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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 

1.1 Project Background 
 
Gillespie Field Airport is a 757-acre publicly-owned facility that serves the City of El Cajon 
and surrounding communities (Figure 1). It is owned by the County of San Diego and 
operated by the Department of Public Works. Recently, the County commissioned a 
transportation planning study, the Airport Layout Plan Update, to establish the extent, type, 
and schedule of development necessary to accommodate future aviation demand at the airport 
(P&D Aviation 2005). It was determined that the 70-acre parcel, previously the El Cajon 
Speedway, would need to be developed in the future to accommodate the projected increase in 
aircraft based at the airport.  Acquisition of land and avigation easements within the runway 
protection zones will ensure an unobstructed approach to the airport. 
 
The majority of the project area consists of developed or disturbed habitat. However, the 70-
acre parcel includes a mitigation area for the federally endangered San Diego ambrosia 
(Ambrosia pumila), which was created as mitigation for impacts to this species from the 
Gillespie Field Master Plan and Development Project (AD Hinshaw Associates 1987) prior to 
its listing by US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS).  
 

1.2 Project Location 
 
The Gillespie Field Airport is located on San Diego County-owned land on the northern 
border of the City of El Cajon and the southern border of the City of Santee, approximately 13 
miles northeast of downtown San Diego. Access to El Cajon is primarily provided by 
Interstate 8, which runs through the city. State Highway 67 is a north-south highway that 
serves as a connector from Riverside County. State Route 125 is also a north-south highway 
that currently ends on the western side of El Cajon. Gillespie Field Airport is bordered by 
Kenney Street on the north, Magnolia Avenue on the east, Bradley Avenue on the south, and 
Cuyamaca Street on the west (Figure 2). 
 

1.3 Purpose 
 
The purpose of this Biological Technical Report (BTR) is to describe and evaluate the 
biological resources within the footprint of the proposed project pursuant to state regulations 
that govern projects proposed by the County of San Diego, including the California 
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Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) as 
administered by the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG), and the California 
Fish and Game Code.  This airport project also falls under the auspices of the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) as the lead agency under National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) regulations, the Federal Endangered Species Act (FESA), and the Clean Water Act.   
 
This report does not evaluate potential project impacts and mitigation under county-level 
regulations because they do not apply to Gillespie Field for the following reasons.  Gillespie 
Field Airport falls outside of the County’s Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP) 
subarea. The study area is within the jurisdiction of the City of El Cajon; however the El 
Cajon Subarea Plan has not been finalized at this time. Therefore, although Gillespie Field is 
on County owned land, it does not currently fall under the MSCP regulatory framework 
because there is no Implementing Agreement with the City of El Cajon.  Gillespie Field 
Airport is also exempt from the County’s Resource Protection Ordinance (RPO), which 
regulates land in unincorporated San Diego County pursuant to Article 5 (Exemptions), 
number 3 (“any essential public facility” that is consistent with adopted subregional plans and 
includes all possible mitigation measures).  
 
With respect to the local, state and federal regulations and policies summarized above, the 
contents of this BTR include the following: (i) an analysis of vegetation communities, 
wetlands, sensitive habitats, flora, and wildlife, (ii) an analysis of potential project impacts to 
these resources, and (iii) a discussion of avoidance, minimization, and mitigation 
opportunities.   

 
































































































