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I.  HABITAT LOSS PERMIT ORDINANCE – Does the proposed project conform to the 
Habitat Loss Permit/Coastal Sage Scrub Ordinance findings? 
 
    YES  NO  NOT APPLICABLE/EXEMPT 
                       
 
While the proposed project and off-site improvements are located outside of the 
boundaries of the Multiple Species Conservation Program, the project site and locations 
of any off-site improvements do not contain habitats subject to the Habitat Loss 
Permit/Coastal Sage Scrub Ordinance.  Therefore, conformance to the Habitat Loss 
Permit/Coastal Sage Scrub Ordinance findings is not required. 
 
II. MSCP/BMO - Does the proposed project conform to the Multiple Species 
Conservation Program and Biological Mitigation Ordinance? 

 
YES  NO  NOT APPLICABLE/EXEMPT 

                          
 
The proposed project and any off-site improvements related to the proposed project are 
located outside of the boundaries of the Multiple Species Conservation Program.  
Therefore, conformance with the Multiple Species Conservation Program and the 
Biological Mitigation Ordinance is not required. 
 
III. GROUNDWATER ORDINANCE - Does the project comply with the requirements of 
the San Diego County Groundwater Ordinance? 

 
    YES  NO  NOT APPLICABLE/EXEMPT 
                       
  
The project is for an unmanned wireless telecommunications facility and will not use any 
groundwater for any purpose, including irrigation. 
 
IV. RESOURCE PROTECTION ORDINANCE - Does the project comply with:  
 

YES NO NOT APPLICABLE/EXEMPTThe wetland and wetland buffer regulations  
(Article IV, Sections 1 & 2)  of the Resource 
Protection Ordinance? 
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YES NO NOT APPLICABLE/EXEMPTThe Floodways and Floodplain Fringe section 
(Article IV, Section 3) of the Resource Protection 
Ordinance? 
 

   
 

YES NO NOT APPLICABLE/EXEMPTThe Steep Slope section (Article IV, Section 5)? 
   

 
YES NO NOT APPLICABLE/EXEMPTThe Sensitive Habitat Lands section (Article IV, 

Section 6) of the Resource Protection Ordinance?    
 

YES NO NOT APPLICABLE/EXEMPTThe Significant Prehistoric and Historic Sites 
section (Article IV, Section 7) of the Resource 
Protection Ordinance? 

   

        
Wetland and Wetland Buffers: The site contains no wetland habitats as defined by the 
San Diego County Resource Protection Ordinance.  The site does not have a 
substratum of predominately undrained hydric soils, the land does not support, even 
periodically, hydric plants, nor does the site have a substratum that is non-soil and is 
saturated with water or covered by water at some time during the growing season of 
each year. 

Floodways and Floodplain:  The project is not located near any floodway or floodplain 
fringe area as defined in the Resource Protection Ordinance, nor is it near a 
watercourse plotted on any official County floodway or floodplain map. 
  
Steep Slopes: The average slope for the project site is less than 10 percent gradient.  
Slopes with a gradient of 25 percent or greater and 50 feet or higher in vertical height 
are required to be placed in open space easements by the San Diego County Resource 
Protection Ordinance (RPO).  There are no steep slopes on the property.  The project is 
in conformance with the RPO. 
 
Sensitive Habitats: Sensitive habitat lands include unique vegetation communities 
and/or habitat that is either necessary to support a viable population of sensitive 
species, is critical to the proper functioning of a balanced natural ecosystem, or which 
serves as a functioning wildlife corridor.  No sensitive habitat lands were identified on 
the site as determined on a site visit conducted by County of San Diego, Department of 
Planning and Land Use biologist on July 10, 2008.  Therefore, it has been found that the 
proposed project complies with Section 86.604(f) of the Resource Protection Ordinance. 
 
Significant Prehistoric and Historic Sites: The property has been surveyed by a 
County of San Diego approved archaeologist,  James Clifford on February 2, 2007, and 
it has been determined that there is one archaeological resource nearby: CA-SDI-570C 
as well as eight resources within ½ mile. CA-SDI-570 known as the Felicita County Park 
Prehistoric Village Site and has been determined by the Office of Historic Preservation 
(OHP) as eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places under Criterion 
D.  A portion of the Village Site, CA-SDI-570C is a bedrock milling feature located near 
the proposed wireless facility. An archaeological technical study titled, “Revised 
Archaeological Survey and Limited Presence/Absence Subsurface Testing of the 
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Proposed Felicita Park Cellular Site, SAN-222-A, 742 Clarence Lane, Escondido, San 
Diego County, California”, dated July 17, 2007, prepared by James Clifford of SWCA 
Environmental Consultants. The report evaluated the significance of the archaeological 
resource CA-SDI-570C based on a surface survey around the site and subsurface 
testing, it has been determined that the archaeological resource is not significant 
pursuant to the State of California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, 
Section 15064.5. No artifacts were found either on the surface or subsurface.  Testing 
and other investigation determined the archaeological/historical site does not meet the 
definition of significant site.  It does not need to be preserved under the Resource 
Protection Ordinance. 
  
V.  STORMWATER ORDINANCE (WPO) - Does the project comply with the County of 
San Diego Watershed Protection, Stormwater Management and Discharge Control 
Ordinance (WPO)? 

 
    YES  NO  NOT APPLICABLE 
                       
 
The Storm Water Management Plan (SWMP Minor Projects form) provided for this 
project is complete and in compliance with the WPO.   
 
VI.  NOISE ORDINANCE – Does the project comply with the County of San Diego 
Noise Element of the General Plan and the County of San Diego Noise Ordinance? 
 
    YES  NO  NOT APPLICABLE 
                       
 
The proposal would not expose people to nor generate potentially significant noise 
levels which exceed the allowable limits of the County of San Diego Noise Element of 
the General Plan, County of San Diego Noise Ordinance, and other applicable local, 
State, and Federal noise control regulations. 
 
The proposed project consists of the installation of one Nortel CMO Cabinet mounted 
on a steel platform and a Cricket Communications PPC Rack within a 11-foot high 
concrete equipment enclosure with a gable roof.  Ambient noise conditions from existing 
onsite (un-identified) cellular equipment will not be considered in the analysis due to its 
proximity to the property lines and measured sounds pressure level. 
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