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Errata to the December 12, 2014 Planning Commission Hearing Report for Agenda Item 2 
is included herein:  
 
ERRATA:  
 
This Errata is needed to the Hearing Report Attachment E – Public Documentation.  The 
attached comment letter from the City of San Marcos dated August 11, 2014 was omitted 
from the staff report.  
 
Attachment: City of San Marcos comment letter dated August 11, 2014 
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August 11, 2014 

 

Mark Slovak 

County of San Diego 

Department of Planning & Land Use 

5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B 

San Diego, California 92123 

 

Re: PDS2012-3100-5570, LOG NO. PDS2012-3910-12-08-001 

Proposed Tentative Subdivision Map to allow 20 residential lots on 12.54 acres  

Richland Road; APNs:  218-220-10, 218-220-17 

 

Dear Mr. Slovak:  

 

Thank you for giving the City of San Marcos (the “City”) an opportunity to comment on the Statement of 

Reasons for Exemption from Additional Environmental Review and Checklist (“Checklist”) Pursuant to 

CEQA Guideline Section 15183.  The City Development Services Department has the following 

comments on the project:  

 

Hazards & Hazardous Materials: 

The fuel modification zone of 150 feet from each structure required by San Marcos Municipal Code 

and San Marcos Fire Protection District is not properly defined or provided for on the current project site 

map included in the Fire Protection Plan dated March 2013 for proposed lots 4, 5 and 6 located on 

southeast side of project.  Also lots 14, 16 and 17 located on north end of project encroach into 

the required fuel modification zone. Further analysis should be conducted once a site map is provided in 

color that clearly depicts the required 150 foot fuel modification zone for all lots. The site map shall 

specifically detail distance in feet, from exterior wall of all proposed structures to nearest edge of required 

150 foot fuel modification zone for all areas.  

 

The Fire Protection Plan for Orchard Hills shall include a copy of the site map defining the fuel 

modification zone mentioned above. If the required distance of 150 feet between each and every structure 

and the fuel modification zone cannot be met, the proposed project may require redesign or additional fire 

protection measures to mitigate for required separation distances for specific lots mentioned above. All 

proposed fire mitigation shall be approved by the San Marcos Fire Protection District.    

 

Land Use: 

The Checklist under these sections states that the project is consistent with the North County Metro 

Subregional Plan but does not make any mention of the City of San Marcos General Plan Richland 

Neighborhood land uses to the east, west and south.  The analysis should consider any applicable plan or 

policy, including the project location within the City of San Marcos General Plan (COSM GP), and 

discuss the consistency or impact to the COSM GP. 

 

Public Services: 

The Checklist in this section makes no reference to the project location within the San Marcos Fire 

Protection District (SMFPD) and lacks analysis of impacts to the SMFPD and mitigation to address 

impacts. 
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Recreation: 

The Checklist in this section does not address that the project site is a county island with the closest 

access to neighborhood park amenities, such as Walnut Grove Park, within the City of San Marcos. 

Walnut Grove Park is a mile from the site with a Master Plan that is not yet built out. Residential projects 

constructed in the City of San Marcos pay a park impact fee or contribute land used toward the 

construction of future City park improvements. The City requests that the project pay a public facilities 

fee for project impacts to the City Park system.  Without some type of compensation to the City to 

address park impacts results in an unmitigated project impact to City parks. 

 

Hydrology and Water Quality: 

Projects contributing City of San Marcos storm drain system are subject to City oversight for assurance 

that the project complies with the City’s MS4 as well as mitigation for potential cumulatively 

considerable flows to the system.   Cumulatively considerable impacts are addressed through the payment 

of drainage impact fees.  The collected fees are typically used to fund Capital Improvement Projects when 

storm drain system maintenance and upgrades are needed for areas served by the storm drain system.  The 

drainage impact fees are not based on increase nor decrease in discharge, but rather on gross area only.  

Therefore, the fees still apply to serve as mitigation for impacts to the City storm drain system.   

 

With regards to an increase or decrease in discharge, that will dictate storm drain sizing for proposed 

onsite systems, and possibly immediate downstream systems, if negative impacts are identified per the 

proposed project. 

 
Transportation and Traffic: 

The traffic section states that 32.5% of traffic distribution generated from the project would remain in the 

City of San Marcos while 67.5% would have a destination outside of the city limits. The distribution 

provided for impacts to the City roadway system is significantly low considering that the only access to 

this segment of Richland Road in the County, from either the north or the south, is through the City of 

San Marcos roadway system.  This said, all project trips will be served by the San Marcos roadway 

network.  The City understand that a portion of the project trips will eventually leave the City during the 

morning and evening hours when people commute to work (which still need to use the City street 

network), however the remaining eight trips per unit are likely to remain within the City.  Please 

reconsider the distribution calculation based upon this input. 
 

The City requests consideration of the above comments in your final checklist, review of your written 

response, and project conditions, prior to the County project approval and CEQA determination/filing of 

an Exemption.  Please feel free to contact me at (760) 744-1050 extension 3237 or svandrew@san-

marcos.net to discuss our comments.  

 

Sincerely,  

 
Susan Vandrew Rodriguez 

Associate Planner 

 

cc:      Jerry Backoff, Planning Division Director 

Robert Scott, Division Chief/Fire Marshal 

Omar Dayani, Principal Civil Engineer, Traffic 

Rick Alzaga, Associate Civil Engineer, Land Development  
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