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CLIMATE ACTION PLAN 
CONSISTENCY CHECKLIST INTRODUCTION 

In December 2015, the City adopted a Climate Action Plan (CAP) that outlines the actions that City will 
undertake to achieve its proportional share of State greenhouse gas (GHG) emission reductions.  The 
purpose of the Climate Action Plan Consistency Checklist (Checklist) is to, in conjunction with the CAP, 
provide a streamlined review process for proposed new development projects that are subject to 
discretionary review and trigger environmental review pursuant to the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA).1 

Analysis of GHG emissions and potential climate change impacts from new development is required 
under CEQA.  The CAP is a plan for the reduction of GHG emissions in accordance with CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15183.5.  Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064(h)(3), 15130(d), and 15183(b), a project’s 
incremental contribution to a cumulative GHG emissions effect may be determined not to be 
cumulatively considerable if it complies with the requirements of the CAP. 

This Checklist is part of the CAP and contains measures that are required to be implemented on a 
project-by-project basis to ensure that the specified emissions targets identified in the CAP are achieved. 
Implementation of these measures would ensure that new development is consistent with the CAP’s 
assumptions for relevant CAP strategies toward achieving the identified GHG reduction targets.  Projects 
that are consistent with the CAP as determined through the use of this Checklist may rely on the CAP for 
the cumulative impacts analysis of GHG emissions.  Projects that are not consistent with the CAP must 
prepare a comprehensive project-specific analysis of GHG emissions, including quantification of existing 
and projected GHG emissions and incorporation of the measures in this Checklist to the extent feasible. 
Cumulative GHG impacts would be significant for any project that is not consistent with the CAP. 

The Checklist may be updated to incorporate new GHG reduction techniques or to comply with later 
amendments to the CAP or local, State, or federal law. 

1 Certain projects seeking ministerial approval may be required to complete the Checklist.  For example, projects in a Community Plan 
Implementation Overlay Zone may be required to use the Checklist to qualify for ministerial level review.  See Supplemental 
Development Regulations in the project’s community plan to determine applicability.   
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CAP CONSISTENCY CHECKLIST  
SUBMITTAL APPLICATION  

 The Checklist is required only for projects subject to CEQA review.2

 If required, the Checklist must be included in the project submittal package. Application submittal
procedures can be found in Chapter 11: Land Development Procedures of the City’s Municipal Code.

 The requirements in the Checklist will be included in the project’s conditions of approval.

 The applicant must provide an explanation of how the proposed project will implement the requirements
described herein to the satisfaction of the Planning Department.

Application Information 

Contact Information 

Project No./Name: 

Property Address: 

Applicant Name/Co.: 

Contact Phone: Contact Email: 

Was a consultant retained to complete this checklist?  ☐ Yes     ☐ No If Yes, complete the following 

Consultant Name: Contact Phone: 

Company Name: Contact Email: 

Project Information 

1. What is the size of the project (acres)?

2. Identify all applicable proposed land uses:

☐ Residential (indicate # of single-family units):

☐ Residential (indicate # of multi-family units):

☐ Commercial (total square footage):

☐ Industrial (total square footage):

☐ Other (describe):
3. Is the project or a portion of the project located in a

Transit Priority Area? ☐ Yes     ☐ No

4. Provide a brief description of the project proposed:

2 Certain projects seeking ministerial approval may be required to complete the Checklist.  For example, projects in a Community Plan 
Implementation Overlay Zone may be required to use the Checklist to qualify for ministerial level review.  See Supplemental 
Development Regulations in the project’s community plan to determine applicability.   

http://docs.sandiego.gov/municode/MuniCodeChapter11/Ch11Art02Division01.pdf
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CAP CONSISTENCY CHECKLIST QUESTIONS 

Step 1:  Land Use Consistency  

The first step in determining CAP consistency for discretionary development projects is to assess the project’s consistency with the growth 
projections used in the development of the CAP.  This section allows the City to determine a project’s consistency with the land use 
assumptions used in the CAP.  

Step 1:  Land Use Consistency 

Checklist Item 
(Check the appropriate box and provide explanation and supporting documentation for your answer) Yes No 

A. Is the proposed project consistent with the existing General Plan and Community Plan land use and 
zoning designations?;3  OR, 

B. If the proposed project is not consistent with the existing land use plan and zoning designations, and 
includes a land use plan and/or zoning designation amendment, would the proposed amendment 
result in  an increased density within a Transit Priority Area (TPA)4 and implement CAP Strategy 3 
actions, as determined in Step 3 to the satisfaction of the Development Services Department?; OR, 

C. If the proposed project is not consistent with the existing land use plan and zoning designations, does 
the project include a land use plan and/or zoning designation amendment that would result in an 
equivalent or less GHG-intensive project when compared to the existing designations? 

☐ ☐ 

If “Yes,” proceed to Step 2 of the Checklist.  For question B above, complete Step 3. For question C above, provide estimated project 
emissions under both existing and proposed designation(s) for comparison. Compare the maximum buildout of the existing designation 
and the maximum buildout of the proposed designation.   

If “No,” in accordance with the City’s Significance Determination Thresholds, the project’s GHG impact is significant.  The project must 
nonetheless incorporate each of the measures identified in Step 2 to mitigate cumulative GHG emissions impacts unless the decision 
maker finds that a measure is infeasible in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15091. Proceed and complete Step 2 of the Checklist.  

3 This question may also be answered in the affirmative if the project is consistent with SANDAG Series 12 growth projections, which were used to determine the CAP projections, 
as determined by the Planning Department.  
4 This category applies to all projects that answered in the affirmative to question 3 on the previous page: Is the project or a portion of the project located in a transit priority area. 
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Step 2:  CAP Strategies Consistency  

The second step of the CAP consistency review is to review and evaluate a project’s consistency with the applicable strategies and actions 
of the CAP.   Step 2 only applies to development projects that involve permits that would require a certificate of occupancy from the 
Building Official or projects comprised of one and two family dwellings or townhouses as defined in the California Residential Code and 
their accessory structures.5 All other development projects that would not require a certificate of occupancy from the Building Official shall 
implement Best Management Practices for construction activities as set forth in the Greenbook (for public projects).  

Step 2:  CAP Strategies Consistency 

Checklist Item 
(Check the appropriate box and provide explanation for your answer) Yes No N/A 

Strategy 1:  Energy & Water Efficient Buildings 

1. Cool/Green Roofs. 
 Would the project include roofing materials with a minimum 3-year aged solar 

reflection and thermal emittance or solar reflection index equal to or greater than 
the values specified in the voluntary measures under California Green Building 
Standards Code (Attachment A)?; OR 

 Would the project roof construction have a thermal mass over the roof 
membrane, including areas of vegetated (green) roofs, weighing at least 25 
pounds per square foot as specified in the voluntary measures under California 
Green Building Standards Code?; OR 

 Would the project include a combination of the above two options? 
Check “N/A” only if the project does not include a roof component.  ☐ ☐ ☐ 

5 Actions that are not subject to Step 2 would include, for example: 1) discretionary map actions that do not propose specific development, 2) permits allowing wireless communication facilities, 
3) special events permits, 4) use permits or other permits that do not result in the expansion or enlargement of a building (e.g., decks, garages, etc.), and 5) non-building infrastructure projects 
such as roads and pipelines. Because such actions would not result in new occupancy buildings from which GHG emissions reductions could be achieved, the items contained in Step 2 would 
not be applicable. 

http://www.greenbookspecs.org/
http://codes.iccsafe.org/app/book/toc/2016/California/Green/index.html
http://codes.iccsafe.org/app/book/toc/2016/California/Green/index.html
Toby
Oval
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2. Plumbing fixtures and fittings 
With respect to plumbing fixtures or fittings provided as part of the project, would 
those low-flow fixtures/appliances be consistent with each of the following: 

Residential buildings: 
 Kitchen faucets: maximum flow rate not to exceed 1.5 gallons per minute at 60 

psi;  
 Standard dishwashers: 4.25 gallons per cycle; 
 Compact dishwashers: 3.5 gallons per cycle; and 
 Clothes washers: water factor of 6 gallons per cubic feet of drum capacity?  

Nonresidential buildings: 
 Plumbing fixtures and fittings that do not exceed the maximum flow rate 

specified in Table A5.303.2.3.1 (voluntary measures) of the California Green 
Building Standards Code (See Attachment A); and 

 Appliances and fixtures for commercial applications that meet the provisions of 
Section A5.303.3 (voluntary measures) of the California Green Building Standards 
Code (See Attachment A)? 

Check “N/A” only if the project does not include any plumbing fixtures or fittings.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

☐ ☐ ☐ 

	 	

http://codes.iccsafe.org/app/book/content/2016 California Codes/Green/Appendix A5 Nonresidential Voluntary Measures.pdf
http://codes.iccsafe.org/app/book/content/2016 California Codes/Green/Appendix A5 Nonresidential Voluntary Measures.pdf
Toby
Oval



City Council Approved July 12, 2016 
7 Revised June 2017 

Strategy 3:  Bicycling, Walking, Transit & Land Use 

3. Electric Vehicle Charging 

 Multiple-family projects of 17 dwelling units or less: Would 3% of the total parking 
spaces required, or a minimum of one space, whichever is greater, be provided 
with a listed cabinet, box or enclosure connected to a conduit linking the parking 
spaces with the electrical service, in a manner approved by the building and safety 
official, to allow for the future installation of electric vehicle supply equipment to 
provide electric vehicle charging stations at such time as it is needed for use by 
residents?  

 Multiple-family projects of more than 17 dwelling units: Of the total required listed 
cabinets, boxes or enclosures, would 50% have the necessary electric vehicle 
supply equipment installed to provide active electric vehicle charging stations 
ready for use by residents?  

 Non-residential projects: Of the total required listed cabinets, boxes or enclosures, 
would 50% have the necessary electric vehicle supply equipment installed to 
provide active electric vehicle charging stations ready for use?  

Check “N/A” only if the project is a single-family project or would not require the 
provision of listed cabinets, boxes, or enclosures connected to a conduit linking the 
parking spaces with electrical service, e.g., projects requiring fewer than 10 parking 
spaces. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

☐ ☐ ☐ 

Strategy 3:  Bicycling, Walking, Transit & Land Use 
 (Complete this section if project includes non-residential or mixed uses) 

4. Bicycle Parking Spaces  
Would the project provide more short- and long-term bicycle parking spaces than 
required in the City’s Municipal Code (Chapter 14, Article 2, Division 5)?6   
Check “N/A” only if the project is a residential project. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

☐ ☐ ☐ 

																																																								
6 Non-portable bicycle corrals within 600 feet of project frontage can be counted towards the project’s bicycle parking requirements.  

http://docs.sandiego.gov/municode/MuniCodeChapter14/Ch14Art02Division05.pdf


City Council Approved July 12, 2016 
8 Revised June 2017 

5. Shower facilities 
If the project includes nonresidential development that would accommodate over 10 
tenant occupants (employees), would the project include changing/shower facilities in 
accordance with the voluntary measures under the California Green Building Standards 
Code as shown in the table below? 

 
Number of Tenant 

Occupants 
(Employees) 

Shower/Changing 
Facilities Required 

Two-Tier (12” X 15” X 
72”) Personal Effects 

Lockers Required 

0-10 0 0 

11-50 1 shower stall  2 

51-100 1 shower stall  3 

101-200 1 shower stall   4 

Over 200 

1 shower stall plus 1 
additional shower stall 
for each 200 additional 

tenant-occupants 

1 two-tier locker plus 1 
two-tier locker for each 
50 additional tenant-

occupants 
 

Check “N/A” only if the project is a residential project, or if it does not include 
nonresidential development that would accommodate over 10 tenant occupants 
(employees).  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

☐ ☐ ☐ 

http://www.documents.dgs.ca.gov/bsc/CALGreen/2013-California-Green-Building-Standards-Code.PDF
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6. Designated Parking Spaces 
If the project includes a nonresidential use in a TPA, would the project provide 
designated parking for a combination of low-emitting, fuel-efficient, and 
carpool/vanpool vehicles in accordance with the following table?  

 
Number of Required Parking 

Spaces 
Number of Designated Parking 

Spaces 

0-9 0 

10-25 2 

26-50 4 

51-75 6 

76-100 9 

101-150 11 

151-200 18 

201 and over At least 10% of total 

This measure does not cover electric vehicles. See Question 4 for electric vehicle 
parking requirements.  

Note: Vehicles bearing Clean Air Vehicle stickers from expired HOV lane programs may 
be considered eligible for designated parking spaces. The required designated parking 
spaces are to be provided within the overall minimum parking requirement, not in 
addition to it. 

Check “N/A” only if the project is a residential project, or if it does not include 
nonresidential use in a TPA. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

☐ ☐ ☐ 
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7. Transportation Demand Management Program 
If the project would accommodate over 50 tenant-occupants (employees), would it 
include a transportation demand management program that would be applicable to 
existing tenants and future tenants that includes:  
At least one of the following components:  
 Parking cash out program  
 Parking management plan that includes charging employees market-rate for 

single-occupancy vehicle parking and providing reserved, discounted, or free 
spaces for registered carpools or vanpools 

 Unbundled parking whereby parking spaces would be leased or sold separately 
from the rental or purchase fees for the development for the life of the 
development 

And at least three of the following components: 
 Commitment to maintaining an employer network in the SANDAG iCommute 

program and promoting its RideMatcher service to tenants/employees 
 On-site carsharing vehicle(s) or bikesharing 
 Flexible or alternative work hours 
 Telework program 
 Transit, carpool, and vanpool subsidies 
 Pre-tax deduction for transit or vanpool fares and bicycle commute costs 
 Access to services that reduce the need to drive, such as cafes, commercial 

stores, banks, post offices, restaurants, gyms, or childcare, either onsite or within 
1,320 feet (1/4 mile) of the structure/use?  

Check “N/A” only if the project is a residential project or if it would not accommodate 
over 50 tenant-occupants (employees).  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

☐ ☐ ☐ 
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Step 3:  Project CAP Conformance Evaluation (if applicable) 
 
The third step of the CAP consistency review only applies if Step 1 is answered in the affirmative under 
option B. The purpose of this step is to determine whether a project that is located in a TPA but that 
includes a land use plan and/or zoning designation amendment is nevertheless consistent with the 
assumptions in the CAP because it would implement CAP Strategy 3 actions. In general, a project that 
would result in a reduction in density inside a TPA would not be consistent with Strategy 3.The following 
questions must each be answered in the affirmative and fully explained.  
 
1. Would the proposed project implement the General Plan’s City of Villages strategy in an identified Transit Priority Area (TPA) that will 

result in an increase in the capacity for transit-supportive residential and/or employment densities? 
Considerations for this question: 

 Does the proposed land use and zoning designation associated with the project provide capacity for transit-supportive residential densities 
within the TPA? 

 Is the project site suitable to accommodate mixed-use village development, as defined in the General Plan, within the TPA? 
 Does the land use and zoning associated with the project increase the capacity for transit-supportive employment intensities within the TPA? 

 
2. Would the proposed project implement the General Plan’s Mobility Element in Transit Priority Areas to increase the use of transit? 

Considerations for this question: 
 Does the proposed project support/incorporate identified transit routes and stops/stations? 
 Does the project include transit priority measures?  

 
3. Would the proposed project implement pedestrian improvements in Transit Priority Areas to increase walking opportunities? 

Considerations for this question: 
 Does the proposed project circulation system provide multiple and direct pedestrian connections and accessibility to local activity centers 

(such as transit stations, schools, shopping centers, and libraries)? 
 Does the proposed project urban design include features for walkability to promote a transit supportive environment? 

 
4. Would the proposed project implement the City of San Diego’s Bicycle Master Plan to increase bicycling opportunities? 

Considerations for this question: 
 Does the proposed project circulation system include bicycle improvements consistent with the Bicycle Master Plan?  
 Does the overall project circulation system provide a balanced, multimodal, “complete streets” approach to accommodate mobility needs of 

all users? 
 
5. Would the proposed project incorporate implementation mechanisms that support Transit Oriented Development?  

Considerations for this question: 
 Does the proposed project include new or expanded urban public spaces such as plazas, pocket parks, or urban greens in the TPA? 
 Does the land use and zoning associated with the proposed project increase the potential for jobs within the TPA? 
 Do the zoning/implementing regulations associated with the proposed project support the efficient use of parking through mechanisms 

such as: shared parking, parking districts, unbundled parking, reduced parking, paid or time-limited parking, etc.? 
 
6. Would the proposed project implement the Urban Forest Management Plan to increase urban tree canopy coverage? 

Considerations for this question: 
 Does the proposed project provide at least three different species for the primary, secondary and accent trees in order to accommodate 

varying parkway widths? 
 Does the proposed project include policies or strategies for preserving existing trees? 
 Does the proposed project incorporate tree planting that will contribute to the City’s 20% urban canopy tree coverage goal?  

 



CLIMATE ACTION PLAN CONSISTENCY 
CHECKLIST  
ATTACHMENT A 
 

This attachment provides performance standards for applicable Climate Action Pan (CAP) 
Consistency Checklist measures.  
 

Table 1 Roof Design Values for Question 1: Cool/Green Roofs supporting Strategy 1: Energy & Water 
Efficient Buildings of the Climate Action Plan 

Land Use Type Roof Slope Minimum 3-Year Aged 
Solar Reflectance Thermal Emittance Solar Reflective Index 

Low-Rise Residential 
≤ 2:12 0.55 0.75 64 

> 2:12 0.20 0.75 16 

High-Rise Residential Buildings, 
Hotels and Motels 

≤ 2:12 0.55 0.75 64 

> 2:12 0.20 0.75 16 

Non-Residential  
≤ 2:12 0.55 0.75 64 

> 2:12 0.20 0.75 16 
Source: Adapted from the California Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen) Tier 1 residential and non-residential voluntary measures shown in Tables 
A4.106.5.1 and A5.106.11.2.2, respectively. Roof installation and verification shall occur in accordance with the CALGreen Code. 

CALGreen does not include recommended values for low-rise residential buildings with roof slopes of ≤ 2:12 for San Diego’s climate zones (7 and 10). 
Therefore, the values for climate zone 15 that covers Imperial County are adapted here.  

Solar Reflectance Index (SRI) equal to or greater than the values specified in this table may be used as an alternative to compliance with the aged solar 
reflectance values and thermal emittance. 

 
 
  

http://www.documents.dgs.ca.gov/bsc/CALGreen/2013-California-Green-Building-Standards-Code.PDF
Toby
Oval

Toby
Oval

Toby
Oval

Toby
Oval

Toby
Oval



 

Table 2 Fixture Flow Rates for Non-Residential Buildings related to Question 2: Plumbing Fixtures and 
Fittings supporting Strategy 1: Energy & Water Efficient Buildings of the Climate Action Plan 

Fixture Type Maximum Flow Rate 

Showerheads 1.8 gpm @ 80 psi 

Lavatory Faucets 0.35 gpm @60 psi 

Kitchen Faucets 1.6 gpm @ 60 psi 

Wash Fountains 1.6 [rim space(in.)/20 gpm @ 60 psi] 

Metering Faucets 0.18 gallons/cycle 

Metering Faucets for Wash Fountains 0.18 [rim space(in.)/20 gpm @ 60 psi] 

Gravity Tank-type Water Closets 1.12 gallons/flush 

Flushometer Tank Water Closets 1.12 gallons/flush 

Flushometer Valve Water Closets 1.12 gallons/flush 

Electromechanical Hydraulic Water Closets 1.12 gallons/flush 

Urinals 0.5 gallons/flush 
Source: Adapted from the California Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen) Tier 1 non-residential voluntary measures shown in Tables A5.303.2.3.1 and 
A5.106.11.2.2, respectively. See the California Plumbing Code for definitions of each fixture type.  

Where complying faucets are unavailable, aerators rated at 0.35 gpm or other means may be used to achieve reduction. 

Acronyms: 
gpm = gallons per minute 
psi = pounds per square inch (unit of pressure)  
in. = inch 

 
  

http://www.documents.dgs.ca.gov/bsc/CALGreen/2013-California-Green-Building-Standards-Code.PDF
http://epubs.iapmo.org/CPC/


Table 3 Standards for Appliances and Fixtures for Commercial Application related to Question 2: 
Plumbing Fixtures and Fittings supporting Strategy 1: Energy & Water Efficient Buildings of 
the Climate Action Plan 

Appliance/Fixture Type Standard 

Clothes Washers 

Maximum Water Factor 
(WF) that will reduce the use of water by 10 percent 

below the California Energy Commissions’ WF standards 
for commercial clothes washers located in Title 20 

of the California Code of Regulations. 

Conveyor-type Dishwashers 0.70 maximum gallons per rack (2.6 L)  
(High-Temperature) 

0.62 maximum gallons per rack (4.4 
L) (Chemical) 

Door-type Dishwashers 0.95 maximum gallons per rack (3.6 L) 
 (High-Temperature) 

1.16 maximum gallons per rack (2.6 
L) (Chemical) 

Undercounter-type Dishwashers 0.90 maximum gallons per rack (3.4 L)  
(High-Temperature) 

0.98 maximum gallons per rack (3.7 
L) (Chemical) 

Combination Ovens Consume no more than 10 gallons per hour (38 L/h) in the full operational mode. 

Commercial Pre-rinse Spray Valves (manufactured on 
or 

after January 1, 2006) 

Function at equal to or less than 1.6 gallons per minute (0.10 L/s) at 60 psi (414 kPa) and 
• Be capable of cleaning 60 plates in an average time of not more than 30 

seconds per plate. 
• Be equipped with an integral automatic shutoff. 
• Operate at static pressure of at least 30 psi (207 kPa) when designed for a flow 

rate of 1.3 gallons per minute (0.08 L/s) or less. 
Source: Adapted from the California Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen) Tier 1 non-residential voluntary measures shown in Section A5.303.3. See 
the California Plumbing Code for definitions of each appliance/fixture type.  

Acronyms: 
L = liter 
L/h = liters per hour 
L/s = liters per second 
psi = pounds per square inch (unit of pressure)  
kPa = kilopascal (unit of pressure) 

 
 

http://www.documents.dgs.ca.gov/bsc/CALGreen/2013-California-Green-Building-Standards-Code.PDF
http://epubs.iapmo.org/CPC/


October 15, 2018 SCST No. 170385N 
Report No. 6 

Mr. Miguel O. Perez 
Noble House Real Estate, LLC 
8662 A Siempre Viva Road 
San Diego, California 92154 

Subject: SITE SUITABILITY 
BAJA FREIGHT  
6852 CALLE DE LINEA 
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 

References: 1. TRH, Inc., (2018), Baja Freight SDP, APN: 667-050-68, 6852 Calle De Linea, San 
Diego, CA 92154, Site Plan, Keynotes & Legends, dated July 30, Plan Check 3, 
dated August 11. 

2. K & S Engineering, (undated), Conceptual Grading Plan for Baja Freight SDP,
signed by Kamal S. Sweis, P.E. 48592

3. SCST, Inc. (2018), Supplemental Geotechnical Investigation, Baja Freight, 6852
Calle De Linea, San Diego, California, SCST No. 170385N-03, March 19

4. SCST, Inc. (2017), Infiltration Feasibility Study, Baja Freight, 6852 Calle De
Linea, San Diego, California, SCST No. 170385N-01, October 12

5. SCST, Inc. (2016), Update Geotechnical Report, Proposed Loading Dock, 6852
Calle de Linea, San Diego, CA, SCST No. 160101N-1, January 15

Dear Mr. Perez: 

At your request, SCST, Inc. (SCST) is pleased to present this letter addressing the subject project.  

In our opinion, the site is suitable for the intended use.  

If you have questions, please call us at (619) 280-4321. 

Respectfully submitted, 
SCST, INC. 

Issac Chun, GE 2649 
Principal Engineer 

Douglas A. Skinner, CEG 2472 
Project Geologist 

DAS:IC:hu 

(1) Addressee via e-mail: gusm@ks-engr.com
(1) Mr. Toby Hallal via e-mail: toby@trhinc.com











































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































 

 

 
 
 
 
 

SUPPLEMENTAL GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION 
BAJA FREIGHT 

6852 CALLE DE LINEA 
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PREPARED FOR: 
 

MR. MIGUEL O. PEREZ 
NOBEL HOUSE REAL ESTATE, LLC 

8662-A SIEMPRE VIVA ROAD 
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 921548 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PREPARED BY: 
 

SCST, INC. 
6280 RIVERDALE STREET 

SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92120 
 
 
 
 
 

Providing Professional Engineering Services Since 1959 



March 19, 2018 SCST No. 170385N 
Report No. 3 

Mr. Miguel O. Perez 
Noble House Real Estate, LLC 
8662-A Siempre Viva Road 
San Diego, California 92154 

Subject: SUPPLEMENTAL GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION 
BAJA FREIGHT  
6852 CALLE DE LINEA 
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 

Dear Mr. Perez: 

SCST, Inc. (SCST) is pleased to present our report describing the supplemental geotechnical 

investigation performed for the subject project. SCST conducted the investigation in general 

conformance with the scope of work presented in our proposal dated August 31, 2017. If you 

have any questions, please call us at (619) 280-4321. 

Respectfully Submitted,  
SCST, INC. 

Douglas A. Skinner, CEG 2472 
Senior Geologist 

Isaac Chun, GE 2649 
Principal Geotechnical Engineer 

DAS:IC:hu 

(1) Addressee via e-mail: gusm@ks-engr.com
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1 INTRODUCTION 

This report presents the results of the supplemental geotechnical investigation SCST, Inc. 

(SCST) performed for the subject project. We understand the project will include the design and 

construction of two warehouse/loading dock buildings, on-site stormwater management devices, 

and associated hardscape areas. One of the buildings will be located near the top of an existing 

slope.  

The project is located at 6852 Calle de Linea in the city of San Diego, California. SCST has 

provided geotechnical services for the project since 1987. These services have included 

conducting a predevelopment geotechnical investigation, providing field observations and 

relative compaction testing during mass grading at the site, and performing supplemental 

geotechnical and infiltration feasibility investigations at the site, post grading. Reports 

summarizing these geotechnical services are referenced in Section 8 of this report. 

The purpose of this supplemental geotechnical investigation is to address comments regarding 

the geotechnical aspects of the project generated by the City of San Diego Development 

Services Department (Reference 1) and the updated project development plans (Reference 11). 

Figure 1 presents a site vicinity map.  

2 SCOPE OF WORK 

2.1 FIELD INVESTIGATION 

We recently explored the subsurface conditions by drilling nine borings between September 

17 and 26, 2017 to depths ranging from about 5 to 23 feet below the existing ground surface 

using a truck-mounted drill rig equipped with a hollow stem auger. An SCST geologist 

logged the borings and collected samples of the materials encountered for laboratory 

testing. Figure 2 shows the approximate locations of the borings, distribution of fill and 

geologic units, proposed construction, and limits of anticipated remedial grading. The logs of 

the borings are presented in Appendix I. Soils are classified according to the Unified Soil 

Classification System illustrated on Figure I-1. 

2.2 LABORATORY TESTING 

Selected samples obtained from the borings were tested to evaluate pertinent soil 

classification and engineering properties and enable development of geotechnical 

conclusions and recommendations. The laboratory tests consisted of: 

 Grain-Size Distribution 

The results of the laboratory tests and brief explanations of test procedures are presented in 

Appendix II. 



Noble House Real Estate, LLC  March 19, 2018 
Baja Freight – Supplemental Geotechnical Investigation SCST No. 170385N-03 
San Diego, California  Page 2 
 

 

2.3 ANALYSIS AND REPORT 

The results of the field and laboratory tests were evaluated to develop conclusions and 

recommendations regarding: 

 Subsurface conditions beneath the site 

 Stability of the on-site and adjacent slope 

3 SITE AND SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS 

3.1 SITE DESCRIPTION 

The site is located at 6852 Calle de Linea, in the community Otay Mesa of the city of San 

Diego, California (Figure 1). The site is bounded by commercial development to the south, 

east, and west, and by undeveloped land to the north. Existing improvements at the site 

consist of a graded pad used for equipment and tractor-trailer storage and associated 

temporary buildings.  

The site was graded as a cut/fill transition lot in approximately 1988. Earthwork observation 

and testing services were provided by SCST personnel during mass grading. The graded 

pad is relatively flat with an elevation of about 470 feet above mean sea level (MSL). A 

slope descends north from the northern edge of the graded pad at an inclination ranging 

from 2:1 (Horizontal:Vertical) to 3:1 (Horizontal:Vertical). The slope consists of both fill and 

native materials. Fill material was placed near the top of the slope on the northern edge of 

the pad during mass grading to create a level building surface. The maximum fill thickness is 

located along the northern edge of the pad. In general, the fill at this location ranges up to 

approximately 15 feet in thickness. However, up to about 60 feet of fill exists at the 

northeastern portion of the pad. A cross section is presented as Figure 3.  

3.2 SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS 

The materials encountered in our borings consist of fill and the Quaternary-age Linda Vista 

Formation. Descriptions of the materials are presented below.  

Fill - The fill is comprised of brown to reddish-brown, moist, loose to dense, mixtures of silty 

sand and clayey sand with gravel and cobble, and sandy clay. The fill ranges in thickness 

from less than 1 foot to 15 feet in depth. 

Lindavista Formation – The Linda Vista Formation underlies the fill and is exposed at the 

ground surface in some area of the cut portion of the pad. These deposits are comprised of 

light brown to reddish brown, moist, dense to very dense, sandy silt to silty sand and sandy 
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cobble conglomerate. Previous explorations at the site indicate the conglomerate contains 

cobbles and boulders of up to 24 inches in maximum dimension.  

Groundwater - Groundwater was not encountered in the borings to a depth of 23 feet. 

However, groundwater levels may fluctuate in the future due to rainfall, irrigation, broken 

pipes, or changes in site drainage. Because groundwater rise or seepage is difficult to 

predict, such conditions are typically mitigated if and when they occur. 

4 GEOLOGIC HAZARDS 

4.1 CITY OF SAN DIEGO SEISMIC SAFETY STUDY 

A review of the City of San Diego Seismic Safety Study Geologic Hazards and Fault 

Maps (Grid Tile 21) indicates the site is a Geologic Hazards Category 53. Geologic 

Hazard Category 53 designates sites that are characterized by sloping terrain, 

unfavorable geologic structure, and variable slope stability. There are no mapped 

landslides or slopes on or adjacent to the site, and we did not observe any evidence of 

deep-seated slope instability. In our opinion, the geologic structure at the site is 

favorable with respect to slope stability 

4.2 SLOPE STABILITY 

SCST provided earthwork observation and testing services during mass grading 

activities at the site. The upper portion of the existing slope consists of fill materials 

placed at an inclination of 2:1 (Horizontal:Vertical) in accordance with applicable 

guidelines and standards. These fill materials consist of dense, granular material. The 

underlying native slope is also comprised of dense, granular material and has an 

inclination no greater than 2:1. In our opinion, the site will have a factor-of-safety of 1.5 

or greater for both gross and surficial stability following project completion.  

5 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

In general, no geotechnical conditions exist that would prevent the development of the site as 

presently proposed. The geotechnical recommendations presented in the previous geotechnical 

reports remain the same. 

6 GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING DURING CONSTRUCTION 

The geotechnical engineer should review project plans and specifications prior to bidding and 

construction to check that the intent of the recommendations in this and previously prepared 

reports have been incorporated. Observations and tests should be performed during 

construction. If the conditions encountered during construction differ from those anticipated 
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based on the subsurface exploration program, the presence of the geotechnical engineer during 

construction will enable an evaluation of the exposed conditions and modifications of the 

recommendations in this report or development of additional recommendations in a timely 

manner. 

7 CLOSURE 

SCST should be advised of any changes in the project scope so that the recommendations 

contained in this report can be evaluated with respect to the revised plans. Changes in 

recommendations will be verified in writing. The findings in this report are valid as of the date of 

this report. Changes in the condition of the site can, however, occur with the passage of time, 

whether they are due to natural processes or work on this or adjacent areas. In addition, 

changes in the standards of practice and government regulations can occur. Thus, the findings 

in this report may be invalidated wholly or in part by changes beyond our control. This report 

should not be relied upon after a period of two years without a review by us verifying the 

suitability of the conclusions and recommendations to site conditions at that time. 

In the performance of our professional services, we comply with that level of care and skill 

ordinarily exercised by members of our profession currently practicing under similar conditions 

and in the same locality. The client recognizes that subsurface conditions may vary from those 

encountered at the boring locations and that our data, interpretations, and recommendations are 

based solely on the information obtained by us. We will be responsible for those data, 

interpretations, and recommendations, but shall not be responsible for interpretations by others 

of the information developed. Our services consist of professional consultation and observation 

only, and no warranty of any kind whatsoever, express or implied, is made or intended in 

connection with the work performed or to be performed by us, or by our proposal for consulting 

or other services, or by our furnishing of oral or written reports or findings. 
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APPENDIX I 
 

 

APPENDIX I 
FIELD INVESTIGATION 

 
Our field investigation consisted of drilling nine borings between September 17 and 26, 2017 to 

depths ranging from about 5 and 23 feet below the existing ground surface using a truck-

mounted drill rig equipped with a hollow stem auger. Figure 2 shows the approximate locations 

of the borings. The field investigation was performed under the observation of an SCST 

geologist who also logged the borings and obtained samples of the materials encountered. 

Relatively undisturbed samples were obtained using a modified California (CAL) sampler, which 

is ring-lined split tube sampler with a 3-inch outer diameter and 2½-inch inner diameter. 

Standard Penetration Tests (SPT) were performed using a 2-inch outer diameter and 1⅜-inch 

inner diameter split tube sampler. The CAL and SPT samplers were driven with a 140-pound 

weight dropping 30 inches. The number of blows needed to drive the samplers the final 12 

inches of an 18-inch drive is noted on the borings logs as “Driving Resistance (blows/ft of 

drive).” SPT and CAL sampler refusal was encountered when 50 blows were applied during any 

one of the three 6-inch intervals, a total of 100 blows was applied, or there was no discernible 

sampler advancement during the application of 10 successive blows. Because the SPT sampler 

was driven with a cathead and rope, the driving resistance is representative of a 60% energy 

transfer ratio (N60). Disturbed bulk samples were obtained from the SPT sampler and the drill 

cuttings. 

The soils are classified in accordance with the Unified Soil Classification System as illustrated 

on Figure I-1. Logs of the borings are presented on Figures I-2 through I-11. 
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OH Organic clays of medium to high plasticity.
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CLEAN SANDS
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Poorly graded sands, gravelly sands, little or no fines.SP

 - Modified California sampler

 - Bulk Sample

 - Shelby Tube

 - Standard Penetration Test sampler

 - Undisturbed Chunk sample

 - Maximum Size of Particle

 - Water level at time of excavation or as indicated

 - Water seepage at time of excavation or as indicated



Date Drilled: Logged by: JRD
Equipment: CME-75 with 6-inch Diameter Hollow-Stem Auger Project Manager: DS

Elevation (ft): Depth to Groundwater (ft): Not Encountered

D
R

IV
E

N

B
U

L
K

SM

ML

Increase in sand content

Cobbles and boulders encountered.

31 42 SA

By: Date:

Job Number: Figure: 

9/17/2017

460 MSL

FILL (Qf): SILTY SAND, light yellowish-brown, fine to coarse grained, dry, 
dense.

SPT

BORING TERMINATED AT 10 FEET

170385N-1 I-2 

D
R

Y
 U

N
IT

 W
E

IG
H

T
 (

pc
f)

LA
B

O
R

A
T

O
R

Y
 T

E
S

T
S

SUMMARY OF SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS

20

Baja Freight Calle de Linea

SCST, Inc.
San Ysidro, California

JRD March, 2018

16

17

18

19

11

12

13

14

15

9

10

4

5

6

7

8

1

2

   LOG OF BORING B-1
D

E
P

T
H

 (
ft

)

U
S

C
S

SAMPLES

D
R

IV
IN

G
 R

E
S

IS
T

A
N

C
E

 
(b

lo
w

s/
ft

 o
f 

d
ri

ve
)

N
60

M
O

IS
T

U
R

E
 C

O
N

T
E

N
T

 (
%

)

LINDA VISTA FORMATION (Ql): SANDY SILT, fine grained, moist, dense.

3



Date Drilled: Logged by: JRD
Equipment: CME-75 with 6-inch Diameter Hollow-Stem Auger Project Manager: DS

Elevation (ft): Depth to Groundwater (ft): Not Encountered

D
R

IV
E

N

B
U

L
K

SC

SM

By: Date:

Job Number: Figure: 

FILL (Qf): CLAYEY SAND, light yellowish-brown, fine to coarse grained, 
dry, dense.
Becomes moist.

Gravel and cobble encountered.

170385N-1 I-3

20

SCST, Inc.
San Ysidro, California

JRD March, 2018

18

19

Baja Freight Calle de Linea

13

14

15

16

17

10

8

11

12

7

9

BORING TERMINATED AT 7 FEET

SPT 52/9" 71/9"

2

3

4

5

6

   LOG OF BORING B-2
9/17/2017

460 MSL

D
E

P
T

H
 (

ft
)

U
S

C
S

SAMPLES

D
R

IV
IN

G
 R

E
S

IS
T

A
N

C
E

 
(b

lo
w

s/
ft

 o
f 

d
ri

ve
)

N
60

M
O

IS
T

U
R

E
 C

O
N

T
E

N
T

 (
%

)

LINDA VISTA FORMATION (Ql): SILTY SAND with GRAVEL, fine to 
coarse grained, moist, dense.

D
R

Y
 U

N
IT

 W
E

IG
H

T
 (

pc
f)

LA
B

O
R

A
T

O
R

Y
 T

E
S

T
S

SUMMARY OF SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS

1



Date Drilled: Logged by: JRD
Equipment: CME-95 with 6-inch Diameter Hollow-Stem Auger Project Manager: DS

Elevation (ft): Depth to Groundwater (ft): Not Encountered

D
R

IV
E

N

B
U

L
K

SC

SC

36 49

By: Date:

Job Number: Figure: 

JRD

San Ysidro, California

20

Baja Freight Calle de Linea

9/26/2017

460 MSL

N
60

M
O

IS
T

U
R

E
 C

O
N

T
E

N
T

 (
%

)

FILL (Qf): CLAYEY SAND, light yellowish-brown, fine to coarse grained, 
dry, dense.
Becomes moist.

I-4

14

19

170385N-1

11

15

12

9

SPT

BORING TERMINATED AT 11½

13

   LOG OF BORING B-3
U

S
C

S

SUMMARY OF SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS

SAMPLES

LA
B

O
R

A
T

O
R

Y
 T

E
S

T
S

D
R

IV
IN

G
 R

E
S

IS
T

A
N

C
E

 
(b

lo
w

s/
ft

 o
f 

d
ri

ve
)

D
E

P
T

H
 (

ft
)

1

2

3

D
R

Y
 U

N
IT

 W
E

IG
H

T
 (

pc
f)

8

18

17

SCST, Inc.

10

16

March, 2018

LINDA VISTA FORMATION (Ql): SILTY SAND with GRAVEL, fine to 
coarse grained, moist, dense.

CLAYEY SAND, light brown with orange and white, fine to coarse grained, 
moist, dense.

4

5

6

7



Date Drilled: Logged by: JRD
Equipment: CME-75 with 6-inch Diameter Hollow-Stem Auger Project Manager: DS

Elevation (ft): Depth to Groundwater (ft): Not Encountered

D
R

IV
E

N

B
U

L
K

SC

Becomes very dense.

By: Date:

Job Number: Figure: 

FILL (Qf): CLAYEY SAND, light yellowish-brown, fine to coarse grained, 
dry, dense.
Becomes moist.

170385N-1 I-5

LINDA VISTA FORMATION (Ql): SILTY SAND with GRAVEL, fine to 
coarse grained, moist, dense.

20

Baja Freight Calle de Linea

SCST, Inc.
San Ysidro, California

JRD March, 2018

16

17

18

19

11

12

13

14

15

9

10
SPT 97/8" 133/8"

8

BORING TERMINATED AT 10 FEET

3

4

5

6

7

   LOG OF BORING B-4
9/17/2017

460 MSL

D
E

P
T

H
 (

ft
)

U
S

C
S

SAMPLES

D
R

IV
IN

G
 R

E
S

IS
T

A
N

C
E

 
(b

lo
w

s/
ft

 o
f 

d
ri

ve
)

N
60

M
O

IS
T

U
R

E
 C

O
N

T
E

N
T

 (
%

)

D
R

Y
 U

N
IT

 W
E

IG
H

T
 (

pc
f)

LA
B

O
R

A
T

O
R

Y
 T

E
S

T
S

SUMMARY OF SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS

1

2



Date Drilled: Logged by: JRD
Equipment: CME-95 with 6-inch Diameter Hollow-Stem Auger Project Manager: DS

Elevation (ft): Depth to Groundwater (ft): Not Encountered

D
R

IV
E

N

B
U

L
K

SC

By: Date:

Job Number: Figure: 

FILL (Qf): CLAYEY SAND, light yellowish-brown, fine to coarse grained, 
dry, dense.
Becomes moist.

REFUSAL AT 5 FEET ON COBBLE

170385N-1 I-6

20

SCST, Inc.
San Ysidro, California

JRD March, 2018

18

19

Baja Freight Calle de Linea

13

14

15

16

17

10

8

11

12

7

9

2

3

4

5

6

   LOG OF BORING B-5
9/26/2017

460 MSL

D
E

P
T

H
 (

ft
)

U
S

C
S

SAMPLES

D
R

IV
IN

G
 R

E
S

IS
T

A
N

C
E

 
(b

lo
w

s/
ft

 o
f 

d
ri

ve
)

N
60

M
O

IS
T

U
R

E
 C

O
N

T
E

N
T

 (
%

)

LINDA VISTA FORMATION (Ql): SILTY SAND with GRAVEL, fine to 
coarse grained, moist, dense.

D
R

Y
 U

N
IT

 W
E

IG
H

T
 (

pc
f)

LA
B

O
R

A
T

O
R

Y
 T

E
S

T
S

SUMMARY OF SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS

1



Date Drilled: Logged by: JRD
Equipment: CME-95 with 6-inch Diameter Hollow-Stem Auger Project Manager: DS

Elevation (ft): Depth to Groundwater (ft): Not Encountered

D
R

IV
E

N

B
U

L
K

SC

By: Date:

Job Number: Figure: 

FILL (Qf): CLAYEY SAND, light brown, fine to coarse grained, dry, medium 
dense.

Becomes more fine.

170385N-1 I-7

SA

20

SCST, Inc.
San Ysidro, California

JRD March, 2018

18

19

Baja Freight Calle de Linea

13

14

15

16

17

10

8

11

12

7

9

REFUSAL AT 7 FEET ON COBBLE

2

3

4

5

6

   LOG OF BORING B-6
9/26/2017

460 MSL

D
E

P
T

H
 (

ft
)

U
S

C
S

SAMPLES

D
R

IV
IN

G
 R

E
S

IS
T

A
N

C
E

 
(b

lo
w

s/
ft

 o
f 

d
ri

ve
)

N
60

M
O

IS
T

U
R

E
 C

O
N

T
E

N
T

 (
%

)

LINDA VISTA FORMATION (Ql): SILTY SAND with GRAVEL, fine to 
coarse grained, moist, very dense.

D
R

Y
 U

N
IT

 W
E

IG
H

T
 (

pc
f)

LA
B

O
R

A
T

O
R

Y
 T

E
S

T
S

SUMMARY OF SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS

1



Date Drilled: Logged by: JRD
Equipment: CME-95 with 6-inch Diameter Hollow-Stem Auger Project Manager: DS

Elevation (ft): Depth to Groundwater (ft): Not Encountered

D
R

IV
E

N

B
U

L
K

SC

By: Date:

Job Number: Figure: 170385N-1 I-8

Baja Freight Calle de Linea

SCST, Inc.
San Ysidro, California

JRD March, 2018

18

19

20

14

15

16

17

10

11

12

13

6

7

8

9

FILL (Qf): CLAYEY SAND, light yellowish-brown, fine to coarse grained, 
dry, dense.

3

4

5 BORING TERMINATED AT 5 FEET

LINDA VISTA FORMATION (Ql): SILTY SAND with GRAVEL, fine to 
coarse grained, moist, dense.

65/11" 89/11SPT

1

2

   LOG OF BORING B-7
9/26/2017

460 MSL

D
E

P
T

H
 (

ft
)

U
S

C
S

SAMPLES

D
R

IV
IN

G
 R

E
S

IS
T

A
N

C
E

 
(b

lo
w

s/
ft

 o
f 

d
ri

ve
)

N
60

M
O

IS
T

U
R

E
 C

O
N

T
E

N
T

 (
%

)

D
R

Y
 U

N
IT

 W
E

IG
H

T
 (

pc
f)

LA
B

O
R

A
T

O
R

Y
 T

E
S

T
S

SUMMARY OF SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS



Date Drilled: Logged by: JRD
Equipment: CME-95 with 6-inch Diameter Hollow-Stem Auger Project Manager: DS

Elevation (ft): Depth to Groundwater (ft): Not Encountered

D
R

IV
E

N

B
U

L
K

SC

44 60

By: Date:

Job Number: Figure: 

SPT

BORING TERMINATED AT 6½ FEET

170385N-1 I-9

Baja Freight Calle de Linea

SCST, Inc.
San Ysidro, California

JRD March, 2018

18

19

20

14

15

16

17

10

11

12

13

6

7

8

9

FILL (Qf): CLAYEY SAND, light yellowish-brown, fine to coarse grained, 
dry, dense.

3

4

5

LINDA VISTA FORMATION (Ql): SILTY SAND with GRAVEL, fine to 
coarse grained, moist, dense.

1
Becomes moist.

2

   LOG OF BORING B-8
9/26/2017

460 MSL

D
E

P
T

H
 (

ft
)

U
S

C
S

SAMPLES

D
R

IV
IN

G
 R

E
S

IS
T

A
N

C
E

 
(b

lo
w

s/
ft

 o
f 

d
ri

ve
)

N
60

M
O

IS
T

U
R

E
 C

O
N

T
E

N
T

 (
%

)

D
R

Y
 U

N
IT

 W
E

IG
H

T
 (

pc
f)

LA
B

O
R

A
T

O
R

Y
 T

E
S

T
S

SUMMARY OF SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS



Date Drilled: Logged by: JRD
Equipment: CME-95 with 6-inch Diameter Hollow-Stem Auger Project Manager: DS

Elevation (ft): Depth to Groundwater (ft): Not Encountered

D
R

IV
E

N

B
U

L
K

SC

40 55

SPT 50/4" 68/4"

Boring hit refusal at18 feet on cobble; move 5 feet south and continue.

By: Date:

Job Number: Figure: 

FILL (Qf): CLAYEY SAND, light yellowish-brown, fine to coarse grained, 
dry, dense.
Becomes moist.

Becomes yellowish-brown and white, and very dense. SPT 65/9" 89/9"

170385N-1 I-10

20

BORING CONTINUED ON I-11.

SCST, Inc.
San Ysidro, California

JRD March, 2018

18

19

Baja Freight Calle de Linea

11

12

13

14

15

SPT

LINDA VISTA FORMATION (Ql): SILTY SAND with GRAVEL, fine to 
coarse grained, moist, dense.16

17

9

10

8

3

4

5

6

7

   LOG OF BORING B-9
9/26/2017

460 MSL

D
E

P
T

H
 (

ft
)

U
S

C
S

SAMPLES

D
R

IV
IN

G
 R

E
S

IS
T

A
N

C
E

 
(b

lo
w

s/
ft

 o
f 

d
ri

ve
)

N
60

M
O

IS
T

U
R

E
 C

O
N

T
E

N
T

 (
%

)

D
R

Y
 U

N
IT

 W
E

IG
H

T
 (

pc
f)

LA
B

O
R

A
T

O
R

Y
 T

E
S

T
S

SUMMARY OF SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS

1

2



Date Drilled: Logged by: JRD
Equipment: CME-95 with 6-inch Diameter Hollow-Stem Auger Project Manager: DS
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APPENDIX II 
 

 

APPENDIX II 
LABORATORY TESTING 

 
Laboratory tests were performed to provide geotechnical parameters for engineering analyses. 

The following tests were performed: 

CLASSIFICATION: Field classifications were verified in the laboratory by visual examination. 

The final soil classifications are in accordance with the Unified Soil Classification System 

GRAIN-SIZE DISTRIBUTION: The grain-size distribution was determined on two soil samples 

in accordance with ASTM D422. Figures II-5 and II-6 present the test results. 

Soil samples not tested are now stored in our laboratory for future reference and analysis, if 

needed. Unless notified to the contrary, all samples will be disposed of 30 days from the date of 

this report. 
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	Project NoName: 521798 / Baja Freight SDP
	Property Address: 6852 Calle De Linea, San Diego, CA 92154
	Applicant NameCo: Miguel Perez/Noble House Real Estate, LLC
	Contact Phone: (619) 671-3100
	Contact Email: miguelo@bajafreight.com
	Was a consultant retained to complete this checklist: Yes
	Consultant Name: Toby Hallal
	Contact Phone_2: (619) 230-1088 x:1#
	Company Name: TRH, Inc.
	Contact Email_2: toby@trhinc.com
	Acres: 4.09 acres
	Residential indicate  of singlefamily units: Off
	Residential indicate  of multifamily units: Off
	Commercial total square footage: Off
	Industrial total square footage: On
	Other describe: Off
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 37,330 square feet total building area
	5: 
	TPA: No
	4  Provide a brief description of the project proposed: PROPOSED 36,610 S.F. CONCRETE TILT-UP BUILDING FOR WAREHOUSE AND OFFICES. EXISTING 720 S.F. STATE APPROVED OFFICE TRAILER TO REMAIN. EXISTING TRUCK PARK AND STORAGE FACILITY TO REMAIN PERMANENT AND COMPLY WITH THE CURRENT DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS.
	Zoning: Yes
	Land Use Consistency: Existing land use designation per the General Plan is Heavy Industrial.Existing zone designation is IH-1-1 and OC-1-1.This project is consistent with the existing General Plan land use, the Otay Mesa Community Plan and zoning designation.The proposed use for truck/trailer storage and distribution storage is consistent with the permitted uses under the current zoning.
	Roofs: Yes
	Strategy 1: This project proposes to comply with the first Bullet - This project will include new roofing materials with a minimum 3-aged solar reflection and thermal emittance or solar reflection index equal to or greater than the values specified in the voluntary measures under California Green Building Standards Code (Attachment A).
	Plumbing: Yes
	Plumbing fixtures and fittings: This project proposes to comply with the first bullet under Nonresidential buildings. The proposed low-flow fixtures/appliances be consistent with plumbing fixtures and fittings that do not exceed the maximum flow rate specified in Table A5.303.2.3.1 (voluntary measures) of the California Green Building Standards Code (Attachment A); and appliances and fixtures for commercial applications that meet the provisions of Section A5.303.3 (voluntary measures) of the California Green Building Standards Code (Attachment A).
	EV: Yes
	EV Charging: Proposed Non-residential project:This project is required to have (2) two Electric Vehicle Charging stations. This project is proposing to provide (2) two required cabinets, boxes or enclosures (more than 50%) with the necessary vehicle supply equipment installed to provide active Electric Vehicle Charging stations ready for use as required to be located within the on-site parking area as shown on the proposed site plan.
	Bicycle Parking: Per SDMC Section 142.0530, Table 142-05G, this project is required to have (4) four short-term bicycle parking spaces and (4) four long-term bicycle parking spaces. This project is proposed to provide (4) four short-term bicycle parking spaces, and (4) four long-term bicycle parking spaces as required.
	Bike: Yes
	Shower: Yes
	Shower Facilities: This project will accommodate 48 tenants occupants(employees). The project is required to have (1) one changing/shower facility. This project is proposing (1) one changing/shower facility in accordance with the voluntary measures under the CGBSC as shown in table above. This project will also provide two personal effects lockers as noted in the table.
	Parking: NA
	Designated Parking: N/A. This project is not in a TPA
	TDM: NA
	Transportation Demand Management: N/A. This project does not include over 50 tenants/occupants.


