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CITYOFPACIFICA
PLANNING& ECONOMICDEVELOPMENTDEPARTMENT

- INITIALSTUDYANDCHEC'KLIST
S...Nt-.9)",-9'''''''

Date: November19,2003

California EnvironmentalQualityAct (CEQA)Requirements

Thisreporthasbeenpreparedinaccordancewiththeprovisionsof theCalifomiaEnvironmentalQualityAct (CEQA)of
1970,asamended,andapplicableguidelines.

ProiectTitle: EsplanadeMulti-Purpose-Trail/ParkProject

LeadAgencv: Cityof Pacifica
1800FranciscoBlvd.
Pacifica.CA94044

ContactPerson: LeeDiaz.AssociatePlanner
(6S0)738-7341

ProiectSponsor: Cityof Pacifica
170SantaMariaAvenue
Pacifica,CA 94044

PropertyOwner. Cityof Pacifica
170SantaMariaAvenue
Pacifica,CA 94044

ProiectLocation: Cityof Pacifica.alongthePacificaocean,between532- 567EsplanadeAvenue;APN009-161-
030,-040,-050,-060,-070,-080,-090,-100,-110,-120,and-130

GeneralPlanDesionationlZoninoClassification:Thepropertyis zonedR-1,Single-FamilyResidential.Thepropertyisalso
locatedwithintheCoastalZoneCombiningDistrict.TheCoastalZoneCombiningDistrictdesignationrequiresproperties
proposedfordevelopmentto havea CoastalDevelopmentpermitapproved.TheGeneralPlandesignationforthe property
is LowDensityResidential,whichpennits3 to9 dwellingunitsperacre.

ProiectDescription:Theapplicantproposespubliccoastalaccessimprovementson cityownedpropertylocatedat thetop
of thebluffalongEsplanadeAvenuebetweenWestManorandAvalonDrives. A 12-footwide,430-footlongmulti-purpose
trailalongtheblufftopwouldprovideaccessandrecreationalareasto pedestrians,bicycles,andpersonsof limitedmobility.
Thegentlycurvingalignmentof the trail wouldtouchEsplanadeAvenuein two areasalongthe lengthof the trail. The
projectalsoincludesoverlookpointswithbenches.nativerevegetationhabitat,a rip-rap/concretevalleygutter,andsignage
that identifiesthe locationof all accessways,bicycleroutes,destinationareas.environmentallysensitivehabitat,and
hazardousconditions. Additionally,a 3'-6" highsplit-railfenceor stainlesssteel hand rail fenceclose to the trail and
overlookareaswouldbeconstructedtoprovidepublicsafety.

SiteDescriDtion:Theprojectsitecompriseselevenparcelstotalingapproximately36,000squarefeetinareaandis located
westof Highway1in thePacificManorlWestEdgemarneighborhood(Seeattachment1, landuseandzoningexhibit). ,

Accordingtogeotechnicalinvestigations,thenetdevelopableareaof thepropertyis approximately16,000squarefeet.Ilia
GeneralPlandesignatestheprojectsitefor low-densityresidentialdevelopment.Thesiteis locatedinanareaoccupiedby
otherresidentialsitesbuiltonadjacentlotsbetween30and50yearsago. Thesiteoriginallycontained10single-family
residenceswhichweredestroyedduringthe1998EINinostorm. Thepropertyslopesgentlywestwitha cliffedgedropping
approximately70feetto thebeachat itswesternborders.Thetypeofvegetationthat remainsonthesiteconsistsof ice

- ?-
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plantandwiidradish.Theblufffacesupportsonlyoccasionalweedymembersofa widespreadcoastalstrandflora(e.g.,
searocket).Inaddition,severalsmallto mediumpinetreesarelocatedonthesiteandwithinitsvicinity. Remnantsof
concretealsoremainonthesite.

SurroundinQLandUsesandSettina:AllsurroundingpropertieshavethesameGeneralPlanandZoningdesignations,R-1,
Single-FamilyResidential,exceptthepropertiesfurthernortheastwhicharezonedC-1,NeighborhoodCommercialandare
designatedcommercialbytheGeneralPlan.Thepropertyis boundedonthewestbythePacificOcean,to thesouthbya
recreationalvehiclepark,to thenorthandeastbysingle-familyhomes.Furthernorthandnortheastof thesite,multi-family
andcommercialdevelopmentexists. All adjacentpropertiesarealsolocatedwithinCoastalZoneCombiningDistrict

OtherDubHeaeencvaporoval(s)required:TheprojectrequiresapprovalbythePlanningCommission.

ENVIRONMENTALFACTORSPOTENTIALLYAFFECTED

Theenvironmentalfactorschecked(X)belowwouldbepotentiallyaffectedbythisproject,involvingat leastoneimpactthat
is a"PotentiallySignificantImpact"asindicatedbythechecklistonthefollowingpages.

LandUseandPlanning
Popu1ationandHousing
GeologyISoils.
HydrologyI WaterQuality
AirQuality
TransportationfTraffie

-
PublicServices
BiologicalResources
MineralResources
Hazards& HazardousMaterials
Noise

MandatoryFindingsof Significance

UtilitiesI ServiceSystems
Aesthetics
CulturalResources
Recreation
AgriculturalResources

DETERMINAnON

Onthebasisof this initialevaluation:

_X- I findthatthe proposedprojectCOULDNOThavea significanteffecton theenvironmentanda NEGATIVE
. DECLARATIONwill beprepared.

! findthatalthoughtheproposedprojectcould.havea significanteffectontheenvironment,therewillnotbea
significanteffectinthiscasebecausemitigationmeasures,asdescribedonanattachedsheetandagreedtobythe
applicant,havebeenaddedtotheproject.A MITIGATEDNEGATIVEDECLARATIONwillbeprepared.

I findthattheproposedprojectMAYhavea significanteffectontheenvironment,andan ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACTREPORTisrequired.

I findthat the proposedprojectMAYhavea .potentiallysignificantimpact"or "potentiallysignificantunless
mitigated"impacton the environment,butat leastoneeffect1) hasbeenadequatelyanalyzedin anearlier
documentpursuanttoapplicablelegalstandards,and2)hasbeenaddressedbymitigationmeasuresbasedonthe
earlieranalysisasdescribedonattachedsheets.AnENVIRONMENTALIMPACTREPORTisrequired,butit must
analyzeontheeffectsthatremaintobeaddressed. .

I findthatalthoughtheproposedprojectcouldhaveasignificanteffectontheenvironment,thereWILLNOTbea
significanteffectin thiscasebecauseallpotentiallysignificanteffects{a)havebeenanalyzedadequatelyin an
earlierEIRor NegativeDeclarationpursuantto applicablestandards,and(b)havebeenavoidedor mitigated
pursuantto thateariierEIRor NegativeDeclaration,includingrevisionsor mitigationmeasuresthatareimposed

~~-
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upontheproposedproject,nothingfurtheris required.

Cityof Pacifica:

Applicant:
(formitigatedprojects)

.PropertyOwner:

#' ~\1\C
(Signature)

LeeDiaz.AssociatePlanner
(Name & Trtle)

(Signature)

(signature)

6507383003

Date:November19.2003

Date:

Date:

~

,~
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Potentially
Significan:

~

Pol9ntially
Significant

Unle"" Less Than
Mitigation Significanl
Incon>orated .!!!!Ie£I

No
J!!l2!a

LEVELOFENVIRONMENTALIMPACTS

Thischecklistindicatesthepotentiallevelof impactforeachenvironmentalfactor,includingsubcategory,asfollows:

PotentiallySignificantImpact:Appliesif thereissubstantialevidencethataneffectissignificant.Ifoneormore
oftheseentriesaremade,anEIRis required.

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated:Applieswhentheincorporationof mitigationmeasureshas
. reducedaneffectfrom'PotentiallySignificantImpact"to a "LessThanSignificantImpact",Describemitigation

measuresandbrieflyexplainhowtheyreducetheeffectaccordingly.Referencesourcedocumentationin
parenthesis( ), -

LessThanSignificantImpact:Requiresbriefexplanation,Referencesourcedocumentationinparenthesis( ).

NoImpact: Noexplanationrequiredwhensourcedocumentationis referenced( ) andadequatelysupportsthat
impactdoesnotapply, Explanationis,however,requiredwhenfindingis basedonproject-specificfactorsor
generalstandards.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

LessThan

Significant
With Les1iThan

MtigBtion Significant
InCO!POl1lted ~

No
Impact

I. LANDUSEANDPLANNING.Wouldtheproject:

a) Physicallydivideanestablishedcommunity?(1) _x-

b) Conflictwithanyapplicablelanduseplan,policy,or regulation
Ofanagencywithjurisdictionovertheproject(including,butnot
Umitedtothegeneralplan,specificplan,localcoastalprogram,
orzoningordinaDce)adoptedforthepurposeofavoidingor
mitigatinganenvironmentaleffect? (1) _x-

c) Conflictwithanyapplicablehabitatconservationplanor natural
Communityconservationplan?(1) _x-

Discussionof Evaluation:Theprojectsiteis surroundedbyexistingresidentialdevelopmentontheeast,northand
sides,aswellascommercialdevelopmentonthenortheast.A recreationalvehicleparkexiststo thesouthof the
subjectproject.TheZoningdesignationof thesiteis R-1(Single-FamilyResidential),whichpermitsparksasa
conditionaluse. Theproposedmulti-purposetrail/parkprojectwouldbecompatiblewiththeexistingsurrounding
landusesandwouldnotalterthelandusepatternsinthearea. Theprojectwouldalsobeconsistentwiththe-
GeneralPlan,LocalCoastalLandUsePlan,andZoningCode.TheSeismicSafetyandSafetyElementofth~
GeneralPlan"suggeststhatdevelopmentbeprohibitedinhazardousareas,unlessdetailedsiteinvestigatiolJ~
indicatethatriskcanbereducedtoan acceptablelevel." At theproposedprojectsite,thecoastalbluffhas
retreatedseverelyoverthe lastfewyearscreatinga severehazardoussituation.Themulti-purposetrail/parkwould
bedesignedto reducetherateof bluffretreatandincreaseprotectionforthepublicwhilemakingthesi1euseable.
Theprojectwouldnotconflicfwithanyapplicablehabitatconservationplanornaiuralcommunityconservauonplan.

.!i.
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PalBnlially
Significant

ImI!A5!

Potentially
Significant

Unless Less Than
Miligatlon Significant
InCO/DOrateci J!!!I!;S

Na
J!1!I!m

Thus,theproposalwouldnotresultin anysignificantlanduseandplanningimpacts.

MitiQation: Nonerequired

II. POPULATIONANDHOUSING.Wouldtheproject:

a) Inducesubstantialpopulationgrowthinanarea,eitherdirectly
(forexample,byproposingnewhomesorbusinesses)or indirectly
(forexample,throughextensionof roads.orother infrastructure)?(1) _x-

b) Displacesubstantialnumbersofexistinghousing,
necessitatingtheconstructionof replacementhousingelsewhere?(1) _x-

c) Displacesubstantialnumbersofpeople,necessitatingthe.
a. constructionofreplacementhousingelsewhere?(1) _x-

Discussionof Evaluation:

Theprojectwouldprovideoverlookareaswithbenches,landscaping,a multi-purposetrailalongtheblufftopfor
pedestrians,bicycles,andpersonsof limitedmobility.Duetosevereerosion,thedevelopmentof housingorany
otherstructureis limitedonthesubjectsite. Thedevelopmentof theprojectwouldnot includethedemolitionofany
existingstructures,norwouldit displaceanypeople.Theprojectis beingdevelopedonvacantCityland. Thus,the
proposedprojectwouldhavenoimpactonpopulationandhousing.

Mitiaation:Nonerequired.

III. GEOLOGYANDSOILS.Wouldtheproject:

a) Exposepeopleor structuresto potentialsubstantialadverseeffects,includingtheriskof loss,injury,or
deathinvolving:

1) Ruptureof knownearthquakefault,asdelineatedon the
mostrecentAlquist~PrioloEarthquakeFaultZoningMap
issuedbytheStateGeologistfortheareaor basedon
othersubstantialevidenceof a knownfault? () _x-

2) Strongseismicgroundshaking?( ) _x-

_X-3) Seismic-relatedgroundfailure,includingliquefaction?( )
~

4) Landslides?( ) . _x-

b) Resultinsubstantialsoilerosionorthelossoftopsoil?{ }
.

::X-

c) Belocatedonageologicunitorsoilthatisunstable,orthat
Wouldbecomeunstableasaresultoftheproject,andpotentially
resultinon-oroff-sitelandslide,lateralspreading,subsidence,

-fi.
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Pot6ntially
Signjfocant
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Potentially
Siljnlfic.anl

Unless Le.. Than
Mitigation Significant
lneorcora!ed ImDa~

No
!I!w9

liquefactionorcollapse?( ) _x-

d) Be locatedon expansive soil,as defined in Table 18-1-8of the
uniformBuildingCode(1997),creatingsubstantialrisksto life
or property?( ) _x-

e) Havesoilsincapableof adequatelysupportingtheuseofseptic
tanksor alternativewastewaterdisposalsystemswheresewers
Arenotavailableforthedisposalofwastewater?( ) _x-

Discussionof Evaluation:

Theprojectsiteis locatedin theSanFranciscoBayArea,whichis consideredoneof themostseismicallyactive
regionsintheUnitedStates.Significantearthquakeshaveoccurredin theSanFranciscoBayAreaandare
believedto beassociatedwithcrustalmovementsalonga systemofsubparallelfaultzonesthatgenerallytrendina
northwesterlydirection.

Thesite is notwithina Stateof CaliforniadesignatedAlquist-PrioloEarthquakeFaultZone.TheAlquist-Priolo
EarthquakeFaultZoningAct(AP)waspassedfonowingthe1971SanFernandoearthquake.TheAPActis a state
lawdesignedto reducethehazardfromsurfacefaultruptureduringanearthquake.'Earthquakefaultzonesare
regulatoryzonesthatencompasssurfacetracesof activefaultsthathavea potentialforfuturesurfacefaultrupture.
Thesezonesgenerallyareestablishedabout500feetoneithersideof thesurfacetraceof activefaults(California
Departmentof Conservation.Divisionof MinesandGeology,ReleaseofPreliminaryReviewMapsofProposed
NewandRevisedEarthquakeFaultZones,November1, 1998).

Theprojectsiterunsina north-southdirectionalongthetopof a steepcoasta!bluff. Thebaseof thebluffbelowthe
projectsiteis impactedbyhigh-energywavesduringstormevents. InMay,1998,theCitywasgrantedan
emergencycoastaldevelopmentpermitfromtheCaliforniaCoastalCommissionfortheconstructionof a rock
revetmentat thebaseof thecoastalbluffalongtheprojectsite(EsplanadeAvenue).TheCityappliedforthis
pennit becausethe199BEINinowinterstormsdamageda portionof theinfrastructuresupportingEsplanade
Avenue.Specifically,inFebruary199B,thecoastalbluffretreatedasmuchas30feetinatwo-weekperiodonthe
seawardsideof the500blockof EsplanadeAvenue,anddestroyed10single-familyhomes.

Theproposedmulti-purposetrail/parkis deemednecessarybytheCityto avoidadditionalimpactsto homes,
infrastructure,andpublicsafetyalongEsplanadeAvenue. EsplanadeAvenueprovidestheonlyviablevehicular
accessto12existingresidences(twoontheonblufftopand10ontheeastsideof Esplanade). Alternativemeans
of accessto thehomesis notavailable,or feasible.Theproposalwouldmitigatepotentialimpactsofthe existing
revetmentbyconstructingthelocalcoastalaccessmulti-purposetrail,scenicoverlookandnative"revegetation
habitatalongtheblufftopwherethe10homewereremoved.Theproposalhasbeendesignedto reducetherateof
bluffretreatandincreaseprotectionforthepublic.Theplansonlyincludeminorgradingfortheproposedtrail.-The
Cityalsoplansto installplantsontopof thebluffwithnativeshrubs,forbs,andgraminoidsusingregionalreference.
Theapplicanthassubmitteda geotechnicalreport,whichconcludedthat theoverallprojectis technicallysouJ~
andrepresentsa benefittothecommunity.Nosignificantimpactisexpected. ..

Mitiqation:Nonerequired.

.7.
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Potentially
Significant

!!m!m

PolDnlially
Significant

Unless I..~ Than
MJt1golion Significant
IncorD0/'8ted ~

No
ImRiS

IV. HYDROLOGYANDWATERQUALITY.Wouldtheproject:

a} Violateanywaterqualitystandardsorwastedischarge
requirements?( ) _x-

b} Substantiallydepletegroundwatersuppliesor interfere
substantiallywithgroundwaterrechargesuchthattherewould
bea netdeficitin aquifervolumeora loweringof thelocal
groundwatertableleve!(e.g.theproductionrateof pre-existing
nearbywellswoulddroptoa level,whichwouldnotsupport
existinglandusesor plannedusesforwhichpermitshavebeen
granted)?( ) _x-

c) Substantiallyalter the exiting drainagepatternof the site or area,
includingthroughthealterationof thecourseof a streamor river,
ina mannerwhichwouldresultin substantialerosionorsiltation
on-oroff-site?( ) -~

d) Substantiallyaltertheexitingdrainagepatternof thesiteorarea,
includingthroughthealterationof thecourseofa streamor river,
orsubstantiallyincreasetherateor amountof surfacerunoffina
mannerwhichwouldresultinsubstantialfloodingon-oroff-site?( ) _x-

e) Createorcontributerunoffwaterwhichwouldexceedthecapacity
ofexistingor plannedstormwaterdrainagesystemsor provide
substantiallyadditionalsourcesof pollutedrunoff?( ) _x-

~ Otherwisesubstantiallydegradewaterquality?(.) _x-

g} Placehousingwithina iDD-yearfloodhazardareaas mapped
ona federalFloodHazardBoundaryor FloodInsuranceRate
maporotherfloodhazarddelineationmap?( ) _x-

h) Placewithina 1DO-yearfloodhazardareastmctureswhich
Couldimpedeor redirectfloodflows? ( ) _x-

i) Exposepeopleorstructurestoasignificantriskofloss,injury
ordeathinvolvingflooding,includingfloodingasa resultof the
failureof a leveeordam?( ) _x-

j) Inundationbyseiche,tsunami,or mudflow?() _x-

Discussionof Evaluation:

TheR-1(single-familyresidential)ZoningDistrictallowsa maximumof40%lotcoverage.Theconstructionof the
newmulti-purposetrail/parkwill resultincoveringand/orcompactingexistingvacanttand;this in turnresultsin
increasedimpermeablesurfaces.Consequently,theabsorptionratesanddrainagepatternswill change.This

-A-
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Potentielly
Signllk:an:

!!!Jeg

Potentially
Slgnltican!

Unl Less Than
MlIIga!!cn Signlf"","1
In<:Ort>crated ~

No
~

change,however,is notInconsistentwiththesurroundingneighborhoodandis notexpectedto createa significant
environmentalimpact.Thesubjectsiteoriginallycontainedresidentialdevelopmentandassociatedhardscape
areas. TheproposalwouldcontainmuchI~ssimpermeablesurfacesthatoriginallyexisted.Althoughthenet
developableareais 16,000squarefeet,theactualsizeof thesiteis 36,000squarefeet. As such,theimpervious
areaof thesiteafterdevelopmentwouldbeapproximately14%.

Theproposalwouldredirectstreetandsurfacedrainagefromthesubjectsitesothatit doesnotdischargetothe
beach.Thiswouldbe accomplishedby removinga segmentof anexistingdrainoutfallandconnectingit to an
existing24-inchstormdrainpipethatextendsbeneaththeadjacentmobilehomeparkto thesouth. Thissystem

. dischargesto thebeachsouthof EsplanadeAvenue.Althoughtheproposa!removesa segmentof theexisting
stormdrainoutfallandconnectsit to theCitystormdrainsystem,a newrip-rap/concretevalleygutteris proposed
alongthelengthof theaccessroadconnectingEsplanadeAvenueto Ihebeachatthesouthernendof the
revetment.Storminletsarealsoproposedonthenorthandsouthendsof theproposedmulti-purposetrail.

All projectgradingwill ta~eplaceinthedryseasonto minimizeimmediateerosion/siltationeffects. Nevertheless,
erosion/siltationcontrolswillberequiredduringtheconstructionprocess.Bestmanagementpractices(BMPs)such
asstrawmulch,silt fences,sedimentbasinsortrapsand/orothermeasureswill beemployedduringconstruction.
AdditionallyJ theprojectwouldnotdegradewaterqualityduetotheimplementationofBestManagementPractices
10controlpollutionin runoff.Theproposedlandscapingonthesitewouldbeirrigatedfor thefirsttwogrowing
seasonsandwouldrunon reclaimedwaterandhavenoimpacton groundwater.

Theprojectinvolvesnoconstructionof housingwithinthe1aD-yearfloodzone,norconstructionofanyleveesor
dams.Thesitehasa potentialtsunamiinundationhazardintheeventofa highmagnitudeearthquake,volcanoor
subsurfacelandslidein thePacificOcean.However,thepotentia!fora significanttsunamito hittheSanFrancisco
BayAreais estimatedatoneoccurrenceeach200years.

Mitiaation:Nonerequired.

v. AIRQUALITY.Wouldtheproject:

a) Conflictwithorobstructimplementationof theapplicable
airqualityplan?( ) _x-

b) Violateanyairqualitystandardorcontributesubstantially
toanexistingorprojectedairqualityviolation?( ) _x-

c) Resultin acumulativelyconsiderablenetincreaseof any
criteriapollutantfor whichtheprojectregionisnon-attainment
underanapplicablefederalandstateambientairquality
standard(includingreleasingemissionsthatexceed
quantitativethresholdsforozoneprecursors)?( ) _X-

d) Exposesensitivereceptorstosubstantialpollutantconcentrations?( )
,

-: X- -

d} Createobjectionableodorsaffectinga substantialnumber
of people?( ) . _X-

-~-
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Mitigation Significant
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No
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Discussionof Evaluation:Pacificais locatedalongthewesternedgeof theSanFranciscoBayAreaairbasin,and
is affectedby persistentandfrequentlystrongwindsfromoff thePacificOcean.Thecity is alsowithintheBayArea
AirQualityManagementDistrict.Otherthanoccasionalviolationsofstandardsforozoneandsuspendedparticulate
matter(PM10),withinSanMateoCounty,thearea'sairqualitystandardsaregenerallymet.

Themajorityof airqualityimpactswilloccurduringtheconstructionphaseof theproject,primarilyduringgrading.
This impactwill be limited to suspendedparticulatematter. The amountof particulatematterwill be effectively.-
reducedduringgradingbyconventionalgradingpracticesrequiredbytheBestManagementPractices(BMPs)such
aswateringworkareasandseedingorwinterizingbareground.Theprojectwouldnotexposesensitivereceptors

. tosubstantialpollutantconcentrationsorbethesourceof anyobjectionableodors.Thusimpactsto airqualityby
theproposedprojectwouldbelessthansignificant.

MitiQation:Nonerequired

VI. TRANSPORTATIONfTRAFFIC.Wouldtheproject:

a) Causeanincreaseintrafficwhichis substantiallyin relation
totheexistingtrafficloadandcapacityof thestreetsystem
(Le.,resultinsubstantialincreaseineitherthenumberof
vehicletrips,thevolumetocapacityratioonroads,or
congestionat intersections)?( ) -~

b) Exceed,eitherindividuallyorcumulatively,a levelofservice
standardestablishedbythecountycongestionmanagement
agencyfordesignatedroadsorhighways?( ) _x-

c) Resultinachangeinairtrafficpattems,includingeitheran
increaseintrafficlevelsora changein locationthatresultsin
substantialsafetyrisks?( ) _x-

d) Substantiallyincreasehazardsdueto a designfeature( e.g.sharp
curvesordangerousintersections)or incompatibleuses
(e.g.farmequipment)?( ) _x-

_X-e) Resultin inadequateemergencyaccess?( )

~ Resultininadequateparkingcapacity?( ) _x-

g) Conflictwithadoptedpolicies,plans,orprogramssupporting
alternativetransportation(e.g.,busturnouts,bicycleracks)?( ) .:x-

Discussionof Evaluation:Theconstructionofa newmulti-purposetrail/parkalongEsplanadeAvenuewillnotr~ult
inanincreasein traffic,or affectroadcapacityor congestionat intersections.Theimprovementsdonotresult-in
theconstructionof residentialdevelopmentnorsubstantialnewvisitorsfacilitatesthatwouldgenerateadditional
traffic. Theparkingcapacitywouldincreasemodestlyandis expectedto beconsistedwiththezoningforthesite
andarea.Thelevelof serviceat theManor/Palmettointersectionsshouldnotbesignificantlyimpactedby this
projectbecausetheimprovementswouldnotresultin long-termtripgenerationoverexistinglevels.Trafficshould

-10-
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Potentially
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Significant

Un/ Less Than
Mitigation Significant
Incorcorated Im~ct

No

~

notadverselyaffect commutepeakhours.Parkingcapacityat thesitewouldremainapproximatelythesame.The
constructionofa multi""purposetrail/parkwouldhavenoeffecton airtrafficpatternsorsubstantiallyincrease
hazardsdueto a designfeatureor incompatibleuses.Thesitewouldprovideadequateemergencyaccessandthe
projectwillhavenoeffecton alternativetransportationmodes.Therefore,trafficimpactswouldbelessthan
significant.

Mitioation:Nonerequired.

VII. BIOLOGICALRESOURCES.Wouldtheproject:

a) Havea substantialadverseeffect,eitherdirectlyorthrough
habitatmodifications.on anyspeciesidentifiedasa
candidate.sensitive,or specialstatusspeciesin local
or regionalplans,policies,or regulations,orbythe
CaliforniaDepartmentof Fish& Gameor U.S.Fish&
WildlifeService?()

V
_/\-

b) Havea substantialadverseeffectonanyripartan
Habitator othersensitivenaturalcommunityidentified
In localor regionalplans,policies:or regulations,or bythe
CaliforniaDepartmentof Fish& Gameor U.S,Fish&
WildlifeService?( ) _x-.'

. "

c) Havea substantia!adverseeffectonfederallyprotected
Wetlandsas definedby Section404of theCleanWaterAct
(including,butnot limitedto, marsh,vernalpool,coastal,etc.)
throughdirectremoval,filling,hydrologicalinterruption,or
othermeans?( ) _x-

d) Interferesubstantiallywiththemovementofanynativeresident
or migratoryfishorwildlifespeciesorwithestablishednative
residentor migratorywildlifecorridors,or impedetheuseof
nativewildlifenurserysites? ( )

V
_A-

e) Conflictwithanylocalpoliciesorordinancesprotecting
biologicalresources,suchasa treepreservationpolicyor
ordinance?( ) - _X-

n ConflictwiththeprovisionsofanadoptedHabitat
ConservationPlan,NaturalCommunityConservationP!an,
orotherapprovedlocal,regional,orstatehabitatconservation
plan?( ) lX-

.-

Discussionof Evaluation:Thesiteoriginallycontainedsingle-familyresidentialdevelopmentalongthebluffedge.
Thehomeswerelostduringthesevere1998EINinostorm. Thesiteis currentlycoveredwilhweedslpatchesof
iceplant,wildradish,fragmentsof concrete,anda 5 foothighchainIinkfencealongthefrontof theprojectsite. In
addition,severalsmallto mediumpinetreesarelocatedonthesite. Thesiteis notlocatedwithina federaliy

- 11.
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Potentially
Significant

~

Potentially
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Mitigalicm Significant
Incomorallld ~
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No
~

protectedwetland. No known unique, rare I or endangered species are known to inhabit the site nor is the

development locationexpectedtochangethediversityofanyanimalsorspeciesinthearea.Theprojectisnot
includedinanyadoptedHabitatConservationPlan,NaturalCommunityPlanor anyotherapprovedconservation
plan. Thesitelocationis nota knownanimalmigratoryrouteor riparianhabitatandnosignificantenvironmental
impactis expectedfromtheproject.

Mitiqation:None

VIII. MINERALRESOURCES.Wouldtheproject:

a) Resultinthe lossof availabilityof a knownmineralresource
thatwouldbe offuturevaluetotheregionandtheresidents
of theState?( )

b) Resultinthe lossof availabilityof a locally-importantmineral
resourcerecoverysitedelineatedona localgeneralplan,
specificplanorotherlanduseplan? ( )

Discussionof Evaluation:Noknownmineralresourcesarelocatedonthesite,norhasthesitebeenusedfor
mineralresourceextraction.

MitiQation: Nonerequired.

IX. HAZARDSAND HAZARDOUSMATERIALS.Wouldtheproject:

a) Createa significanthazardto thepublicor theenvironment
throughtheroutinetransport,use,ordisposalofhazardous
materials?( )

b) Createa significanthazardto thepublicortheenvironment
throughreasonablyforeseeableupsetandaccidentconditions
involvingthereleaseof hazardousmaterialsintotheenvimnment?

c) Emithazardousemissionsorhandlehazardousoracutely
hazardousmaterials,substances,orwastewithinone-quarter
mileofanexistingorproposedschool?( )

d} Belocatedon a sitewhichis includedon a listof hazardous
materialssitescompiledpurnuantto GovernmentCodeSect.
65962.5and,asa result,wouldit createa significanthazard
to thepublicor theenvironment?( )

e) Fora projectlocatedwithinanairportlanduseplanor,where
sucha planhasnotbeenadopted,withintwomilesof a public
airportor publicuseof airport,wouldtheprojectresultina safety
hazardforpeopleresidingorwOrkingintheprojectarea? ( )

-17.

_x-

_x-

_x-

_x-

_x-

-~
.

_x-



- --- --- -

Dee 23 04 02:03p CITY of PACIFICA ENGR 6507383003 p.14

Potentially

Significant
Imead

POl9l'1tial1y

Signlr,,:ant
U"loss L"".Than

Mltiga1ien Significant
IncorJ>Ora!ec .I!!1Iw;I

No
J!mm!

ij Foraprojectwithinthevicinityofaprivateairstrip,wouldtheproject
resultin a safetyhazardfor peopleresidingorworklngin the -

projectarea?( )
v

_A-

g) Impairimplementationof Oiphysicallyinterferewithanadopted
emergencyresponseplanoremergencyevacuationplan? ( ) _x-

h) Exposepeopleorstructurestosignificantriskofloss,injuryordeath
involvingwildlandfires,includingwherewildlandsareadjacentto
urbanizedareasorwhereresidencesareintermixedwithwildlands?( ) _x-

Discussionof Evaluation:Theproposedprojectwill notinvolvetheuseof materialsclassifiedashazardous
substancesandtheprojectsitedoesnotcontainanymaterialsfroma hazardousmaterialslistpursuantto
GovernmentSection65962.5.Thesiteis notwithintwomilesof a publicairportor publicuseairportandwillnot
interferewithanyemergencyresponseorevacuationplans. Theprojectis notlocatedinanareawherethereis
significantriskofwildlandfires. .

Mitiqation: Nonerequired.

x. NOISE.Wouldtheprojectresultin:

a) Exposureofpersonsortoorgenerationofnoiselevelsinexcessof
standardsestablishedinthelocalgenera!planornoiseordinance,
orapplicablestandardsofotheragencies?( )

v
-"-

b) Exposureofpersonsto orgenerationofexcessivegroundborne
vibrationorgroundbornenoiselevels?( ) _x-

c) A substantialpermanentincreaseinambientnoiselevelsinthe
projectvicinityabovelevelsexistingwithouttheproject? _x-

d) Asubstantialtemporaryorperiodicincreaseinambientnoise
levelsintheprojectvicinityabovelevelsexistingwithoutthe
project? _x-

e) Fora projectlocatedwithinanairportlanduseplanor,where
sucha planhasnotbeenadopted.withintwo milesofa
publicairportor publicuseairport,wouldtheprojectexpose
peopleresidingorworkingintheprojectareatoexcessive
noiselevels? -:'-x-

fj Foraprojectwithinthevicinityofaprivateairstrip,wouldthe
projectexposepeopleresidingorworkingintheprojectarea
toexcessivenoiselevels? _x-

Discussionof Evaluation:Theadditionofa pedestrianpathwayandrecreationareawouldrepresenta newsource
of noisein thearea. However,theanticipatednoiseisexpectedto beminimalandconsistentwithexistingnoise

.11.
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levelsinthesurroundingneighborhood.Noisewilloccurduringprojectconstruction,aswithall newconstruction
projects,resultingin increasedexteriornoiselevelswithintheprojectvicinity.Thisimpact,however.wouldbe
temporary.Theprojectis not located.withinanairportlanduseplan,withintwo milesof a publicairportor publicuse
airportorwithinthevicinityofa privateairstrip.Nosignificantimpactisexpected..

Mitiaation: NOnerequired.

XI. PUBLICSERVICES.Wouldtheprojectresultinsubstantialadversephysicalimpactsassociatedwiththeprovision
. of newor physicallyalteredgovernmentfacilities,needfor newor physicallyalteredgovernmentfacilities.the

constructionof whichcouldcausesignificantenvironmentalimpacts,in orderto mainacceptableserviceratios,
responsetimesorotherperformanceobjectivesforanyofthefollowingpublicservices:

a} Fireprotection?( ) _x-

b) Policeprotection?( ) _x-

_X-c} Schools?( )

d} Parks?( ) _x-

_X-e) Otherpublicfacilities?( )

DiscussionofEvaluation:Theproposedprojectis notgrowthinducingandwouldnotincreasethedemandforfire
protection,policeprotection,schools(noincreasedpopulation).orotherpublicfacilities.Theproposedpedestrian
pathwayandrecreationareais designedtobelowmaintenance,

Theproposalwouldmitigatepotentialimpactsof theexistingrevetmentbyconstructingthelocalcoastalaccess
multi-purposetrail/park,scenicoverlookandbyprovidingnativerevegetationhabitatalongtheblufftopwhere
residentialpropertywaslostduringthe 1998EINinostorm, Theproposalhasbeendesignedto reducetherateof
bluffretreatandincreaseprotectionforthepublic.Theproposed.projectis necessaryto avoidadditionalimpactsto
homes,infrastructure,andpublicsafetyalongEsplanadeAvenue. EsplanadeAvenueprovidestheonlyviable
vehicularaccessto 12existingresidences(twoontheonblufftopandtenon theeastsideof Esplanade).
Alternativemeansof accessto thehomesis notavailable,or feasible.

MitiQation: Nonerequired.

XII. UTILITIESANDSERVICESYSTEMS.Wouldtheproject:

a) Exceedwastewatertreatmentrequirementsof the
applicableRegionalWaterQualityControlBoard?( )

~

-~
.

b) Requireor resultin theconstructionof newwateror
wastewatertreatmentfacilitiesor expansionofexisting
facilities.theconstructionofwhichcouldcause
significantenvironmentaleffects? ( ) _x-

-14-
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c) Requireor resultin theconstructionofnewstormwater
drainagefacilitiesorexpansionofexisting
facilities,theconstructionofwhichcouldcause
significantenvironmentaleffects?( ) -X-

d) Havesufficientwatersuppliesavailabletoservethe
projectfromexistingentitlementsandresources,or
areneworexpandedentiUementsneeded?( ) --_x-

. e) Resultina determinationbythewastewatertreatment
provider,whichservesor mayservetheprojectthatit has
adequatecapacityto servetheproject'sprojecteddem,and
in additionto theprovJder'sexistingcommitments? _x-

~ Beservedbya landfillwithsufficientpermittedcapacity
to accommodatetheproject'ssolidwastedisposalneeds?( ) _x-

g) Complywithfederal,state,andlocalstatutesandregulations
relatedto solidwaste?( ) _x-

Discussionof Evaluation:Theproposedprojectdoesnotinvolvewastewatertreatmentorwouldrequireanynew
waterorwastewatertreatmentfacility.Theproposedprojectwouldnotrequiretheconstructionof newstormwater
drainagefacilities.Theproposalwouldredirectstreetandsurfacedrainagefromthesubjectsitesothatit doesnot
dischargeto thebeach. Thiswouldbeaccomplishedby removinga segmentof anexistingdrainoutfalland
connectingit toanexistingstormdrainsystemthatextendsbeneaththeadjacentmobilehomeparktothesouth.
Additionally,theprojectwouldnotgeneratesolidwasteasa resultoftheproposedpublicimprovements.

MitiQation: Nonerequired.

XIII. AESTHETICS.Wouldtheproject:

a) Havea substantia!adverseeffecton ascenicvista?( ) _x-

b) SubstantiallydamagescenicreSDurces,including,
butnotlimitedto, trees,rockoutcroppings,andhistoric.
buildingswithina statescenichighway?( ) _x-

c) Substantiallydegradetheexistingvisualcharacteror
qualityofthesiteanditssurroundings?( ) _x-

d) Createa newsourceofsubstantiallightorglarewhich
wouldadverselyaffectdayor nighttimeviewsinthearea? '1-X-

Discussionof Evaluation:TherearespecificscenicvistasdesignatedinthePacificaGeneralPlanalongHighway1,
butnonearelocatedwithintheprojectsite. However,theLocalCoastalProgram(LCP)is concernedabout
preservationandenhancementofviewsof thecoastfrompublicroadwaysandpublicviewingpointssuchasthe
beaches.Basedontheunobtrusiveappearanceof theproposedimprovements,theproposedpedestrianpathway

-1~- .
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and recreationareawouldbeanattractiveadditionto thesiteandthecommunity.Thesitewouldbelandscaped
withnativeplantingandwouldprovidea multi-purposetrailandareaswithbencheswithviewsto thesea. The
projectis notlocatedneara designatedstatescenichighwaynorwill it bevisiblefromHighway1. light andglare
impactswouldbelessthansignificantbecausetheprojectdoesnotrepresenta substantialnewsourceof lightor
glarewhichwouldeffectdayornighttimeviewsin theprojectarea.

Temporaryvisualimpactsduringconstructionwouldresultfromthepresenceof equipment,placementof natura!
materialsandconstructionof facilitiesimprovements.Visualeffectsassociatedwithconstructionwouldbe
temporaryandnomitigationmeasuresarenecessaryfor thisimpact.

Mitioation:None

XIV. CULTURALRESOURCES.Wouldtheproject:

a) Causeasubstantialadversechangeinthesignificance
ofahistoricalresourcesasdefinedin§15064.5?( ) _x-

b) Causeasubstantialadversechangeinthesignificance
ofanarchaeologicalresourcepursuantto§15064.5?( ) _x-

c) Directlyorindirectlydestroyauniquepaleontological
resourceorsiteoruniquegeologicfeature?( ) _x-

d) Disturbanyhumanremains,includingthoseinterred
outsideof formalceremonies?( ) _x-

Discussionof Evaluation:Thereare no knownculturalor historicalresourceswithinthe projectvicinityor on the
projectsite itself. The projectsite doesnotcontainanysignificantpaleontologicalresourcesor uniquegeological
features.Noknownhumanremainsareknownto beinterredonthissite. Thesitehasbeenhighlydisturbedin the
past. Developmenthasoccurredwithinthevicinityof thesite.Noarchaeologicalremainshavebeenreportedwith
theimmediateorsurroundingdevelopment.

MitiQation: Nonerequired,

xv. AGRICULTURALRESOURCES.Wouldtheproposal:

a) ConvertPrimeFarmland,UniqueFannland,or Fannlandof Statewide
Importance(Farmland),asshownonthemapspreparedpursuant
to theFarmlandMappingandMonitoringProgramof theCalifornia
ResourcesAgency,to non-agriculturaluse? -~-

b) Conflictwithexistingzoningforagriculturaluse,ora
WilliamsonActcontract?

-.
.=x-

c) Involveotherchangesin theexistingenvironmentwhich,
dueto theirlocationor nature,couldresultinconversionof

-1n-
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farmland,to non-agriculturaluse? _x-

Discussionof Evaluation:Theproposedprojectwouldnotconflictwith anyagricultureresources.Theprojectsite is
notfarmland.Thesiteis notzonedfor agriculturaluse,norusedfor agriculture.Thesubjectsiteincludingall
immediatesurroundinglanduseshavethesameGeneralPlanandZoningdesignations,R-1.

Mitioation: Nonerequired.

XVI. RECREATION.Wouldtheproposal:

a) Increasetheuseofexistingneighborhoodandregionalparks
orotherrecreationalfacilitiessuchthatsubstantialdeterioration
ofthefacilitywouldoccurorbeaccelerated?( ) _x- -

b) Includerecreationalfacilitiesor requiretheconstructionor
expansionof recreationalfacilitiesthatmighthaveanadverse
physicaleffectontheenvironment?( ) _x-

Discussionof Evaluation:TheprojectwillgeneratenewrecreationalopportunitieswithintheCity. Theprojectwould
alsoresultin netenvironmentalbenefitsto theneighborhoodandcommunitybycreatingrecreationalfacilitiesand
publicImprovementsthatwouldpreventfurthererosionof theblufftop. Theproposed12-footwidemulti-purpose
trailalongtheblufftopwouldprovidecoastalaccessandrecreationalareasto pedestrians,bicycles,andpersonsof
limitedmobility.Theprojectalsoincludesovertookpointswithbenches,landscaping,andsignagethatidentifies
the locationof allaccessways,bicycleroutes,destinationareas,environmentallysensitivehabitat,andhazardous
conditions.Theproposedimprovementsarealsodesignedto belowmaintenance.

Mitioation: Nonerequired.

XVII. MANDATORYFINDINGSOFSIGNIFICANCE.

a) Doestheprojecthavethepotentialto degradethequality .
of theenvironment,substantiallyreducethehabitatof a fish
or wildlifespecies,causeafishorwildlifepopulationtodrop
belowself-sustaininglevels,threatento eliminatea plantor
animalcommunity,reducethenumberor restricttherange
of a rareorendangeredplantoranimaloreliminate
importantexamplesof themajorperiodsof Californiahistory
or prehistory? _x-

b) Doestheprojecthaveimpactsthatareindividuallylimited,
butcumulativelyconsiderable?('Cumulativelyconsiderable"
meansthattheincrementaleffectsofa projectareconsiderable
whenviewedin connectionwiththeeffectsof pastprojects,
theeffectsofothercurrentprojects.andtheeffectsofprobable

futureprojects)

-
.

..

_x-

c) Doestheprojecthaveenvironmentaleffects,whichwi!!cause

-17.
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substantialadverseeffectsonhumanbeings,eitherdirectly
or indirectly? _x-

Discussionof Evaluation:Theproposedprojectinvolvestheconstructionof a multi-purposetrail/parkona 36,000
squarefootvacantsite.Thisinitialstudyfoundthattheproposedmulti-trail/parkandassociatedactivitieswillhave
lessthansignificantimpactson theenvironment,thehabitatof fishorwildlifespeciesor populations,plantoranimal
communities,rareorendangeredplantsoranimals.or importantexamplesof themajorperiodof CaliforniahistO.LY
or prehistory.Thisspecificprojectis consistentwiththesurroundingdevelopmentpatternandwouldnotbe
cumulativelyconsiderable.Minornoiseanddustassociatedwithconstructioncouldpotentiallycauseadverse

. effectson humanbeings. Best Managementpracticeswould reducethese effects to less-than-significantlevels.

MitiQation: Nonerequired.

XVIII. EARLIERANALYSES.

Earlieranalysesmaybeusedwhere,pursuantto thetiering,programEIR,orotherCEOAprocess,aneffecthas
beenadequatelyanalyzedinanearlierEIRor negativedeclaration.Section15063{c)(3)(D).Inthiscase a brief
discussionshouldidentifythefollowing(attachedadditionalsheetsif necessary):

a) Earlieranalysesused. Identifyandstatewheretheyareavailableforreview.

b) Impactsadequatelyaddressed.Identifywhicheffectsfromtheabovechecklistwerewithinthescopeof and
adequatelyanalyzedinanearlierdocument.pursuantto applicablelegalstandards,andstatewhethersuch
effectswereaddressedby mitigationmeasuresbasedontheearlieranalysis.

c) Mitigationmeasures.Foreffectsthatare"LessthanSignificantwith MitigationMeasuresIncorporaled,.
describethemitigationmeasuresthatwereincorporatedor refinedfromtheearlierdocumentandtheextentto
whichtheyaddresssite-specificconditionsfortheproject.

Discussionof Evaluation:None.

-
.
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LITERATURECITED

1. CityofPacifica GeneralPlan,asamendedto June1993.

2. Cityof Pacifica ZoningCode,August1992.

3. Cityof Pacifica LocalCoastalProgramLandUsePlan.AdoptedMarch1980

4. Cotton,Shires& Associates.'EngineeringAssessmentReport.EspJanadeAvenueCoastalProtectionProject.
April1998

5. Cotton,Shires&Associates.SupplementalResponseto theCaliforniaCoastalCommissionRegardingtheEsplanade
Revetment,Pacifica,CA. February2002 .

6. L.C.Lee& Associates.Inc. BackgroundDocumentationfor CoastalBluffEcosystemRestorationattheEsplanade
AvenueBluffRestoration,Cityof Pacifica.March2,2002andRevisedMarch19,2002

Attachment:

1. LandUseandZoningExhibit

Theliteraturereferencedaboveis availableat thePlanningandEconomicDevelopmentDepartment,1800Francisco
Boulevard,Pacifica,CA 94044.Any inquiriesshouldbedirectedto Mr;LeeDiaz,AssociatePlanner.
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