


FIGURE 1
Regional Location
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FIGURE 2
Project Area on USGS Map

Map Source: USGS 7.5 minute topographic map series, El Cajon quadrangle, 1994, El Cajon Land Grant
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FIGURE 3

Project Area on Aerial Photograph
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Image Source: Nearmap (flown January 2020)
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FIGURE 4

Existing Biological Resources
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4.4 Survey Conclusions 

As described in Section 4.1 above, the biological survey conducted in January 2020 determined that the 
project area consists entirely of pavement and ornamental vegetation with no native habitat present, and 
the entire project site and surrounding survey area was mapped as urban/developed land. Therefore, project 
site conditions do not provide any potential habitat that would support sensitive species, and additional 
surveys are not recommended. 

5.0 Sensitive Biological Resources 

5.1 Sensitivity Criteria/Regulatory Setting 

For purposes of this report, species will be considered sensitive if they are: (1) listed by state or federal 
agencies as threatened or endangered or are proposed for listing; (2) given a California Rare Plant 
Rank (CRPR) 1B (considered endangered throughout its range); CRPR 2 (considered endangered in 
California but more common elsewhere), CRPR 3 (more information about the plant’s distribution and rarity 
needed) or CRPR 4 (plants of limited distribution) of the CNPS Inventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular 
Plants of California (2020); (3) considered rare, endangered, or threatened by the CNDDB (State of 
California 2020b); or (4) identified by another recognized conservation or scientific group as being depleted, 
potentially depleted, declining, rare, critical, endemic, endangered, or threatened. Sensitive vegetation 
communities are those identified by the CNDDB (State of California 2020e).  

State Regulations 
Under Section 3503 of the California Fish and Game Code (CFGC), it is unlawful to take, possess, or 
needlessly destroy the nest or eggs of any bird, except as otherwise provided by this code or any regulation 
made pursuant thereto. Section 3503.3 of the CFGC prohibits take, possession, or destruction of any birds in 
the orders Falconiformes (raptors) or Strigiformes (owls), or of their nests and eggs (State of California 
1991).  

Federal Regulations 
The Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 (MBTA) was established to provide protection to the breeding 
activities of migratory birds throughout the U.S. The MBTA protects migratory birds and their breeding 
activities from take and harassment. Pursuant to U.S. Department of the Interior Memorandum M-37050, 
the federal MBTA is not currently interpreted to cover incidental take of migratory birds (U.S. Department 
of the Interior 2017). Therefore, impacts that are incidental to implementation of an otherwise lawful project 
would not be considered significant.  

San Diego County and City of Santee Regulations 
The Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP) is a comprehensive habitat conservation program 
developed by land use jurisdictions and special agencies in southwestern San Diego County, including the 
City of Santee (City). The MSCP was developed under the Natural Community Conservation Plan (NCCP) 
Process and Conservation Guidelines approved by the CDFW in November of 1993, following passage of the 
California Natural Community Conservation Planning Act of 1991. The City is currently participating in the 
MSCP and has prepared an administrative draft MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2002).  

Wildlife movement corridors are defined as areas that connect suitable wildlife habitat areas in a region 
otherwise fragmented by rugged terrain, changes in vegetation, or human disturbance. Natural features 
such as canyon drainages, ridgelines, or areas with vegetation cover provide corridors for wildlife travel. 
Wildlife movement corridors are important because they provide access to mates, food, and water; allow the 
dispersal of individuals away from high population density areas; and facilitate the exchange of genetic 
traits between populations (Beier and Loe 1992). Wildlife movement corridors are considered sensitive by 
resource and conservation agencies. 
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Jurisdictional Resources 
All wetland areas are considered sensitive. USACE regulates the discharge of dredged or fill material into 
waters of the U.S. (wetland and non-wetland jurisdictional waters of the U.S.) according to Section 404 of 
the Clean Water Act. Section 401 of the Clean Water Act requires that a water quality certificate be obtained 
in conjunction with any federal permits. This certificate is processed through the Regional Water Quality 
Control Board (RWQCB). CDFW regulates all changes to the natural flow or bed, channel, or bank of any 
river, stream, or lake that supports fish or wildlife. Riparian habitat and isolated waters, regardless of 
USACE jurisdiction, are also regulated by CDFW. 

5.2 Vegetation Communities 

The only vegetation community present within the project area, urban/developed land (see Figure 4), is not 
considered sensitive.  

5.3 Sensitive Plant Species 

No sensitive plant species were observed within the project area nor are any sensitive plants anticipated to 
occur. The site was previously developed and still maintains remnants of the old concrete foundations 
through much of the site. In addition, the site is surrounded by development on all sides. The site no longer 
supports suitable habitat to support sensitive plant species. 

5.4 Sensitive Wildlife Species 

Tree roosting bats may utilize fan palms; however, there is a low potential for occurrence and bats have the 
ability to vacate when trees are disturbed. No other sensitive wildlife species were observed within the 
project area nor have the potential to occur based on the developed nature of the site, lack of suitable 
habitat, and isolation from any areas of natural habitat that could support sensitive wildlife species. Nesting 
raptors and birds have potential to occur within or adjacent to the project area. 

5.5 Wetland and Non-wetland Jurisdictional Waters 

No drainages, wetlands, or waters were observed within the project area nor are any anticipated to occur.  

5.6 Wildlife Movement Corridors 

The project area does not support any vegetation communities dominated by native vegetation, is bounded 
on all sides by developed land, and does not connect separate isolated areas of habitat (see Figures 3 and 4). 
Therefore it is does not function as a wildlife corridor. 

6.0 Project Impacts 

The entire project area is anticipated to be impacted by the proposed activity. Impacts to biological resources 
in the project area due to the proposed development are discussed below. Direct and indirect impacts to 
vegetation and sensitive biological resources are covered. Impacts to sensitive biological resources, wetlands 
and/or habitats that support a listed species would be considered significant and adverse, and would require 
mitigation.  

6.1 Vegetation Communities 
The project would impact approximately 3.0 acres of urban/developed land. This land cover type is not 
considered sensitive, so the impact would not be considered significant or require mitigation.  

6.2 Sensitive Plants 

No sensitive plant species were observed within the project area nor are any sensitive plants anticipated to 
occur. Therefore, no impact to sensitive plant species would occur. 



Mr. Olivier Andreu 
Page 9  
August 26, 2020 

 

6.3 Sensitive Wildlife 

No sensitive wildlife species are anticipated to occur. Therefore, no impact to sensitive wildlife is anticipated. 

6.4 General Wildlife 

The project may cause small mammals and reptiles with low mobility to be inadvertently killed during 
grading of the site. This may western fence lizard and desert cottontail. Domestic dogs and most birds will 
be able to move out of the way during grading. Bird species may include mourning dove, American crow, 
northern mockingbird, and California towhee. These impacts to general wildlife would be considered less 
than significant. 

6.5 Nesting Migratory Birds and Raptors 

The project area has potential to support avian species, including migratory birds and raptors, protected by 
CFGC Sections 3503 and 3503.3, respectively. Raptors may occur in the adjacent gum trees and western 
sycamore tree, and may include red-tailed hawk and Cooper’s hawk (Accipiter cooperii). Other nesting 
migratory birds have a moderate potential to occur within smaller trees, shrubs, and grasses within the 
project area. Vegetation removal within the project area has potential to cause indirect impacts to nesting 
raptors and direct impacts to other nesting migratory birds.  

6.6 Wildlife Movement Corridors 

No wildlife movement corridors are present within the project area. Therefore, no impact to wildlife 
movement corridors are anticipated. 

7.0 Mitigation 

Mitigation is required for impacts that are considered significant under the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) and by the City. Where impacts are not avoidable or cannot be minimized, mitigation is required to 
reduce significant impacts to a level of less than significant. The only potential impact to sensitive biological 
resources is to nesting migratory raptors and migratory birds. However, with implementation of the 
recommended mitigation measures described herein, such impact may be avoided and no significant impacts 
would occur. 

BIO 1 Nesting Migratory Birds and Raptors 

This project may directly and indirectly impact nesting migratory birds on the property if construction 
occurs during the typical raptor and migratory bird breeding season (i.e., February 1–September 15). The 
following measures are recommended to avoid or mitigate potential impacts to nesting birds. 

To remain in compliance with the CFGC Section 3503, no direct impacts shall occur to any nesting birds or 
their eggs, chicks, or nests during the breeding season as mentioned above. If project grading/brush 
management is proposed during the bird breeding season, the project biologist shall conduct a pre-grading 
survey for active nests in the development area and the gum trees and western sycamore tree adjacent to it. 
If active nests are detected, mitigation in conformance with applicable state and federal law (i.e., 
appropriate follow-up surveys, monitoring schedules, construction, and/or noise barriers/buffers, etc.) may be 
required. If no nesting birds are detected, no mitigation would be required. 

To avoid potential direct impacts to nesting migratory birds and indirect impacts to nesting raptors protected 
by CFGC Sections 3503 and 3503.3, respectively, it is recommended that vegetation removal, grading, or 
other heavy construction activity within the project area, which may support nesting migratory birds or 
occur adjacent to trees supporting raptor nests, be conducted between September 16 and January 31, to 
avoid the avian breeding season. If such construction activities must be conducted during the breeding 
season, a nesting bird survey of the project area and the adjacent gum trees and western sycamore should be 
conducted by a qualified biologist prior to the activities to determine if any migratory bird or raptor nests are 
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present. If an active migratory bird or raptor nest is discovered, a buffer should be established around the 
nest to ensure that indirect impacts do not occur. The required buffer is typically 500 feet for raptors or 300 
feet for nesting migratory birds, though it may be reduced if construction is conducted with a biological 
monitor present to observe any disturbance to nesting activity. No construction activity may occur within 
this buffer area until a biologist determines that the fledglings are independent of the nest or that no 
disturbance due to construction activities is observed. Indirect impacts, such as noise impacts, may cause the 
abandonment of an active nest. 

If you have any questions regarding this letter report or the biological resources present on the site, please 
do not hesitate to contact me.  

Sincerely, 

Kevin Israel 
Biologist 

KVI:jg 
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