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NOTICE 8F' E_BQEMPTION

TO: Recorder/County Clerk
Attn: James Scott
1600 Pacific Highway, M.S. A33
San Diego, CA 92101

FROM: County of San Diego
Planning & Development Services, M.S. 0650
Attn: Project Planning Division Section Secretary

SUBJECT: FILING OF NOTICE OF EXEMPTION IN COMPLIANCE WITH PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE SECTION
21108 OR 21152

Project Name:

Project Location:

Project Applicant:

Existing Conditions:

Project Description:

Deer Springs Wireless Site Minor Use Permit Modification; PDS2018-ZAP-99-023W1PDS2018-
ER-99-08-045A

2691 Mesa Rock Road, Twin Oaks Community Plan Area, within unincorporated San Diego
County, CA; APN: 186-611-22

Crown Castle, Nicole Kitzke, P: 480-735-6917, 2055 S. Stearman Drive, Chandler, Arizona,
85286

The site is an approved, operating wireless telecommunication facility as permitted under a Minor
Use Permit (ZAP99-023). On May 23, 2000, the Zoning Administrator approved the Minor Use
Permit, ZAP99-023, for an unmanned telecommunications facility consisting of a 50-foot monopole
with twenty (20) antennae to be used by carriers AT&T and Sprin

The applicant requests a ZAP Modification to bring the existing wireless telecommunication facility
into conformance with the County for San Diego Wireless Ordinance and extend the approval
period of the wireless telecommunication facility of 15 years. The applicant proposes to redesign
the existing 50-foot tall monopole as a 54-foot tall faux mono-eucalyptus tree to blend with other
mature trees on the site. The footprint of the lease area is not expanding, and the existing monopole
will be used for the mono-eucalyptus and painted to match bark colors. The existing foundation will
be used, and no grading, blasting, trenching or removal of trees will be required. The applicant also
requests to maintain the existing equipment compound and is also proposing a live 24"x36” Purple
Robe Locust tree for further screening from Interstate 15.

Agency Approving Project: County of San Diego

County Contact Person:

Date Form Completed:

Nicholas Koutoufidis Telephone Number: (858) 495-5329

May 30, 2019

This is to advise that the County of San Diego Director of Planning & Development Services (PDS) has approved the above
described project on May 30, 2019/Item # 5 and found the project to be exempt from the CEQA under the following criteria:

1. Exempt status and applicable section of the CEQA (“C”) and/or State CEQA Guidelines ("G”): (check only one)
[ Declared Emergency [C 21080(b)(3); G 15269(a)]
[ Emergency Project [C 21080(b)(4); G 15269(b)(c)]
[[] Statutory Exemption. C Section:
X Categorical Exemption. G Section: 15301
[ G 15061(b)(3) - It can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that the activity in question may have a significant effect on the
environment and the activity is not subject to the CEQA.
[ G 15182 — Residential Projects Pursuant to a Specific Plan
[ G 15183 — Projects Consistent with a Community Plan, General Plan, or Zoning
[ Activity is exempt from the CEQA because it is not a project as defined in Section 15378.
2. Mitigation measures [J were [X] were not made a condition of the approval of the project.
3. A Mitigation reporting or monitoring plan [J was [X] was not adopted for this project.

Statement of reasons why project is exempt:

Section 21084 of the Public Resources Code requires the CEQA Guidelines to include a ist of classes of projects which
have been determined to not have a significant effect on the environment and which shall, therefore, be exempt from the
provisions of CEQA. PDS Staff has determined the project is categorically exempt pursuant to Class 1, Existing Facilities,
for the reasons described below.



Categorical Exemption: Section 15301 — Existing Faglitfeé 1

Section 15301 of the CEQA Guidelines consists of the operation, repair, maintenance, permitting, leasing, licensing, or
minor alterations, of existing public or private structures, facilities, mechanical equipment, or topographical features,
involving negligible or no expansion of use beyond that existing at the time of the lead agency’s determination. As stated
in the CEQA Guidelines, the key consideration for applying this exemption is whether the project involves negligible or no
expansion of an existing use.

Section 15301 lists 16 different examples of projects that would be expected to fall within Class 1. However, the types of
“existing facilities” itemized within Class 1 are not intended to be all-inclusive of the types of projects which might fall within
the class. The following are some examples of projects listed in Section 15301:

e additions to existing structures, provided that the addition will not result in an increase of more than 50 percent of
the floor area of the structures before the addition, or 2,500 square feet, whichever is less;
demolition and removal of individual small structures {such as one single-family residence);
conversion of a single-family residence to office use; and
use of a single-family residence as a small family day care home, as defined in Section 1596.78 of the Health and
Safety Code

The proposed project is exempt from CEQA as there would be a negligible expansion of the existing use. Pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines Section 15301, the project is exempt from CEQA because it is an existing unmanned wireless facility involving
negligible or no expansion of use beyond that existing at the time of the lead agency’s determination. The proposed use
would remain the same as the existing use, with the exception of attaching branches to convert the wireless facility into a
camouflaged facility.

The proposed project is consistent with Sections 15301 — Existing Facilities, 15300.2 — Exceptions and Appendix G of the
CEQA Guidelines. Therefore, the project may rely on the categorical exemption for the reasons documented above.

The following is to be filled in only upon formal project approval by the appropriate County of San Diego decision-making body.

Signature: Telephone: _858-495-5329

Name (Print): ___Nicholas Koutoufidis Title: _Land Use/Environmental Planner

This Notice of Exemption has been signed and filed by the County of San Diego.

This notice must be filed with the Recorder/County Clerk as soon as possible after project approval by the decision-making body. The Recorder/County Clerk must post this
notice within 24 hours of receipt and for a period of not less than 30 days. At the termination of the posting period, the Recorder/County Clerk must return this notice to the
Department address listed above along with evidence of the posting period. The originating Department must then retain the returned notice for a period of not less than twelve
months. Reference: CEQA Guidelines Section 15062.
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REVIEW FOR APPLICABILITY OF/COMPLIANCE WITH
ORDINANCES/POLICIES

FOR PURPOSES OF CONSIDERATION OF
Deer Springs Wireless Telecommunication Facility Minor Use Permit Modification,
PDS2018-ZAP-99-023W1; PDS2018-ER-99-08-045A

May 30, 2019

. HABITAT LOSS PERMIT ORDINANCE — Does the proposed project conform to the
Habitat Loss Permit/Coastal Sage Scrub Ordinance findings?

YES NO NOT APPLICABLE/EXEMPT
[l [ X

The proposed project and any off-site improvements are located within the boundaries of
the Multiple Species Conservation Program. Therefore, conformance to the Habitat Loss
Permit/Coastal Sage Scrub Ordinance findings is not required.

Il. MSCP/BMO - Does the proposed project conform to the Multiple Species Conservation
Program and Biological Mitigation Ordinance?

YES NO NOT APPLICABLE/EXEMPT
L] [ X

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.

lll. GROUNDWATER ORDINANCE - Does the project comply with the requirements of
the San Diego County Groundwater Ordinance?

YES NO NOT APPLICABLE/EXEMPT
[ [ X

The project is an unmanned wireless telecommunication facility and does not propose the
addition of any landscaping that require groundwater. Therefore, the project will not rely
on groundwater.

IV. RESOURCE PROTECTION ORDINANCE - Does the project comply with:

The wetland and wetland buffer regulations YES NO NOT APPLICABLE/EXEMPT
(Sections 86.604(a) and (b)) of the Resource ] ]

Protection Ordinance?
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The Floodways and Floodplain Fringe section

(Sections 86.604(c) and (d)) of the Resource YES NO NOT APPLICABLE/EXEMPT

Protection Ordinance? ] ] (X

The Steep Slope section (Section 86.604(e))? YES NO NOT APPLICABLE/EXEMPT
X O []

The Sensitive Habitat Lands section (Section YES NO NOT APPLICABLE/EXEMPT

86.604(f)) of the Resource Protection Ordinance? = ] ]

The Significant Prehistoric and Historic Sites YES NO NOT APPLICABLE/EXEMPT

section (Section 86.604(g)) of the Resource X ] ]

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. Therefore, it has been found that the
proposed project complies with Section PDS2018-ER-99-08-045A s 86.604(a) and (b) of
the Resource Protection Ordinance.

Floodways and Floodplain Fringe:

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 property is less than 25 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 (RPQO). There are no steep slopes on the property. Therefore, it has been
found that the proposed project complies with Sections 86.604(e) of the RPO.

Sensitive Habitats:
No sensitive habitat lands were identified on the site. Therefore, it has been found that
the proposed project complies with Section 86.604(f) of the RPO.

Significant Prehistoric and Historic Sites:

Based on an analysis of County of San Diego archaeology resource files, archaeological
records, maps, and aerial photographs by County of San Diego staff archaeologist, it has
been determined that the project site does not contain any archaeological resources.
Therefore, it has been found that the proposed project complies with Section 86.604(g)
of the RPO.
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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
X [l L

The project Storm Water Quality Management Plan has been reviewed and is found to
be 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
X [ 0

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.

No new noise-producing equipment or operational uses are proposed as part of the
project. The project would not create a change in the existing noise environment and is
therefore anticipated to be in compliance with the County of San Diego Noise Ordinance
Section(s) 36.404. In addition, no changes to ground-level equipment are proposed, and
no new generator or changes to an existing generator are proposed.





