 50- 55 

... . • •• !;. •••• • • • • • • • • • >. SO.-. 6!i: ••••••••• I ...... ~ .. ~.45.-.5.0 ......... 
D > 65 • 80 > 40- 45 
E >80 $40 

URBAN STREETS 

Urban Street Class I II III IV 
RangeofFFS 55 to 45 mi/hr 45 to 35 mi/hr 35 to 30 mi/hr 35 to 25 mi/hr 

', Typical FFS SO mi/hr 40 mi/hr 35 mi/hr 30 mi/hr 

LOS Average Travel Speed (mi/hr). 

A >42 >35 >30 >25 
B >34-42 > 28- 35 > 24. 30 > 19 • 25 
C > 27 • 34 > 22- 28 > 18 - 24 > 13 -19 D---------

>21- 27 ---> ·i;·: 22 · -·. ---·;: 14 ·:is· --- ·····>·9·:i·3··· · .. 
E > 16 • 21 > 13-17 > 10 - 14 >7-9 
F $16 ~13 $10 45.7 

••••• Dotted line represents the transition between LOS "C" and LOS "D" 
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS 
MARINE CORPS AIR BASES WESTERN AREA MIRAMAR 

P.O. BOX 452001 
SAN DIEGO, CA 92145-2001 

CITY OF SAN DIEGO 
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT REVIEW 
ATTN TERRI BUMGARDNER 
1222 FIRST AVENUE MS 302 
SAN DIEGO CA 92101 

11103 
G-5/67943 
October 4, 2005 

RE: MIRA MESA COMMUNITY PLAN; VULCAN CARROLL CANYON, STONE CREEK, 
JOB ORDER NUMBER 42 - 2673, PN 67943 

Dear Ms. Bumgardner, 

This is in r esponse to the Notice of Preparation of a Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of September 16, 2005, which addresses 
development of the Vulcan Carroll Canyon site consisting bf 300-
acres for construction of 8,700 residences and up to 600,000 
square feet of industrial/business park space within the Mira Mesa 
Community Planning area . 

The proposed site is contained within the "MCAS Miramar AICUZ 
Study Area" identified in the 2005 Air Installations Compatible 
Use Zones (AICUZ) Update for Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) 
Miramar. This area will be affected by operations of military 
fixed and rotary-wing aircraft transiting to and from MCAS 
Miramar. The project is located i nside the adopted 2004 
Comprehensive Land Use Plan noise contours and projected MCAS 
Miramar AICUZ (2005) 60-65 dB Community Noise Equivalent Level 
(CNEL) noise contours and is consistent with the land use 
compatibility guide l ines for Miramar operations . 

The location will experience noise impacts from the Julian and 
Seawolf Departures and Ground Controlled Approach (GCA) Box 
Pattern Flight Corridors for fixed-wing operations. Addi tionally, 
the site will experience noise impacts from the GCA Box Pattern, 
Beach and I - 15 Flight Corridors for helicopter operations. 

Occupants will routinely see and hear military aircraft and 
experience varying degrees of noise and vibration. Consequently, 
we recommend full disclosure recorded to the Assessors Parcel 
Number (APN) for noise and visual impacts to all initial and 
subsequent purchasers, lessees, or other potential occupants . 



11103 
G-5/67943 
October 4, 2005 

Normal hours of operation at MCAS Miramar are as follows: 

Monday through Thursday 
Friday 
Saturday, Sunday, Holidays 

7:00 a . m. to 12:00 midnight 
7:00 a . m. to 6:00 p.m. 
8:00 a.m. to 6:00 p . m. 

MCAS Miramar i s a master air station, and as such , can operate 24 
hours per day, 7 days per week . Fiscal and manpower constraints, 
as well as efforts to reduce the noise impacts of our operations 
on the surrounding community, impose the . above hours of operation. 
Circumstances frequently arise which require an extension of these 
operating hours. 

Thank you for the opportunity to revi ew this land proposal. If we 
may be of any further assistance, please contact Ms . Maria 
Skrzynski at · (858) 577-6603. 

Community Plans and Liaison Officer 
By direction of the Commander 
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STAIE OF. CALIFQRNIA 

NAHC 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION 
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 
(916) 653-4082 
(916) 657-5390- Fax 

Ms. Terri Bumgardner 
City of San Diego 
1222 FirstAve., MS 501 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Re: Stone Creek DEIR 
SCH# 2005091120 

DearMs. Bumgardner. 

October 5, 2005 

(4]001 

Arnold Scbwao:eneg9flc Governor. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above-mentioned document. The Commission 
was able to perform a record search of its Sacred Lands File for the project area, which failed to indicate. 
the presence of Native American cultural resources in the immediate project area. The absence of · 
specific site information in the Sacred Lands File does not indicate the absence of cultural resources in 
any project area. Other sources of cultural resources should also be contacted for information regarding 
known and recorded sites. 

Early consultation with tribes in your area is the best way to avoid unanticipated discoveries once 
a project is underway. Enclosed is a list of Native Americans individuals/organizations that may have 
knowledge of cultural resources in the project area. The Commission makes no recommendation of a 
single individual or group over another. Please contact all those listed; if they cannot supply you with 
specific information, they may be able to recommend others with specific knowledge. By contacting all 
those listed, your organization will be better able to respond to claims of failure to consult with the 
appropriate tribe or group. If ycu have not received a response within two weeks' time, we recommend 
that you follow-up with a telephone call to make sure that the information was received. 

Lack of surface evidence of archeological resources does not preclude the existence of 
archeological resources. Lead agencies should consider avoidance, as defined in Section 15370 of the 
CEQA Guidelines, when significant cultural resources could be affected by a D.roiect. Provisions should 
also be included for accidentally discovered archeological resources during construction per California 
Environmental Quality Aci (CEQA), Public Resources Code §15064.5 (f). Health and Safety Code 
§7050.5; and Public Resources Code §5097.98 mandate the process to be followed in the event of an 
accidental discovery of any human remains in a location other than a dedicated cemetery and should be 
included in all environmental documents. If you have any questions, please contact me at (916) 653-
6251. 

Sincerely, 

~~~/ ~ 
carot Gaubaiz 
Program Anaty t 

Cc: State Clearinghouse 
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Barona Group of the Capitan Grande 
Rhonda Welch-Scalco, Chairperson 

NAH(; 

Native American Contacts 
San Diego County 
October 5, 2005 

Coastal Gabrieleno Diegueno 
Jim Velasques 

l{{JVU.: 

1095 Barona Road Oiegueno 
Lakeside , CA 92040 

5776 42nd Street 
Riverside , CA 92509 
(909) 784-6660 

Gabrielino 
Kumeyaay 

sue@barona.org 
(619) 443-6612 

Barona Group of the Capitan Grande 
A TIN: David Baron 
1095 Barona Road Diegueno 
Lakeside , CA 92040 
(619) 443-6612 

Barona Group of the Capitan Grande 
ATTN: EPA Specialist 
1095 Barona Road Diegueno 
Lakeside , CA 92040 
sue@barona.org 
(619) 443-6612 

Campo Band of Mission Indians 
ATIN: EPA Specialist 
36190 Church Road, Suite 1 Kumeyaay 
Campo , CA 91906 
(619) 478-9046 
(619) 478-5818 Fax 

This tl:rt ts current only as of the date of thlt; document. 

lnaja Band of Mission Indians 
Rebecca Osuna, Spokesperson 
309 S. Maple Street Oiegueho 
Escondido , CA 92025 
inaia~osmlte@hotmail.com 
{760 I , 37-7628 
(760) 747-8568 Fax 

Jamul Indian Village 
Leon Acevedo, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 612 
Jamul , CA 91935 
jamulrez@pacbell.net 
{619) 669-4785 
(619) 669-48178 - Fax 

Diegueno/Kumeyaay 

Kumeyaay Cultural Heritage Preservation 
Paul Cuero • 
36190 Church Road, Suite 5 Diegueno/ Kumeyaay 
Campo , CA 91906 

(619) 478-9046 
(619) 478-9505 
(619) 478-5818 Fax 

Distribution of this 11st doee not tellev.e any person of statutory responslblllty as defined In Section 7050.S~he Health and 
Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of me Public Resources COde and Section 5097.98 of the Public ResoureM 8

• 

This 11st ls only appllcable for contacting local Native Americans with ,egard to cultural resource assessment for the prcposed 
Stor'le Creek DEIR, SCH#200S091120, San Diego County. 
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Kumeyaay Cultural Historic Committee 
Ron Christman 

NAfil: 

Native American Contacts 
San Diego County 
OctoberS,2005 

San Pasqual Band of Mission Indians 
Allen E. Lawson, Chairperson 

tg) U U.) 

56 Viejas Grade Road 
Alpine , CA 92001 

Diegueno/Kumeyaay PO Box 365 Diegueno 

(619) 445-0385 
Valley Center , CA 92082 
(760) 749-3200 
(760) 7 49-3876 Fax 

Kurrieyaay Cultural Repatriation Committee Santa Ysabel Band of Diegueno Indians 
Steve Banegas, Spokesperson Johnny Hernandez, Spokesman 
1095 Barona Road Diegueno/Kumeyaay PO Box 130 Oiegueno 
Lakeside , CA 92040 Santa Ysabel , CA 92070 
(619} 443-6612 brandietay1or@yahoo.com 
(619) 443-0681 FAX (760) 765'-0845 

(760) 765-0320 Fax 

Kwaaymii Laguna Band of Mission Indians Santa Ysabel Band of Diegueno Indians 
Devon Reed Lomayesva, Esq, Tribal Attorney Carmen Lucas 

PO Box44 
Julian , CA 92036 

Diegueno - Kwaaymii PO Box 130 Diegueno 

(619) 709-4207 

Mesa Grande Band of Mission Indians 
Mike Linton, Chairperson 
P.0 Box 270 Diegueno 
Santa Ysabel , CA 92070 
mesagrandeband @msn.com 
(760) 782-3818 
(760) 782-9092 Fax 

This llt.t Is currant only ati of tho dGtG of thl$ document. 

Santa Ysabel , CA 92070 
(760) 765-0845 
(760) 765-0320 Fax 

Santa Ysabel Band of Diegueno Indians 
Rodney Kephart, Environmental Coordinator 
PO Box 130 Diegueno 
Santa Ysabel , CA 92070 
syirod@aol.com 
(760) 765-0845 

D1sb1butfon of this llst does not relleve any person of staruiory responslblltty as defined In Sectton 7050.5 of the Health and 
saretv Code, sectton 5097.94 of the Public Reso~ Code and Section 5097.98 or the Put>IIC ReSOUrces COCle. 

This list Is only appllcable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultura• resource aSM1SS111ent for the propogad 
Stone Creek DEIR, SCH# 2005091120, San Diego County. 
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Sycuan Band of Mission Indians 
Danny Tucker, Chairperson 

NAHC 

Native American Contacts 
San Diego County 
October5,2005 

5459 Dehesa Road Diegueno/Kumeyaay 
El Cajon , CA 92021 
619 445-2613 
619 445-1927 Fax 

Vie.jas Bar-ld of Mission Indians 
A~·tfion·?t,i&t chairperson 
PO Box 908 Diegueno/Kumeyaay 
Alpine , CA 91903 
dag_uilar@viejas-nsn.gov 
(6f9) 445-3810 
(619) 445-5337 Fax 

This 11st Is current Ol"lty a,;;; of the date of this document. 

'>• ,, 

Dlstrlbutton of this 11st does not relieve any person of statutory responslblllty a$ defined In Section 705().5 of ifle Health and 
Safety COCle, Section 5097,94 of~ Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Publlc: Resources Code. 

This 11st Is only appllcal)le for c:ontaettng loeal Native Amerteans with regard to cultural resource aesessment for the proposed 
$tOll$ Cn=ek DEIR, SCH# 2005091120, San Diego County. 

~UU4 
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State of California-Business, Transportation and Housing Agency ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor 

DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL 
4902 Pacific Highway 
San Diego, CA 92110-4097 
(619) 220-5492 
(800) 735-2929 (TT/TDD) 
(800) 735-2922 (Voice) 

October 13, 2005 

File No.: 645.05.8171.9687 

Re: Project SCH# 200501120, Stone Creek 

Ms. Terri Bumgarner 
City of San Diego 
1222 First Avenue, MS-501 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Dear Ms. Bumgarner: 

The San Diego Area Office of the California Highway Patrol received a Notice of Preparation for 
the above entitled project's Environmental Impact Report. Because of our geographical 
proximity to the site, we have been asked by our Special Projects Section to assess traffic 
related matters that may affect our area operations. Our initial assessment is that the project 
could _conceivably generate between 90,000 -100,000 average daily trips (ADT) in an already 
seriously traffic impacted area. This increase will be manifested at the confluence of 
Carroll Canyon Road with Sorrento Valley Road, 1-805 and 1-5 west of the site and with 1-15 east 
of the site. The interchange of 1-805/1-5 is the eighth worst traffic chokepoint in the State and 
any large housing development project will have an adversely affect upon our highway 
transportation system. 

I also wish to thank you for referring our inquiries to your staff members, Holly Kicklighter and 
Ann French Gonzalez, who were most helpful. If you have any questions regarding this letter or 
our comments, please contact Lieutenant Clayton Carter at (619) 220-5492. 

Sincerely, 

a ~ ~AA 

. Bailey, ca; aiJ 
mmander 

San Diego Area 

cc: Special Projects Section 

Safety, Service, and Security 



State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 

Memorandum 

Date: September 27, 2005 

To: San Diego Area 

From: DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL 
Special Projects Section 

File No. : 052.Al 3194.nop.doc . 

Subject: ENVIRONMENT AL DOCUMENT REVIEW AND RESPONSE 
SCH# 2005091120 

The Special Projects Section (SPS) recently received a ''Notice of Preparation" outlining the · 
information contained in the attached profile. 

After a preliminary review, we believe this project will not have a significant impact on statewide 
departmental operations. However, because of your geographical proximity to the site, you are in a 
better position to provide a more accurate assessment of any traffic-related matters that may affect 
your local Area operations. Information and procedures outlined in the Transportation Planning 
Manual, HPM 41.1 , Chapter 6, "Environmental Impact Documents," should serve as a guideline. 
when reviewing transportation-related documents. 

If you determine that departmental input is advisable, please provide your written comments to the 
lead agency shown on the project profile sheet. Your comments must be received no later than 
October 20, 2005. Please forward a copy of your written comments to SPS. 

If you have any questions, please call Ms. Lidia Jauregui at (916) 657-7222. 

l • Q~ .. .. _ ..__. -.. - ' 
L. C. DUNCAN, Captain 
Commander 

Attachment 

cc: Border Division 

Safety, Service, and Security 

CHP 51 WP (Rev. 11-86) OP! 076 
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