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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This Fire Protection Plan (FPP) has been prepared for the Newland Sierra Planned Community
(project) in northern San Diego County. This FPP evaluates and identifies the potential fire risk
associated with the proposed project’s land uses and identifies requirements for water supply, fuel
modification and defensible space, access, building ignition and fire resistance, fire protection
systems, and wildfire emergency pre-planning, among other pertinent fire protection criteria. The
purpose of this plan is to generate and memorialize the fire safety requirements of the Deer Springs
Fire Protection District (DSFPD) and the San Diego County Fire Authority (SDCFA) along with
project-specific measures based on the site, its intended use, and its fire environment.

This document provides analysis of the site’s fire environment and its potential impact on the
proposed project as well as the project’s potential impact on the existing DSFPD fire protection
service. This document will be incorporated as a technical appendix of the project’s Environmental
Impact Report. Requirements and recommendations herein are based on site-specific fire
environment and proposed project characteristics and incorporate input from DSFPD, SDCFA, area
fire planning documents, site risk analysis, and standard principles of fire protection planning.

As described in this FPP, the project will meet or exceed all applicable Code requirements with
the exception of a minor fuel modification area adjacent to 3 lots that will be modified and
mitigated. The recommendations and conditions provided herein are also consistent with the
lessons learned from After Fire Action Reports from numerous fires occurring over the last 20
years, including the 2003 and 2007 San Diego County Fires.

As determined during the analysis of this site and its fire environment, the Newland Sierra site,
in its current condition, is considered to include characteristics that, under favorable conditions,
have the potential to facilitate fire spread. Under extreme conditions, wildfires on the site could
burn erratically and aggressively and result in significant ember production. Once the project is
built, the Newland Sierra on-site fire potential will be lower than its current condition due to
conversion of wildland fuels to managed landscapes, extensive fuel modification areas, improved
accessibility to fire personnel, and structures built to the latest ignition resistant codes.

It is important to note that the fire safety requirements that will be implemented on this site, including
ignition resistant construction standards, along with requirements for water supply, fire apparatus
access, fuel modification and defensible space, interior fire sprinklers and 5 minute or less fire
response travel times were integrated into the code requirements based on results of post-fire
assessments, similar to the After Action Reports that are now prepared after large fire events. When it
became clear that specifics of how homes were built, how fire and embers ignited homes, what
effects fuel modification had on structure ignition, how fast firefighters could respond, and how
much (and how reliable) water was available, were critically important to structure survivability, the
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Fire and Building codes were revised appropriately. DSFPD and San Diego County now boast some
of the most restrictive codes for building within Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) areas that focus on
preventing structure ignition from heat, flame, and burning embers.

The developed portion of this property is proposed for improvements that include construction of
2,135 single and multi-family residential, a relatively small retail/commercial/office component,
a school and associated infrastructure and utilities. The entire site has been designed with fire
protection as a key objective. The site improvements are designed to facilitate emergency
apparatus and personnel access throughout the site. Driveway and road improvements with fire
engine turnouts and turnarounds provide access to within 150 feet of all sides of every building.
Water availability and flow will be consistent with DSFPD requirements including fire flow and
hydrant distribution. These features along with the ignition resistance of all buildings, the interior
sprinklers, and the pre-planning, training and awareness will assist responding firefighters
through prevention, protection and suppression capabilities.

As detailed in this FPP, the project site’s fire protection system will include a redundant layering
of protection methods that have proven to reduce overall fire risk. The requirements and
recommendations included herein are performance based and site specific based on the project’s
unique characteristics rather than a prescriptive, one-size-fits-all approach. The fire protection
system is designed to reduce the wildfire risk on the site, to minimize risks associated with
typical uses, and aid the responding firefighters during an emergency. No singular measure is
intended to be relied upon for the site’s fire protection, but rather, a system of fire protection
measures, methods, and features combine to result in enhanced fire safety, reduced fire potential,
and a prepared community.

Early evacuation for any type of wildfire emergency at Newland Sierra is the preferred method
of providing for resident safety, consistent with the DSFPD’s current approach for other
communities and neighborhoods within the District. As such, Newland Sierra’s Homeowner’s
Association will formally adopt, practice, and implement a “Ready, Set, Go!” (International Fire
Chiefs Association 2013) approach to site evacuation. The “Ready, Set, Go!” concept is widely
known and encouraged by the state of California and most fire agencies. Pre-planning for
emergencies, including wildfire emergencies, focuses on being prepared, having a well-defined
plan, minimizing potential for errors, maintaining the site’s fire protection systems, and
implementing a conservative (evacuate as early as possible) approach to evacuation and site uses
during periods of fire weather extremes.
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Based on the results of this FPP’s analysis and findings, the following FPP implementation
measures will be provided by the Newland Sierra project as part of the proposed development
plan. These measures are discussed in more detail throughout this FPP.

1.

Preparation of a Construction Fire Prevention Plan detailing the important construction
phase restrictions and fire safety requirements that will be implemented to reduce risk of
ignitions and pre-plans for responding to an unlikely ignition.

Project buildings will be constructed of ignition resistant construction materials based on
the latest Building and Fire Codes.

Fuel Modification will be provided throughout the perimeter of the site and will be 250
feet wide in most locations. Maintenance will occur as needed and the HOA will annually
hire a 3rd party, qualified Fuel Modification Zone inspector to provide twice yearly (June
1 and October 1) certification that it meets the requirements of this FPP.

Fire apparatus access roads will be provided throughout the community and will vary in
width and configuration, but will all provide at least the minimum required unobstructed
travel lanes, lengths, turnouts, turnarounds, and clearances.

Firefighting staging areas/temporary refuge areas are available throughout the facility as
well as along roadways and site green spaces.

Access to the site’s open space area is provided via access points that are spaced on
average every 650 lineal feet with a maximum of 1,300 feet.

Water capacity and delivery provide for a reliable water source for operations and during
emergencies requiring extended fire flow.

A project-specific evacuation plan has been prepared for the project based on input and
coordination with DSFPD and SDCFA.

The Community HOA will include an outreach and educational role to coordinate with
DSFPD and the local Fire Safe Council, oversee landscape committee enforcement of fire
safe landscaping, ensure fire safety measures detailed in this FPP have been
implemented, educate residents on and prepare facility-wide “Ready, Set, Go!” plans.
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1 INTRODUCTION

This Fire Protection Plan (FPP) has been prepared for the Newland Sierra Project. The purpose
of the FPP is to assess the potential impacts resulting from wildland fire hazards and identify the
measures necessary to adequately mitigate those impacts. Additionally, this plan generates and
memorializes the fire safety requirements of the Fire Authority Having Jurisdiction (FAHJ),
which is the Deer Springs Fire Protection District (DSFPD) with support by the San Diego
County Fire Authority (SDCFA). Requirements and recommendations are based on site-specific
project characteristics and incorporate input from the project applicant and the FAHJ.

As part of the assessment, the plan has considered the property location, topography, geology,
combustible vegetation (fuel types), climatic conditions, and fire history. The plan addresses
water supply, access (including secondary), structural ignitability and fire resistive building
features, fire protection systems and equipment, impacts to existing emergency services,
defensible space, and vegetation management. The plan identifies and prioritizes areas for
hazardous fuel reduction treatments and recommends the types and methods of treatment that
will protect one or more at-risk communities and essential infrastructures. The plan recommends
measures that property owners will take to reduce the probability of ignition of structures
throughout the area addressed by the plan.

The project is located within the DSFPD except for an ingress/egress road which lies within the
San Marcos Fire Protection District (SMFPD). This FPP addresses DSFPD’s response
capabilities and response travel time within the project along with projected funding for facilities
improvements and fire service level maintenance.

The following tasks were performed toward completion of this plan:

e (Qather site specific climate, terrain, and fuel data;
e Process and analyze the data using the latest GIS technology;

e Predict fire behavior using scientifically based fire behavior models, comparisons with
actual wildfires in similar terrain and fuels, and experienced judgment;

e Analyze and guide design of proposed infrastructure;
e Analyze the existing emergency response capabilities;
e Assess the risk associated with the proposed project and the project site;

e Prepare this FPP detailing how fire risk will be mitigated through a system of fuel
modification, structural ignition resistance enhancements, and fire protection delivery
system upgrades; and
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e Site photographs were collected and fuel conditions were mapped using 200-scale aerial
images. Field observations were utilized to augment existing digital site data in
generating the fire behavior models and formulating the recommendations presented in
this FPP. Refer to Appendix A for site photographs of existing site conditions.

1.1 Newland Sierra Fire Protection Plan Summary

The project is located within an unincorporated portion of the County of San Diego within the
North County Metro Subregion (Figure 1). The North County Metro Subregion is comprised of
many non-contiguous "island" areas interspersed among the cities of Escondido, San Diego, San
Marcos, Vista, and Oceanside with the most easterly portion adjacent to Valley Center. The
North County Metro Subregion includes the communities of Hidden Meadows and Twin Oaks,
with the project being located in the community of Twin Oaks. The project site is directly west
of Interstate 15 (I-15), north of State Route 78 (SR-78), and south of State Route 76 (SR-76).
The cities of Escondido and San Marcos are approximately 1 mile south of the site.

The project site consists of approximately 1,985 acres and is bounded by I-15 on the east, Deer
Springs Road (County Road S12) on the south, and Twin Oaks Valley Road on the west, with a
small portion of the northwestern edge of the site traversed by Twin Oaks Valley Road.
Gopher Canyon Road is located approximately 2.5 miles north of the northern-most developed
portion of the site.

Preparation of this FPP reflects completion of the following tasks:

e On-site risk assessment

¢ Fire behavior modeling

e FlamMap fuel modeling exhibits and other GIS analysis
e Fire history analysis

e Review of various project details/plans

e Coordination with DSFPD and SDCFA during multiple meetings and correspondence
dating back to 2013Review and incorporation of FAHJ Fire Codes

e Incorporation of project-specific recommendations.
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1.2 Applicable Codes/Existing Regulations

This FPP demonstrates that the Newland Sierra Project will be in compliance with applicable
portions of the County of San Diego 2017 Consolidated Fire Code and the Deer Springs Fire
Protection District’s Ordinance Number 16-01. The project will also be consistent with the latest
edition of the California Building Code, Chapter 7A, and the latest edition of the California Fire
Code, Chapter 49, as adopted by San Diego County. Chapter 7A of the California Building Code
focuses primarily on preventing ember penetration into homes, a leading cause of structure loss
from wildfires. Thus, it is an important component of the requirements of this FPP given the
project’s wildland urban interface location in which is within an area statutorily designated a
Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ) by CAL FIRE. Fire hazard designations are
based on topography, vegetation, and weather, amongst other factors with more hazardous sites
including steep terrain, unmaintained fuels/vegetation, and wildland urban interface (WUI)
locations. As described in this FPP, the project will meet or exceed all applicable Code
requirements at the time of building permit application.

1.3 Project Summary
1.3.1 Location

The Newland Sierra Project is located in the Merriam Mountains of northern San Diego County,
California. The project site is bounded by Interstate 15 (I-15) on the east; by Deer Springs Road
(S12) on the south; by Twin Oaks Valley Road on the west, except for a small portion of the site
crossing west of Twin Oaks Valley Road; and by Lawrence Welk Drive at the northeast corner
of the site. Gopher Canyon Road is located approximately 2.5 miles north of the northerly
developed portion of the site. The project site encompasses approximately 1,985 acres, of which,
approximately 1,579 acres will be permanent open space (1,209 acres of biological open
space/preserve area and approximately 370 acres of fuel modification zones and fuel
modification zone special management areas) and approximately 406 acres consisting of the
graded project footprint.

The nearest urban developed areas (Cities of Escondido and San Marcos) occur roughly 1 mile to
the south of the project. The project lies within Township 11 south, Range 3 west in Sections 10
through 14, 19, 23, and 24 in the northeastern portion of the San Marcos, U.S. Geographical
Survey 7.5-minute quadrangle (dated 1968 and photo-revised in 1983). Figure 2 provides the
project’s site plan including roads and access points.

The Newland Sierra project site is located on the following Assessor Parcel Numbers:
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178-101-01 and 16; 174-211-04 through 07; 178-101-17, 25, and 26; 174-190-12, 13, and 20;
174-210-01, 05, 07, 08, 17 and 18; 174-190-41 and 43; 178-221-09; 172-091-07; 172-220-
18; 186-611-07, 09, and 14 through 16; 187-540-49, 50 and 51; 186-250-13; 186-611-01 and
11; 186-611-08; 178-100-05 and 26; 174-280-11 and 14; 174-290-02; 178-101-27 and 28;
174-190-44; 172-220-14 and 16; 182-040-36 and 69; 178-222-29; 186-611-17 and 23; 178-
222-16 and 28 (parcels of interest).

1.3.2 Project Description

The Newland Sierra Project proposes development of a master-planned community, composed of
seven distinct planning areas and 2,135 dwelling units, including 1,040 single family dwelling
units and 995 multifamily dwelling units. Of 2,135 dwelling units, 325 dwelling units would be
age-qualified. Figure 2 depicts the locations of these generalized land uses within the project
boundary and Table 1 presents generalized land use summaries for the Project.

Table 1
Land Use Summary
Dwelling Units/Square
Land Use Planning Areas Acres Feet (SF) Zoning
Single-Family 1 SF 180 1,140 RS
Multi-Family * MF 77 995 RS, C34
Commercial CM 12 81,000 square feet C34
School Site S 6 C34
Public Park P- Public 22 N/A RS, C34, A70
Private Parks P- Private/HOA 14 N/A RS, C34, A70
Biological Open Space Preserve 0S 1,209 N/A 0S
Common Areas C 333 N/A RS, C34, A70
Roads R 116 N/A RS, C34, A70
Water Quality/Detention Basins B 12 N/A RS, C34, A70
Water Reservoir Tank WT 4 N/A C34,0S
Totals 1,985 2,135

T 3story structures will not exceed 35 feet in height
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1.3.2.1 Town Center Planning Area

The Town Center would be located off of Deer Springs Road, east of the main entry road in the
southernmost portion of the project site. The Town Center would include commercial retail
space, townhomes, and a school. The 95 multifamily dwelling units proposed for the Town
Center would make up approximately 4.4% of the total units proposed. The Town Center would
provide employment opportunities for future residents as well as for the surrounding area. The
Town Center would be compact and walkable, as well as visually appealing and compatible with
surrounding development.

In addition to these residential, commercial, and mixed use areas, a 6-acre school site would be
located in the Town Center to serve the Community and students in the surrounding area.

1.3.2.2 Terraces Planning Area

The Terraces planning area would be located directly north of the Town Center on the west side
of the Main Entry Road in the southern portion of the project site. This planning area is
composed of 446 multifamily dwelling units and would make up approximately 20.9% of the
project’s total dwelling units. This planning area will range in elevation between approximately
1,200 feet AMSL and 1,350 feet AMSL.

1.3.2.3 Valley Planning Area

The Valley planning area is west of the the Hillside planning area, north of the Terraces, and
south of the Knoll. This planning area is composed of 505 dwelling units, including 316
multifamily dwelling units and 189 single family dwelling units on lots ranging in size from
3,500 SF to 4,000 SF. The 505 dwelling units proposed for this planning area would make up
approximately 23.7% of the project’s total dwelling units. The average elevation for the Valley
planning area would be approximately 900 feet AMSL.

1.3.2.4 Hillside Planning Area

The Hillside planning area is located north of the Terraces planning area and along the east
of Mesa Rock Road in the southern portion of the project site. Hillside would be composed
of 241 single-family dwelling units on lots ranging in size from 4,500 SF to 5,000 SF, and
would make up approximately 11.2% of the project’s total dwelling units. The Hillside
planning area contains lots for age-targeted, single story homes that will benefit from the
views to the north and east of the project site.
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1.3.2.5 Knoll Planning Area

The Knoll planning area is located south of the Summit planning area, southwest of the Mesa planning
area, and north of the Valley planning area. This planning area would include a total of 372
dwelling units, including 29 multifamily dwelling units and 343 single family dwelling units on
lots ranging in size from 4,500 SF to 5,500 SF. The 372 dwelling units proposed for this
planning area would make up approximately 17.4% of the project’s total dwelling units. The
topography of this planning area has some of the highest elevations throughout the entire project
area. Elevations range from 1,175 feet AMSL up to 1,400 feet AMSL. There are a number of
viewing points scattered throughout this planning area as well. The Knoll planning area contains
family lots and clusters that are designed to preserve the primary knolls in the area.

1.3.2.6 Mesa Planning Area

The Mesa planning area is located north of the Hillside neighborhood, east of the Knoll
neighborhood, and southeast of the Summit neighborhood. This planning area would include 325
age-qualified dwelling units, including 60 multifamily dwelling units and 265 single family
dwelling units on lots ranging in size from 3,000 SF to 6,000 SF. The 325 dwelling units
proposed for this planning area would make up approximately 15.1% of the project’s total
dwelling units. Average elevation in the Mesa planning area ranges from 1,250 feet AMSL and
1,350 feet AMSL. The Mesa planning area contains age-qualified single family lots and
multifamily clusters centered around a neighborhood park.

1.3.2.7 Summit Planning Area

The Summit planning area is the northernmost area of development located just north of the
Knoll neighborhood and northwest of the Mesa neighborhood. This planning area would include
151 dwelling units, including 49 multifamily dwelling units and 102 single family dwelling
units. This planning area is composed of the project’s largest lots with lots ranging in size from
6,000 SF to 7,500 SF. Only 151 dwelling units are proposed for this planning area, which
accounts for approximately 7.3% of the total dwelling units proposed. The highest elevations in
the project area occur in this planning area. Average elevations range from 1,390 feet AMSL up
to 1,600 feet AMSL. There will be a trail leading up to the highest point in the planning area
where a lookout will be located. The Summit planning area contains grade adaptive large lots
and family clusters that are designed to take advantage of the views of the surrounding area from
this part of the project site.

7608-04

D U DEK 10 June 2018



Fire Protection Plan for the Newland Sierra Project

1.3.2.8 Additional Amenities

In addition to the residential, commercial and school sites, there will be community/
neighborhood parks and pocket parks with amenities such as open lawn areas, multi-use courts,
picnic areas, children’s play areas, pools, a community garden, and an equestrian staging area,
would also be present throughout each of the different planning areas to compliment the natural
parks, many community trails, and large open space preserve areas.

The project will include an extensive trail system including multiuse pathways and trails through
the community and into the project’s open space areas. Trails would include existing dirt trails;
paved utility access ways; and new soft-surface trails. Existing dirt trails not used as part of the
trail plan will be revegetated with native habitat. The project will include access points to trail
systems to facilitate emergency response. Trails will be managed and maintained by the HOA,
CFD, or other approved entity.

The project will preserve approximately 1,209 acres of land as Biological Open Space (preserve
area). This largely contiguous block of land is located in the northern and eastern portion of the
project area. Development in this area would include the recreational trails and utility
maintenance access as required for existing infrastructure, which are largely in place as existing
dirt roads. The preserve will be managed and maintained by the preserve manager as described in
the Resource Management Plan prepared for the project.

Common open space areas include approximately 370 acres of irrigated and non-irrigated Fuel
Modification Zones. This includes manufactured slopes and non-graded areas such as fuel
reduction areas (i.e., Fuel Modification Zone 2 and Special Management Areas)

1.4 Site Characteristics
1.4.1 Topography

The Newland Sierra project site is situated within the central portion of the Merriam Mountains, a
narrow chain of low mountains generally trending north—south with a variety of east-west trending
ridgelines and scattered peaks. These mountains originate near the northern portions of City of
Escondido and are bordered by Gopher Canyon Road to the north, I-15 to the east, and Twin Oaks
Valley Road to the west. Large rock outcroppings and pinnacles commonly occur throughout the
Merriam mountain range on the property. The project vicinity is composed of hills and valleys
with moderate to steeply sloping terrain. Elevations on the site range from 660 feet above mean sea
level (AMSL) near the intersection of Deer Springs Road and I-15 to roughly 1,750 feet AMSL in
the north-central portion of the property. Approximately 50% of the 1,985-acre property includes
rugged terrain with slopes ranging from 25% to 45%. Prominent, generally east-west trending
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ridgelines divide the site into five separate drainage basins, which are tributaries to Moosa Canyon,
Gopher Canyon, and San Marcos Creek. Gopher Canyon is located north of the project site and the
South Fork of Gopher Canyon Creek runs 0.1 miles southeast—northwest through the northwestern
area of the site, eventually meeting the San Luis Rey River.

1.4.2 Existing/Vicinity Land Use

The project area is currently undeveloped and the dominant vegetation is Southern Mixed Chaparral.
A number of dirt roads and trails that provide access to each parcel and service roads for the existing
two water tanks crisscross the project site. Over the years, portions of the property have been used for
various unauthorized land uses, including horseback riding, hiking, mountain biking, off-roading,
motorcycling, shooting, and occasional dumping. Also, an abandoned private landing strip and
unused rock quarry are located generally in the northwestern portion of the site.

The surrounding land uses to the north, west, and south of the project site include large-lot,
single-family residences and avocado groves, commercial uses such as a Special Events center
(Twin Oaks Valley House); and equestrian boarding and training facilities. Existing uses south of
the site also include a gas station and mobile home park along Deer Springs Road adjacent to the
southeastern portion of the site, single family home parcels, , a nursery, vacant parcels, and the
600+ acre Golden Door Spa and Resort, which are separated from the site by Deer Springs Road.
Lawrence Welk Village, a 600+ acre vacation resort facility, and the Champagne Village mobile
home park, and the communities of Hidden Meadows and Rim Rock lie to the east of I-15.

1.4.3 Vegetation

The Newland Sierra property supports a variety of vegetation types that are relatively common in
north-inland San Diego County. Fire history data indicates that the site’s vegetation has been
unburned for over 100 years. Therefore, the structure of the dominant plant communities is tall,
dense, with relatively few species compared to vegetation composition in the period following
wildfire. A total of 21 vegetation and land cover types were delineated on site by the project
biologist (Dudek 2014), which includes one non-fuel land cover type (urban/developed areas).
These vegetation and land cover types were verified by Dudek fire protection planners and
assigned a fuel model for use during site fire behavior modeling. The vegetation and land cover
types and their coverage totals as well as corresponding fuel models are summarized in Table 2.
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Table 2

On-Site Vegetation and Land Cover Types — Newland Sierra Project Site

General Vegetation Community/Land Cover Type | Code! | Acres
Coastal Scrub
Diegan coastal sage scrub (including disturbed) * 32500 68.2
Coastal sage scrub — Baccharis dominated (including disturbed) 32530 2.0
Flat-topped buckwheat — disturbed* 32800 1.7
Coastal sage - chaparral transition* 37G00 7.8
Subtotal 79.7
Chaparral
Granitic southern mixed chaparral* (including disturbed) 37121 1,700.7
Mafic southern mixed chaparral* 37122 58.8
Scrub oak chaparral* 37900 443
Subtotal 1,803.8
Woodland
Coast live oak woodland * | 71160 | 9.1
Riparian
Freshwater marsh* 52400 0.1
Southern coast live oak riparian forest* 61310 5.2
Mulefat scrub* 63310 0.2
Southern willow scrub* 63320 25
Southern willow scrub/tamarisk scrub* 63320/63810 0.3
Subtotal 8.3
Non-native Communities and Land Covers
Eucalyptus woodland 79100 0.5
Intensive agriculture 18200 <0.0
Orchard and vineyards 18100 2.0
Urban/developed 12000 9.2
Disturbed habitat 11300 57.0
Non-native grassland* 42200 16.1
Subtotal 84.8
Total 2 1,985.6

1 Holland (1986) as modified by Oberbauer et al. (2008)

2 May not total due to rounding

*

Considered special-status by the County of San Diego (2010a).

As presented, the majority of the vegetation on the project site is associated with the Southern
mixed chaparral (88.1%), while the remainder of the vegetation cover types individually amount
to 1% or less of the total project site, except coastal sage scrub (3.1%), disturbed habitat (2.9%),
and scrub oak chaparral (2.2%). The project’s vegetation and land coverage is illustrated in
Figure 3 and briefly described below.

Changes to site vegetation types will be associated with grading for development pads and roads

and installation of fuel modification zones in strategic locations at the perimeter of the developed
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project site. Site-adjacent vegetation (off-site and adjacent the fuel modification zones) is important
relative to wildfire as some vegetation, such as brush and grassland habitats are highly flammable
while other vegetation, such as riparian communities or forest understory, are less flammable due
to their higher plant moisture content, compact structure, and available shading from overstory tree
canopies. The effect vegetation has on fire behavior is substantial and understanding vegetation
dynamics is important for developing an effective fuel modification plan.

1.4.3.1 Site Vegetation and Land Cover Type Descriptions

The following descriptions are adapted from the site’s Draft Biological Resources Report
(Dudek 2014).

Non-Native Communities and Land Covers
Agriculture. Agriculture lands supporting active or historical agricultural operation.

Eucalyptus Woodland. Scattered A small pocket of eucalyptus trees exist on the far northwestern
portion of the project site. This portion of the project site is not proposed to be developed.

Urban/Developed. Developed areas support no native vegetation and may be additionally
characterized by the presence of man-made structures, such as buildings or roads. The level of
soil disturbance is such that only the most ruderal plant species occur. Urban/Developed lands
occur in the southeastern portion of the site along Mesa Rock Road.

Disturbed Habitat. This category consists of permanently disturbed land cover consisting of
small areas, including adjacent to the north end of Mesa Rock Road, the defunct quarry site
adjacent to Twin Oaks Valley Road, and limited areas adjacent to the abandoned aircraft landing
strip in the northwest quadrant of the site.

Orchard. Small areas in the southwest and northwest quadrant of the site contain apparently non-
commercial orchard crops, primarily as a result of incursion from existing adjacent agricultural uses.

Non-Native Grassland. This vegetation is primarily located in an area termed the linear
“meadow” (north of Sarver Lane). Biologically, it is not a meadow, but rather an open field of
non-native grasses and forbs, largely ripgut grass (Bromus diandrus). Within the site, the inner
meadow is largely covered by weedy non-native grasses, is surrounded by a perimeter dirt road,
and has another dirt road diagonally crossing it from southwest to northeast. Additionally, there
are several areas used for informal dirt-bike tracks within the grassland area.
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Upland Scrub and Chaparral

Coastal Sage Scrub. A few relatively limited areas of the site are covered with open Coastal
Sage Scrub vegetation. The most extensive patch of this vegetation occurs on the south-facing
slopes of the southern valley. At the northwestern corner of the site, those areas not cleared by
the aqueduct or for the avocado groves have an association of California sagebrush (Artemisia
californica) and flat-top buckwheat (Eriogonum fasciculatum).

Coastal Sage Scrub — Baccharis Dominated. Coastal sage scrub — baccharis dominated is
similar to Coastal Sage Scrub but dominated by Baccharis species (desert broom [B.
sarothroides] and/or coyotebrush [B. pilularis]). This community typically occurs on disturbed
sites or those with nutrient-poor soils and often found within other forms of Coastal Sage Scrub
and on upper terraces of river valleys. This community is distributed along coastal and foothills
areas in San Diego County. Areas mapped as coastal sage scrub - baccharis within the project
site are dominated by California sagebrush and coyotebrush.

Coastal Sage — Chaparral Transition. Coastal sage — chaparral transition habitats include a mix
of sclerophyllous, woody chaparral species and drought-deciduous, malacophyllous sage scrub
species. Chamise and coastal sagebrush (Artemisia californica) are dominant in equal cover.
Generally, laurel sumac (Malosma laurina), black sage (Salvia mellifera), and lemonade sumac
(Rhus integrifolia) are more common in coastal sage scrub, while Ceanothus spp. and mission
manzanita (Xylococcus bicolora) are more common in chaparrals. Areas mapped as coastal sage
— chaparral transition within the project site are dominated by coastal sagebrush.

Flat-topped Buckwheat (disturbed). Flat-topped buckwheat is a nearly monoculture community
usually resulting from disturbance and transitioning to coastal sage scrub or chaparral. Species
characteristic of this community, Eastern Mojave buckwheat and common deerweed (Acmispon
glaber), appear over time. This community often occurs in disturbed areas in the coastal and
foothill areas of San Diego County and often intergrades with Diegan coastal sage scrub. Areas
mapped as flat-topped buckwheat within the project site are dominated by Eastern Mojave
buckwheat (Eriogonum fasiculatum).

Scrub Oak Chaparral. Scrub oak chaparral habitats are composed of a dense, evergreen
chaparral that is typically dominated by Nuttall’s scrub oak (Quercus dumosa) with birchleaf
mountain mahogany (Cercocarpus betuloides). In San Diego, scrub oak (Quercus berberidifolia)
is usually the dominant species with over 50% vegetation cover usually occurring in small
patches within a variety of other vegetation communities. Areas mapped as scrub oak chaparral
within the project site are dominated by scrub oak.
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Southern Mixed Chaparral. The site is largely covered by Southern Mixed Chaparral that varies
from an almost pure “Chamisal” of chamise (Adenostoma fasciculatum) to a mountain-
mahogany-dominated type (Cercocarpus minutiflorus) in the deeper soil of inner valleys. The
indicators of the more widespread Southern Mixed Chaparral on the site are chamise, mission
manzanita (Xylococcus bicolor), black sage (Salvia mellifera), and Ramona wild-lilac
(Ceanothus tomentosus). The extent of exposure, soil depth, and slope affect the extent of the
diversity of the chaparral on the site. One major characteristic of the on-site chaparral vegetation
is its level of maturity. This Mediterranean climate—associated vegetation is highly correlated
with periodic fires that recycle the surface load of organic material and nutrients back into a
nutrient-poor soil system. The fires also allow the cycling of a major suite of annual native
wildflowers and stimulate the regrowth of the major shrubs in the region from subsurface
specialized stems. A large portion of the site’s chaparral has not burned in over 100 years.
Isolated coast live oak trees (Quercus agrifolia) and small stands of scrub oak (Quercus
berberidifolia) occur in several areas mapped as Southern Mixed Chaparral, but do not constitute
distinct oak woodlands.

Woodland

Coast Live Oak Woodland. The Deer Springs area at the southeastern corner of the site has a
mature stand of coast live oak and occasional Engelmann oak. The area was the site of a prior
residence, so the understory is largely disturbed and recruitment or new growth of young trees
has been arrested by the presence of the weedy understory. Coast live oaks also occur scattered
about the site, especially as part of the chaparral vegetation on protected north-facing slopes, but
the principal mapped unit of Coast Live Oak Woodland lies only at this southeastern corner. The
drainage that flows out of the southern valley has riparian oak woodland that differs from the
savanna-type oak woodland at the southern area.

Riparian

Freshwater Marsh. A small amount of Freshwater Marsh habitat exists in the Twin Oaks Valley
Creek, west of and adjacent to Twin Oaks Valley Road, in the west-central portion of the site.
This area is dominated by cattails, but shows evidence of occasional channel clearing (perhaps
for mosquito control).

Mulefat Scrub. This vegetation is a tall, herbaceous riparian scrub strongly dominated by
baccharis. On the Sierra site, small drainage channels in various areas with occasional mulefat
shrubs occur, including drainages associated with the southeastern central valley and the graded
area of the defunct aircraft landing strip.
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Oak Riparian Forest. Oak Riparian Forest on site consists largely of black willow (Salix
gooddingii) and arroyo willow (S. lasiolepis), with occasional coast live oaks. The largest
occurrence of this vegetation on site is along the bottom of the eastern central canyon. It also
occurs just off site, along the creek south of Deer Springs Road. Oak Riparian Forest extends
beyond the site from the southern valley and is dominated by coast live oaks.

Southern Willow Scrub. This vegetation type is fairly typical of Holland’s (1986) Southern
Willow Scrub, described as “dense, broad-leafed, winter-deciduous riparian thickets dominated
by several willow species with scattered emergent cottonwoods (Populus fremontii) and
sycamores.” This vegetation occurs along the streamside in the South Fork of Gopher Canyon,
adjacent to Twin Oaks Valley Road.

Southern Willow Scrub/Tamarisk Scrub. A small amount of this habitat exists in a previously
graded area adjacent to the abandoned aircraft landing area in the northwest quadrant of the site.
The topography of this area allows rainwater to pond and promotes this artificial wetland-like
habitat, consisting of scattered willows and tamarisk.

1.4.3.2 Vegetation Dynamics

The vegetation characteristics described above and presented in Table 2 are used to model fire
behavior, discussed in Section 3.0 of this FPP. Variations in vegetative cover type and species
composition have a direct effect on fire behavior. Some plant communities and their associated
plant species have increased flammability based on plant physiology (resin content), biological
function (flowering, retention of dead plant material), physical structure (bark thickness, leaf
size, branching patterns), and overall fuel loading. For example, the native shrub species that
compose the chaparral communities on site are considered to be less likely to ignite, but would
exhibit higher potential hazard (higher intensity heat and flame length) than grass dominated
plant communities (fast moving, but lower intensity) if ignition occurred. The corresponding fuel
models for each of these vegetation types are designed to capture these differences. Additionally,
vegetative cover influences fire suppression efforts through its effect on fire behavior. For
example, while fires burning in grasslands may exhibit lower flame lengths and heat outputs than
those burning in native shrub habitats, fire spread rates in grasslands are often more rapid.

As described, vegetation plays a significant role in fire behavior, and is an important
component to the fire behavior models discussed in this report. A critical factor to consider is
the dynamic nature of vegetation communities. Fire presence and absence at varying cycles or
regimes disrupts plant succession, setting plant communities to an earlier state where less fuel
is present for a period of time as the plant community begins its succession again. In summary,
high frequency fires tend to convert shrublands to grasslands or maintain grasslands, while fire
exclusion tends to convert grasslands to shrublands, over time. In general, biomass and
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associated fuel loading will increase over time, assuming that disturbance (fire, grazing) or fuel
reduction efforts are not diligently implemented. It is possible to alter successional pathways
for varying plant communities through manual alteration. This concept is a key component in
the overall establishment and maintenance of the proposed fuel modification zones on site.
The fuel modification zones on this site will consist of irrigated and maintained landscapes as
well as thinned native fuel zones that will be subject to regular “disturbance” in the form of
maintenance and will not be allowed to accumulate excessive biomass over time, which results
in reduced fire ignition, spread rates, and intensity.

Conditions adjacent the project’s footprint (outside the fuel modification zones), where the
wildfire threat will exist post-development, are classified as medium to heavy fuel loads due to
the dominance of chaparral fuels.

1.4.4 Climate

North San Diego County and the project area are influenced by the Pacific Ocean and are
frequently under the influence of a seasonal, migratory subtropical high pressure cell known
as the “Pacific High” (WRCC 2014a). Wet winters and dry summers with mild seasonal
changes characterize the Southern California climate. This climate pattern is occasionally
interrupted by extreme periods of hot weather, winter storms, or dry, easterly Santa Ana
winds (WRCC 2014a). The average high temperature for the project area is approximately
75.9°F, with average highs in the summer and early fall months (July—October) reaching
88.2°F. The average precipitation for the area is approximately 16.2 inches per year, with the
majority of rainfall concentrated in the months of December (2.7 inches), January (3.2
inches), February (3.1 inches), and March (2.7 inches), while smaller amounts of rain are
experienced during the other months of the year (WRCC 2014b).

The prevailing wind pattern is from the west (on-shore), but the presence of the Pacific Ocean
causes a diurnal wind pattern known as the land/sea breeze system. During the day, winds are
from the west—southwest (sea) and at night winds are from the northeast (land), averaging 2
miles per hour (mph). During the summer season, the diurnal winds may average slightly higher
(approximately 16 mph) than the winds during the winter season due to greater pressure gradient
forces. Surface winds can also be influenced locally by topography and slope variations. The
highest wind velocities are associated with downslope, canyon, and Santa Ana winds.

The project area’s climate has a large influence on the fire risk as drying vegetation during the
summer months becomes fuel available to advancing flames should an ignition be realized.
Typically the highest fire danger is produced by the high-pressure systems that occur in the Great
Basin, which result in the Santa Ana winds of Southern California. Sustained wind speeds recorded
during recent major fires in San Diego County exceeded 30 mph and may exceed 50 mph during
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extreme conditions. The Santa Ana wind conditions are a reversal of the prevailing southwesterly
winds that usually occur on a region-wide basis during late summer and early fall. Santa Ana
winds are warm and dry winds that flow from the higher desert elevations in the north through the
mountain passes and canyons. When present, these winds significantly increase the fire risk
throughout much of Southern California, including at the project site. As they converge through the
canyons, their velocities increase. Consequently, peak velocities are highest at the mouths of
canyons and dissipate as they spread across valley floors. Santa Ana winds generally coincide with
the regional drought period and the period of highest fire danger.

Determination of Project Effects

FPPs provide an evaluation of the adverse environmental effects a proposed project may have from
wildland fire. The FPP must provide mitigation for identified impacts to ensure that development
projects do not unnecessarily expose people or structures to a significant loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires. Significance is determined by answering the following guidelines:

Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

The wildland fire risk in the vicinity of the project site has been analyzed and it has been
determined that wildfires may occur in wildland areas adjacent the project site as well as
potentially in any preserved on-site fuels, but would not be significantly increased in frequency,
duration, or size with the construction of the project. In fact, the existing site includes numerous
potential fire issues including unmaintained vegetation. The project would include conversion of
fuels to maintained urban development with designated landscaping and fuel modification areas.
As such, a condensed portion of the site will be largely converted from readily ignited fuels to
ignition resistant structures and landscape, including 250 feet wide fuel modification zones on
the perimeter of the project.

The types of potential ignition sources that currently exist in the area include vehicle and
roadway, electrical transmission line, and machinery associated with agricultural operations and
off-site residential neighborhoods. The project would introduce potential ignition sources, but
would also include conversion of ignitable fuels to lower flammability landscape and include
better access throughout the site, managed and maintained landscapes, more eyes and ears on the
ground, and generally a reduction in the receptiveness of the area’s landscape to ignition. Fires
from off site would not have continuous fuels across this site and would, therefore, be expected
to burn around and/or over the site via spotting. Burning vegetation embers may land on project
structures, but are not likely to result in ignition based on ember decay rates and the types of
non-combustible and ignition resistant materials that will be used on site.

7608-04

D U D E |( 21 June 2018



Fire Protection Plan for the Newland Sierra Project

The Project would comply with applicable fire and building codes and would include a layered
fire protection system designed to current codes and inclusive of site-specific measures that will
result in a Project that is less susceptible to wildfire than surrounding landscapes and that would
facilitate fire fighter and medical aid response.

Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

The project includes fire access throughout the neighborhood and is consistent with the General
Plan, DSFPD Ordinance 2013-01 and SDCCEFC in terms of meeting the 5 minute response travel
time. Fire apparatus access throughout the development will include roads that meet the code
requirements for width, grade, clearance, turnouts, and turnarounds. Fire access on the project
site will be improved from its current condition, which provides only limited access on rugged
dirt/gravel roads. Therefore, the project’s access is considered consistent with code requirements.

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for fire protection?

The project is projected to add a conservatively estimated 818 calls per year to the DSFPD’s
existing call load. The actual number of calls will likely be lower based on several factors, but
is assessed using the DSFPD’s per capita volume. The primary response (first in) would be
provided by Station 12, which has averaged 497 calls per year over the last several years, or
roughly 1.4 calls per day. The addition of 818 calls/year (2.2 calls/day) to a station that
currently responds to 1.4 daily calls is considered substantial, but the capacity for the station to
respond to the additional calls is available, as analyzed in Section 4.2 of this FPP. The
anticipated 3.7 calls per day is below what would be considered a busy station. For
perspective, urban fire stations that respond to five calls per day are considered average and 10
calls per day would be considered a busy station while a suburban/rural station that responds to
roughly 6 calls per day can be considered busy (Hunt 2013). For comparison, Vista Fire
Protection District, San Marcos Fire Department, and City of Escondido Fire Department all
respond to an average of 5 calls per day per station'.

A portion of the project’s parcel tax revenue which includes one-time fees and ongoing annual
assessments, will be allocated to fire protection, which can be used to maintain current levels of

' Dudek 2014. Analysis of Deer Springs Fire Protection District neighboring fire agency call volumes.

Average call volumes are calculated by dividing the total number of annual calls by the number of fire
stations serving those calls
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protection without impacting existing citizens. The final Applicant funding amount will be
determined by the applicant and DSFPD and included in a Fire Service Agreement to be
completed prior to map recordation.

Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

The project will be served by Vallecitos Municipal Water District and sufficient water supplies
will be available to serve the project from existing entitlements and resources. The pressures in
the development will remain above 20 psi at 2,500 gallons per minute when meeting the fire
requirements for the DSFPD. The measures described in the responses to these significance
questions are provided more detail in the following sections.
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2 ANTICIPATED FIRE BEHAVIOR
21 Fire History

Fire history is an important component of an FPP. Fire history information can provide an
understanding of fire frequency, fire type, most vulnerable project areas, and significant ignition
sources, amongst others. Appendix B — the Newland Sierra Vicinity Fire History Exhibit presents
a graphical view of the project area’s recorded fire history. As presented in the exhibit, there
have been several fires recorded by CAL FIRE in their FRAP database (FRAP 2014) % in the
direct vicinity of the project site. The most notable fire, occurring to the north and east of the
project site, was the 1969 Moosa Fire. That fire burned 6,900 acres in 1969 and spread within
1,200 feet of the Newland Sierra project site, opposite I-15. A total of three fires are noted within
1 mile of the project site dating back to 1969. This information excludes fires less than 10 acres.
There have been multiple fires throughout North County inland including two fires along Old
Castle Road to the east of the project area and numerous fires along the I-15 corridor to the north
and south of the project area during the summer of 2006. Rapid and overwhelming response to
these fires has resulted in their containment before they could grow to the size that would include
them in CAL FIRE’s database. Similarly, more recent fires are not included in the database until
their data are loaded by CAL FIRE. For example, the May 2014 fire that occurred near SR 76
and Old Highway 395 in the Bonsall area of San Diego County would not be included in the
database. That fire, burned a substantial acreage (just under 400 acres), and was roughly 6 miles
north of the northern boundary of the Newland Sierra project site. It occurred during a Red Flag
Warning, initially alluded containment, and caused evacuations of approximately 2000 residents.

As indicated, portions of the Newland Sierra project’s landscape and some areas to the east and
west of I-15 have not burned in 100 years or more. The Merriam Mountains, as with much of the
open space in the region, in their present state, represent a potential threat to the many existing
homes scattered along Deer Springs Road, the small avocado and citrus ranches and homes along
the western side of the Merriam Mountains and the City of San Marcos and beyond, which are all
at immediate risk from a Santa Ana wind driven wildfire. One scenario San Diego County
firefighters have modeled and pre-planned is a Santa Ana wind driven wildfire igniting to the east
of, and jumping the I-15 freeway from the northeast, or sourcing on the west side of the I-15
freeway and burning up the slopes, across the Newland Sierra project site and into the expanding
City of San Marcos and other neighboring downwind communities. The proposed Newland Sierra

Based on polygon GIS data from CAL FIRE’s Fire and Resource Assessment Program (FRAP), which includes
data from CAL FIRE, USDA Forest Service Region 5, BLM, NPS, Contract Counties and other agencies. The
data set is a comprehensive fire perimeter GIS layer for public and private lands throughout the state and covers
fires 10 acres and greater between 1878-2013.
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community will provide a substantial fuel break, significantly interrupting the continuous fuels
currently found within the southern portion of the Merriam Mountains.

2.2 Fire Behavior Modeling

Following site evaluation and vegetative fuels data collection efforts, fire behavior modeling was
conducted to document the type and intensity of fire that would be expected on the project site
given characteristic site features including topography, vegetation, and weather. Dudek utilized
FlamMap, which is a graphics-based GIS model that utilizes the same fire spread algorithms
contained in the BehavePlus software package. The advantage of FlamMap modeling is that it
evaluates anticipated site-wide fire intensity and flame length values based on variations in
topography and vegetative cover and provides a graphical output that can be evaluated on site
maps, whereas BehavePlus provides a tabular output. BehavePlus was utilized for specific target
areas for confirmation of FlamMap results.

221 Modeling History

Fire behavior modeling has been used by researchers for approximately 50 years to predict how a
fire will move through a given landscape (Linn 2003). The models have had varied complexities
and applications throughout the years. One model has become the most widely used for
predicting fire behavior on a given landscape. That model, known as “BEHAVE”, was
developed by the U. S. Government (USDA Forest Service, Rocky Mountain Research Station)
and has been in use since 1984. Since that time, it has undergone continued research,
improvements, and refinement. The current version, BehavePlus, 5.0.5, includes the latest
updates incorporating years of research and testing. Numerous studies have been completed
testing the validity of the fire behavior models’ ability to predict fire behavior given site specific
inputs. One of the most successful ways the model has been improved has been through post-
wildfire modeling (Brown 1972, Lawson 1972, Sneeuwjagt and Frandsen 1977, Andrews 1980,
Brown 1982, Rothermel and Rinehart 1983, Bushey 1985, McAlpine and Xanthopoulos 1989,
Grabner, et. al. 1994, Marsden-Smedley and Catchpole 1995, Grabner 1996, Alexander 1998,
Grabner et al. 2001, Arca et al. 2005). In this type of study, Behave is used to model fire
behavior based on pre-fire conditions in an area that recently burned. Real-world fire behavior,
documented during the wildfire, can then be compared to the prediction results of Behave and
refinements to the fuel models incorporated, retested, and so on.

Fire behavior modeling includes a high level of analysis and information detail to arrive at
reasonably accurate representations of how wildfire would move through available fuels on a
given site. Fire behavior calculations are based on site specific fuel characteristics supported
by fire science research that analyzes heat transfer related to specific fire behavior. FlamMap, a
GIS-based fire behavior software application that uses the same principles as BehavePlus was
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used to provide useful graphical displays of the modeling output. Additionally, fire behavior
for the Highway Fire in May of 2014 was reviewed since it occurred in similar terrain and
fuels as occur on site. A Fire Captain on duty on May 12, 2015, was interviewed from CAL
FIRE’s Miller Station. He responded to the Highway Fire on May 15, 2015, and confirmed that
flame lengths were in the 50 feet tall range with longer flame lengths in the Ravine bottoms
where oak trees and larger shrubs were involved. Fire behavior models indicate a similar burn
would occur with average flame lengths between 40 and 70 feet and jackpot fuels producing
flame lengths of an estimated 100 feet.

Predicting wildland fire behavior is not an exact science. As such, the minute-by-minute
movement of a fire will probably never be predictable, especially when considering the variable
state of weather and the fact that weather conditions are typically estimated from forecasts made
many hours before a fire. Nevertheless, field-tested and experienced judgment in assessing the
fire environment, coupled with a systematic method of calculating fire behavior yields
surprisingly accurate results. To be used effectively, the basic assumptions and limitations of fire
behavior modeling applications must be understood.

e First, it must be realized that the fire model describes fire behavior only in the flaming
front. The primary driving force in the predictive calculations is the dead fuels less than
0.25 inches in diameter. These are the fine fuels that carry fire. Fuels greater than 1 inch
have little effect, while fuels greater than 3 inches have no effect on fire behavior.

e Second, the model bases calculations and descriptions on a wildfire spreading through
surface fuels that are within 6 feet of the ground and contiguous to the ground. Surface
fuels are often classified as grass, brush, litter, or slash.

e Third, the software assumes that weather and topography are uniform. However, because
wildfires almost always burn under non-uniform conditions, creating their own weather,
length of projection period and choice of fuel model must be carefully considered to
obtain useful predictions.

e Fourth, fire behavior computer modeling systems are not intended for determining
sufficient fuel modification zone/defensible space widths. However, it does provide the
average length of the flames, which is a key element for determining defensible space
distances for minimizing structure ignition.

Although FlamMap has limitations, it can still provide valuable fire behavior predictions, which
can be used as a tool in the decision-making process. In order to make reliable estimates of fire
behavior, one must understand the relationship of fuels to the fire environment and be able to
recognize the variations in these fuels. Natural fuels are made up of the various components of
vegetation, both live and dead, that occur in a particular landscape. The type and quantity will
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depend upon soil, climate, geographic features, and fire history. The major fuel groups of grass,
shrub, trees, and slash are defined by their constituent types and quantities of litter and duff
layers, dead woody material, grasses and forbs, shrubs, regeneration, and trees. Fire behavior can
be predicted largely by analyzing the characteristics of these fuels. Fire behavior is affected by
seven principal fuel characteristics: fuel loading, size and shape, compactness, horizontal
continuity, vertical arrangement, moisture content, and chemical properties.

The seven fuel characteristics help define the 13 standard fire behavior fuel models (Anderson
1982) and the more recent custom fuel models developed for Southern California (Weise and
Regelbrugge 1997). According to the model classifications, fuel models used for fire behavior
modeling (BehavePlus, FlamMap, FARSITE) have been classified into four groups, based upon
fuel loading (tons/acre), fuel height, and surface-to-volume ratio. Observation of the fuels in the
field (on site) determines which fuel models should be applied in modeling efforts. The
following describes the distribution of fuel models among general vegetation types for the
standard 13 fuel models and the custom Southern California fuel models:

e Grasses — Fuel Models 1 through 3

e Brush — Fuel Models 4 through 7, SCAL 14 through 18

e Timber — Fuel Models 8 through 10

e Logging slash — Fuel Models 11 through 13.
In addition, the aforementioned fuel characteristics were utilized in the recent development of 40
new fire behavior fuel models (Scott and Burgan 2005) developed for use in the BehavePlus,
FlamMap, and FARSITE modeling systems. These new models attempt to improve the accuracy
of the 13 standard fuel models outside of severe fire season conditions, and to allow for the
simulation of fuel treatment prescriptions. The following describes the distribution of fuel
models among general vegetation types for the 40 new fuel models: f

e Non-burnable — Models NB1, NB2, NB3, NB&, NB9

e Grass — Models GR1 through GR9

e Grass shrub — Models GS1 through GS4

e Shrub — Models SH1 through SH9

e Timber understory — Models TU1 through TUS

e Timber litter — Models TL1 through TL9

e Slash blowdown — Models SB1 through SB4.
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Table 3 provides a description of 9 fuel models (including one non-burnable model) coded
for the site that were subsequently used in the on-site, existing condition FlamMap analysis
for this project.

Table 3
On-Site Fuel Model Characteristics — Existing Condition

Fuel Model Description Land Cover Classification Canopy Cover Value
0 Non-burnable Urban/Developed 0
GR1 Short, Sparse Dry Climate Grass Freshwater Marsh 0
GR4 Moderate Load, Dry Climate Grass | Disturbed Habitat, Non-native Grassland 0
SH2 Moderate Load Dry Climate Shrub Coastal Sage Scrub, Coastal Sage Scrub - 0

Baccharis Dominated, Flat-topped Buckwheat,
Mulefat Scrub, Southern Willow

Scrub/Tamarisk Scrub
SH5 High Load, Dry Climate Shrub Coastal Sage — Chaparral Transition, Southern 0
Mixed Chaparral
SH7 Very High Load, Dry Climate Shrub | Scrub Oak Chaparral 0
TL3 Moderate Load Conifer Litter Agriculture 0
TL6 Moderate Load Broadleaf Litter Eucalyptus Woodland, Orchard, Coast Live 2 (Eucalyptus
Oak Woodland, Oak Riparian Forest Woodland, Orchard,
Coast Live Oak
Woodland), 3 (Oak
Riparian Forest
TL8 Long-Needle Litter Southern Willow Scrub 1

2.2.2 FlamMap Analysis

FlamMap software was utilized to graphically depict potential fire behavior for the project site.
FlamMap utilizes the same fire spread equations built into the BehavePlus software package, but
allows for a geographical presentation of fire behavior outputs as it applies the calculations to
each pixel in the associated GIS landscape (Finney 2006). Both summer weather conditions (on-
shore flow) and more extreme fall weather conditions (off-shore, Santa Ana conditions) were
modeled for both the existing site condition and the proposed post-development site condition.

2.2.2.1 FlamMap Fuel Model Inputs

FlamMap software requires a minimum of five (5) separate input files that represent field
conditions in the analysis area, including elevation, slope, aspect, fuel model, and canopy cover.
Each of these files was created as a raster GIS file using ArcGIS 10.2.2 software, exported as an
ASCII grid file, then utilized in creating a FARSITE Landscape file that served as the base for
the FlamMap runs. The resolution of each grid file and associated ASCII file that was used in the
models described herein is 3 meters, based on available digital terrain data sets for San Diego
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County (SANGIS 2014). In addition to the Landscape file, wind and weather data are
incorporated into the model inputs. The output fire behavior variables chosen for each of the
modeling runs was flame length (measured in feet) and spread rate (feet/minute).

The following paragraphs provide descriptions of the input and output variables used in
processing the FlamMap models. In addition, data sources are cited and any assumptions made
during the modeling process are described.

Elevation

Elevation data were derived from a SANGIS Digital Elevation Model (DEM) file, projected in
the NAD 1983, California State Plane, Zone 6 coordinate system with 3-meter ground resolution.
Elevation on the site ranges from 621-1,755 feet AMSL. These data were utilized to create an
elevation grid file, using units of feet above sea level. The elevation data are a required input file
for FlamMap runs and are necessary for adiabatic adjustment of temperature and humidity and
for conversion of fire spread between horizontal and slope distances.

Slope

Using ArcGIS Spatial Analyst tools, a slope grid file was generated from the elevation grid file
described above. Slope measurements utilized values in percent of inclination from horizontal.
Slope values in the analysis area range from 0%—184%. The slope input file is necessary for
computing slope effects on fire spread and solar radiance.

Aspect

Using ArcGIS Spatial Analyst tools, an aspect grid file was generated from the elevation grid file
described above. The aspect values utilized were azimuth degrees. Aspect values are important
in determining the solar exposure of grid cells.

Fuel Model

Vegetation coverage data in the form of a GIS shapefile (Dudek 2014) were used in this analysis
to create a fuel model file for existing conditions, which was derived from vegetative cover data
mapped for the analysis area (on-site and within a 100-foot project buffer). Vegetation mapping
data was utilized in field efforts to classify vegetation cover type with an appropriate fuel model.
Fuel model assignments for existing vegetation are presented in Table 2.

To analyze post-development fire behavior, a separate fuel model shapefile was created using the
existing vegetation coverage and reclassifying fuels based on location within the proposed
development. All fuels within areas proposed for conversion to non-fuel types (e.g., roads,
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driveways, structures) were reclassified as Fuel Model “0” to represent developed, non-
combustible land uses. Post-development fuel model classification for non-developed areas

within the project site were classified as follows:

e Fuel Modification Zone 1: Fuel Model 8

e Fuel Modification Zone 2: Fuel Model SH1

Table 4 provides a description of 11 fuel models (including one non-burnable model) coded for
the post-development site condition (including developed and non-developed areas) that were
subsequently used in the on-site, post-development FlamMap analysis for this project.

Table 4

On-Site Fuel Model Characteristics — Post-Development Condition

Canopy Cover
Fuel Model Description Land Cover Classification Value
0 Non-burnable Urban/Developed 0
8 Closed Timber Litter Fuel Modification Zone 1 0
GR1 Short, Sparse Dry Climate Grass Freshwater Marsh 0
GR4 Moderate Load, Dry Climate Grass Disturbed Habitat, Non-native Grassland 0
SH1 Low Load Dry Climate Shrub Fuel Modification Zone 2 0
SH2 Moderate Load Dry Climate Shrub Coastal Sage Scrub, Coastal Sage Scrub — 0
Baccharis Dominated, Flat-topped Buckwheat,
Mulefat Scrub, Southern Willow
Scrub/Tamarisk Scrub
SH5 High Load, Dry Climate Shrub Coastal Sage — Chaparral Transition, 0
Southern Mixed Chaparral
SH7 Very High Load, Dry Climate Shrub Scrub Oak Chaparral 0
TL3 Moderate Load Conifer Litter Agriculture 0
TL6 Moderate Load Broadleaf Litter Eucalyptus Woodland, Orchard, Coast Live 2 (Eucalyptus
Oak Woodland, Oak Riparian Forest Woodland, Orchard,
Coast Live Oak
Woodland), 3 (Oak
Riparian Forest
TL8 Long-Needle Litter Southern Willow Scrub 1

Once fuel model values were assigned to vegetation or land cover types, the vector-based
vegetation data files (existing and proposed) were converted to grid files for inclusion in
FlamMap modeling.

DUDEK
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Canopy Cover

Canopy Cover is a required raster file for FlamMap operations. It is necessary for computing
shading and wind reduction factors for all fuel models. Canopy cover is measured as the
horizontal fraction of the ground that is covered directly overhead by tree canopy. Crown closure
refers to the ecological condition of relative tree crown density. Stands can be said to be “closed”
to recruitment of canopy trees but still only have 40% or 50% canopy cover. Coverage units can
be categories (0—4) or percentage values (0—100).

For the purposes of the FlamMap analysis, Dudek utilized vegetation type classifications to
determine canopy cover assignments. Canopy cover assignments are presented in Tables 3
and 4, by fuel model.

Weather

Fire behavior modeling conducted in support of this FPP utilized the guidelines and standards
presented by the County of San Diego, Department of Planning and Land Use (County of San
Diego 2010). These guidelines identify acceptable fire weather inputs for fire conditions during
summer months and Santa Ana fire weather patterns. The County analyzed and processed fire
weather from Remote Automated Weather Stations (RAWS) between April 15 to December 31
in order to represent the general limits of the fire season. Data provided by the County’s analysis
included temperature, relative humidity, and sustained wind speed and is categorized by weather
zone, including Maritime, Coastal, Transitional, Interior, and Desert.

As identified in the County’s guidelines, Dudek utilized the Fine Dead Fuel Moisture (FDFM)
tool within BehavePlus (v. 5.0.5) fire behavior modeling software package to determine fuel
moisture values to be input into the FlamMap runs discussed in this FPP. The temperature,
relative humidity, and wind speed data for the Transitional (SANGIS 2014) weather zone were
utilized for this FPP based on the project’s location. Reference fuel moistures were calculated in
the FDFM tool and were based on site-specific topographic data inputs. Table 5 summarizes the
FDFM in puts and the resulting fine dead fuel moisture values. Table 6 presents the fire behavior
modeling input variables for the project site.

Table 5
BehavePlus Fine Dead Fuel Moisture Calculation

Variable Summer Weather Peak Weather
Dry Bulb Temperature 90-109 deg. F 90-109 deg. F
Relative Humidity 10-14% 5-9%
Reference Fuel Moisture 2% 1%
Month May June July May June July
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Table 5
BehavePlus Fine Dead Fuel Moisture Calculation

Variable Summer Weather Peak Weather
Time of Day 12:00 - 13:59 12:00 - 13:59
Elevation Difference Level (within 1,000 ft.) Level (within 1,000 ft.)
Slope 30% + 30% +
Aspect West West
Fuel Shading Exposed (< and > 50% shading) Exposed (< and > 50% shading)
Fuel Moisture Correction 1% 1%
Fine Dead Fuel Moisture 3% 2%
Table 6
Fire Behavior Modeling Inputs
Peak Weather Condition
Variable Summer Weather Condition (offshore/Santa Ana Condition)
Fuel Models variable variable
1h Moisture 3% 2%
10h Moisture 6% 3%
100h Moisture 8% 5%
Live Herbaceous Moisture 60% 30%
Live Woody Moisture 90% 50%
20-foot Wind Speed (upslope/downslope) 19 mph 41 mph
Wind Direction 225° 45°

2.2.2.2 FlamMap Fuel Model Outputs

Two output grid files were generated for each of the FlamMap runs and represents flame
length (feet) and spread rate (feet/minute) in existing and proposed site conditions during
Summer and Peak weather scenarios. Flame length, the length of the flame of a spreading
surface fire within the flaming front, is measured from midway in the active flaming
combustion zone to the average tip of the flames (Andrews, Bevins, and Seli 2008). It is a
somewhat subjective and non-scientific measure of fire behavior, but is extremely important to
fireline personnel in evaluating fireline intensity and is worth considering as an important fire
variable (Rothermel 1991). The information in Table 7 presents an interpretation of flame
length and its relationship to fireline intensity.
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Table 7
Fire Suppression Interpretation

Flame Length (feet) | Fireline Intensity (Btu/ft/s) Interpretations
Under 4 Under 100 Fires can generally be attacked at the head or flanks by persons using
hand tools. Hand line should hold the fire.
4-8 100-500 Fires are too intense for direct attack on the head by persons using

hand tools. Hand line cannot be relied on to hold the fire. Equipment
such as dozers, pumpers, and retardant aircraft can be effective.

8-11 500-1,000 Fires may present serious control problems—torching out, crowning,
and spotting. Control efforts at the fire head will probably be ineffective.
Over 11 Over 1,000 Crowning, spotting, and major fire runs are probable. Control efforts at

head of fire are ineffective.

Source: BehavePlus 5.0.5 Online Documentation, March 16, 2010. BehavePlus Fire Modeling System: Version 4.0 User's Guide (Andrews,
Bevins, and Seli 2008)

Maps depicting flame length values for the Summer weather scenario and the Peak weather scenario
are included in Appendices C-1 and C-2, respectively. The fire behavior modeling results vary
depending on topography and fuel type. As FlamMap utilizes site-specific digital terrain data
(including slope, vegetation, aspect, and elevation data) slight variations in predicted flame length
values can be observed based on fluctuations of these attributes across the landscape. As presented,
wildfire behavior in each of the fuel types varies depending on weather conditions.

When classifying vegetation types into fuel models, efforts were made to most accurately
represent the fuel type observed. However, the scale at which the vegetation mapping was
conducted did not allow for small-scale fuel mapping within a larger vegetation type
classification. For example, small pockets of tall grass within a larger area classified as scrub
were not separated for this analysis. Second, the fuel models selected to represent post-developed
conditions were selected based on expected fire behavior in these fuel types, as no available fuel
models exist for managed and/or irrigated landscape vegetation.

2.2.3 BehavePlus Analysis

In addition to the FlamMap analysis conducted for the project and described above, an analysis
utilizing the BehavePlus software package was conducted to evaluate fire behavior variables and
to provide a verification of FlamMap outputs. Utilizing the dominant on-site vegetation
(chaparral, Fuel Model SHS5), 90th percentile slope values for the site (65% slope), and the Peak
and Summer wind and fuel moisture values included in the FlamMap runs, fire behavior
calculations were conducted, with the results presented in Table 8.
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Table 8
BehavePlus Fire Behavior Modeling Results
Scenario Flame Length (feet) Rate of Spread (mph) Spotting Distance (miles)
Summer (19 mph winds) 32.7 4.3 1.0
Peak (41 mph winds) 66.6 17.3 28

Note: Flame lengths are based on the use of a customized fuel model (SH 7) developed for Southern California chaparral that more accurately
portrays how chaparral on this site would burn compared to the over-predicting SH-4 model, which has been shown to produce more
aggressive fire behavior than typically occurs within Southern California fuels (Weise and Regelbrugge 1997).

As presented in Table 8, wildfire behavior in non-treated heavy chaparral, presented as a Fuel
Model SHS, represents the most extreme conditions, varying with different wind speeds. In this
case, flame lengths can be expected to reach up to approximately 33 feet with 19 mph wind
speeds (Summer condition) and 67 feet with 41 mph wind speeds (Peak condition). Spread rates
range from 4.3 mph (Summer) to 17.3 mph (Peak). Spotting distances, where airborne embers
can ignite new fires downwind of the initial fire, range from 1.0 miles (Summer condition) to 2.8
miles (Peak condition).

It should be noted that the results presented in Table 4 depict values based on inputs to the
BehavePlus software. The Fire Protection Plan prepared for a previous project at this location utilized
an older, over predicting fuel model for much of the site’s chaparral and predicted flame lengths in
excess of 100 feet. While there may be pockets of fuels that would produce flame lengths on that
order, the average flame lengths across the site’s chaparral are predicted to be 67 feet. The model
used in this analysis is a custom model that was designed by the USFS to more accurately represent
southern California chaparral. Changes in slope, weather, or pockets of different fuel types are not
accounted for in this analysis. Model results should be used as a basis for planning only, as actual fire
behavior for a given location will be affected by many factors, including unique weather patterns,
small-scale topographic variations, or changing vegetation patterns.

224 Fire Behavior Summary

2.2.4.1 Existing Condition

Appendices C-1 and C-2 present graphical representations prepared by Dudek using FlamMap
GIS based fire behavior modeling software. As presented, wildfire behavior in non-treated heavy
chaparral, presented as a SHS5, varies based on timing of fire. A worst case summer fire (Summer
condition) would result in a fire spreading at a rate of up to 4.3 miles per hour (mph). During a
fall fire with gusty Santa Ana (Peak condition) winds and low fuel moisture, fire is expected to
be fast moving at up to 17.3 mph with highest flame length values reaching approximately 67
feet in specific portions of the property. Spotting is projected to occur up to nearly 1.0 mile
during a summer fire and nearly 2.8 miles during a fall fire.
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2.2.4.2 Post-development Condition

As illustrated in Appendix D, Dudek conducted modeling of the site, including post-FMZ fuel
reductions recommended for this project. Fuel modification includes establishment of irrigated
and thinned zones on the periphery of the project’s neighborhoods and roads as well as interior
landscape requirements. For modeling the post-FMZ treatment condition, fuel model
assignments were re-classified for the developed landscape (Fuel Model 0), Fuel Modification
Zone 1 (including vineyards) (Fuel Model 8), and Fuel Modification Zone 2 (Fuel Model
SHI). Fuel model assignments for all other areas remained the same as those classified for the
existing condition. As depicted, the fire intensity and flame lengths in untreated, biological
open space areas would remain the same. Conversely, the FMZ areas experience a significant
reduction in flame length and intensity. The 67-foot tall flames predicted during pre-treatment
modeling are reduced to 10 feet tall at the outer edges of the FMZ and to 3 by the time the
inner portions of the FMZ are reached.
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3 ANALYSIS OF PROJECT EFFECTS
3.1 Field Assessment

Dudek conducted a field assessment of the project site on February 19, 2014, in order to
confirm/acquire site information, document existing site conditions, and to determine potential
actions for addressing the protection of the project’s structures. While on site, Dudek assessed
the area’s topography, natural vegetation and fuel loading, surrounding land use and general
susceptibility to wildfire. Among the field tasks that were completed are:

e Vegetation estimates and mapping refinements

e Fuel load analysis

e Topographic features documentation

e Photograph documentation

e Confirmation/verification of hazard assumptions
e Ingress/egress documentation.

e Meetings with fire agencies dating to 2013 and as recently as May 2015
3.2 Fire Response
321 Fire Facilities

The project is located within the Deer Springs Fire Protection District (DSFPD) and the County
of San Diego. DSFPD is provided fire service through a contract with CAL FIRE, which
provides staffing for the District. DSFPD currently operates three Fire Stations, all of which
could respond to a fire or medical emergency at the site. Table 9 provides a summary of the
DSFPD’s fire and emergency medical delivery system.

Table 9
Deer Springs Fire Protection District Fire and Emergency Medical Delivery System
Fire Station Address Staffing Apparatus
11 8709 Circle R Drive 3; with one Medic; plus | 1 Type | and 1 Reserve Type | engine and
(Headquarters) Escondido, California 92026 2 private medics on one medic ambulance

760.749.8001 ambulance

12 1321 Deer Springs Road 3; with one Medic One Type | and one Type Il engine
Escondido, California 92069
760.741.5512
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Table 9
Deer Springs Fire Protection District Fire and Emergency Medical Delivery System

Fire Station Address Staffing Apparatus

13 10308 Meadow Glen Way West | 3; with one Medic 1 Type | and 1 Reserve Type | engine
Escondido, California 92026
760.751.0820

Note: The CAL FIRE Miller Station located at 9127 West Lilac Road includes 1 Type Ill engine staffed by 3 EMTs for most of the year and 2
EMTSs during the Amador period. . However, it is not a DSFPD station.

The closest station is FS 12, located at 1321 Deer Springs Road, which staffs a minimum of three
firefighters 24 hours per day/seven days per week and houses one Type I Engine and a Type III
engine. Secondary response would be provided from other DSFPD Fire Stations as needed. Station
13 is the next closest DSFPD station and is located in the Hidden Meadows community at 10308
Meadow Glen Way East. The station staffs three on-duty, 24-hours per day and houses a Type I
and a reserve Type I engine. Station 11, DSFPD’s headquarters, is located at 8709 Circle R Drive
and houses a Type I and a reserve Type I engine as well as a private paramedic ambulance.

There is a closest unit boundary drop in effect for several fire agencies in north SD County.
Units dispatched by Northcom include North County Fire Protection District, Vista Fire
Protection District, San Marcos Fire Protection District, , Pala, Oceanside Fire Department,
and Rancho Santa Fe Fire Protection District. Vehicles have automatic vehicle locators (AVL)
and CAL FIRE, through San Diego County Fire Authority funding, is being outfitted with
AVL’s so that the dispatch center CAD system can locate and dispatch the closest units to the
emergency. The dispatch center for the auto aid units is Northcom. CAL FIRE Monte Vista
dispatch center dispatches the CAL FIRE operated DSFPD units. If automatic aid units are
needed, Monte Vista notifies Northcom via a CAD system with very little delay. CAL FIRE
dispatch center is the secondary public safety answering point (PSAP). All 911 calls in DSFPD
are routed to CAL FIRE first.

3.2.2 Emergency Response Travel Time Coverage

The project Facility Availability Form (Appendix E) provided by the DSFPD Fire Chief provides
Fire Department input regarding travel time.

Dudek conducted a GIS-based travel time coverage modeling effort in order to determine if the
project meets the General Plan’s 5 minute travel time standard applicable to this project.
Following compilation of all necessary data layers received from project applicants and acquired
via publicly available sources, Dudek verified that all data layers were in the California State
Plane Zone 6 coordinate system with units in feet. A network data set was then created utilizing
ESRI’s Network Analyst extension in the Arc Catalog module. The data set was created by
merging the existing centerline street layer, acquired from SANGIS (2014), with the proposed
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Newland Sierra Project centerline street data, provided by project applicants, and assigning
parameters to the created data set. Several parameters are available during the creation of a
network data set and include elevation constraints, U-turn capabilities, curb approach direction
and travel impedance.

Due to the emergency nature of the response scenarios modeled in this analysis, U-turns were
permitted on every road. Curb approach determines on which side of the street the vehicle needs
to approach and includes three options, left, right, or either. The ‘either’ option was selected for
all roads in this analysis based on the emergency nature of the response situations. Finally, travel
impedance was utilized to include the effect of speed limits on response travel time. A custom
impedance value was created for each road segment and was a function of road segment distance
(miles) divided by speed (mph). This value was utilized in Network Analyst calculations for both
modeling types and reflected the time necessary for a vehicle to cover the distance of the road
segment. Speed was set at 35 mph, consistent with National Fire Protection Association (NFPA)
1142 Table C.11(b). Speed was adjusted for one road segment based on input from the DSFPD
to adjust for a steep grade that could slow down a responding engine.

Once the network data set parameters were finalized, the route analysis was run using the
Network Analyst extension in ArcGIS 10.2.2. This function determines the best route
between a minimum of two points based on the parameters chosen. The analysis includes
only response from Station 12 throughout the Newland Sierra project and surrounding areas
where roads provide access. A route analysis procedure was then run using Network Analyst
with the fire station as the starting point, and a remote location within the Newland Sierra
Project as the destination. The map depicting Station 12’s 5 minute coverage area is
presented in Figure 4. As indicated, modeling results indicate that station 12 can reach the entire
project area within 5 minutes travel, consistent with the General Plan Safety Element.

In summary, initial fire response for the improved portions of the Newland Sierra project area
will be provided by DSFPD’s station 12, due to its proximities that enable response within five
minutes travel to all improved areas. In addition to station 12, Stations 11 and 13 can also
respond to the project within 10 minutes to round out the effective firefighting force. In addition,
San Marcos Fire Protection District, and Escondido Fire Department, as well as other north
county fire agencies, are parties to automatic aid or mutual aid agreements. These agreements
provide additional resources during emergency conditions. Wildland areas adjacent to the project
are the responsibility of CAL FIRE due to their State Responsibility Area designation. DSFPD,
along with other area agencies, respond simultaneously with CAL FIRE for wildland fires
through a coordinated local agency response system.
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3.3 Estimated Calls and Demand for Service from the Project

As presented in Table 10, over the last three years, Station 12 has ranged between 487 (2012)
and 518 (2014) calls per year, averaging between 1.33 and 1.42 calls per day, respectively. The
most recent three year average call volume is 1.33 calls per day (DSFPD 2015).

Table 10
Deer Springs Fire Protection District Call Volume Totals 2012-2014
Station 12
Response within IA 2012 2013 2014
Medical Aid = MA 323 356 320
Vegetation Fire = VEG 17 12 13
Structure Fire = STR 5 8 7
Other Fires 94 110 93
Hazardous Material Response =HAZ 7 3 5
Law Enforcement 0 0 1
Public Assists/Others 41 29 49
Annual Total Responses 487 518 488
Total Calls Per Day 1.3 1.4 1.3
3 Year Average Calls Per Day 1.4

Further, Station 11 has responded to the highest number of calls each year from January 2012
through December 2014, averaging approximately 2.0 calls per day (high in 2014 was 2.1 calls
per day). Station 13 responds to the fewest calls over that same three year period, averaging 1.1
calls per day (high in 2013 was 1.1 calls per day).

The estimated incident call volume at buildout from the Newland Sierra Project site is based on a
conservative estimate of the maximum potential number of persons on site at any given time
combining all phases and uses together (considered a “worst case” scenario). The project
includes 2,135 residential units, 81,000 square feet of commercial retail uses, 36 acres of parks,
and a 6-acre, 555-student school site. The school site and the parks have been sized in
accordance with the project’s student generation and resident population, respectively. The vast
majority of the students and park users would be from the same population residing in the
project. The retail uses have also been sized in accordance with the project residents’ needs and
an internal capture rate of 15% was used in the project’s Traffic Impact Analysis to calculate the
number of trips going to the retail coming from the project’s residential neighborhoods. A total
population of 6,600 people was calculated for the “worst case” scenario. Table 11 below
summarizes the population calculations for each of the project’s uses to derive this population
calculation of 6,600 people:
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Table 11
Newland Sierra Population Calculations
Use Formula Population

Residential Areas 2,135 Dwelling Units x 2.84 PPH 6,064
School Site 25% x 555 Students + 26 teachers/administrators 2 165
Commercial Areas 85% x (81K SQ x 4 parking spaces/1K SQ x 1.2 PPV) 3 331
Parks, Other Project Areas 4 40

Total Population 6,600

' The County uses a persons per household (PPH) number of 2.84.

2 This estimate is based off of 25% of the students being from outside the project and a school with 22 teachers and four
administrators/other personnel on site.

3 This estimate is based off of an internal capture rate of 15% for the retail (confer Sierra TIA April 2017), a parking ratio of 4 spaces per
1,000 square feet of retail (confer Sierra Specific Plan Section 3.5.2), and 1.2 people per vehicle (based on a conservative carpool ratio
consistent with carpool ratios for the area and San Diego region). Effectively, this estimate is based on the retail parking being 100%
occupied net of the project’s residents.

4 An additional 40 users (net of the project’s residents) was assumed to be using the parks or other areas of the project at any given time.

Therefore, the applicant provided numbers are used in this analysis. San Diego County fire
Authority has utilized an estimate of 82 annual calls per 1,000 population based on the number
of annual calls divided by the population x 1,000. The DSFPD’s per capita call generation is
1,609 average annual calls divided by 13,000 persons = 0.124 calls per person x 1,000 = 124
calls per 1,000 persons, significantly higher than the County average. This is estimated to be due
to the calls related to the large senior population and I-15 related incidents. As a conservative
approach, this FPP uses DSFPD’s current call volume to calculate the project’s projected call
generation. The project’s estimated 6,600 maximum residents and visitors/guests would generate
up to 818.4 calls per year (roughly 2.2 calls per day), 85% of which (695 per year) are expected
to be medical-related calls.

Medical calls are the largest component of the District’s call volume, and reflects the District’s
population, 30% of which is in the “over 65 age bracket. Typical fire department, especially
urban department’s call volume, includes 80% or more medical related responses. Residents over
the age 65 collectively use over two times more EMS service as compared to younger
population, and those over 85 collectively use over three times more EMS service (Blanda 2005).

3.4 Response Capability Impact Assessment and Mitigation

The available firefighting and emergency medical resources in the vicinity of the project site
include an assortment of fire apparatus and equipment considered fully capable of responding to
the type of fires potentially occurring within and adjacent the project. Existing DSFPD fire
station facilities from which response will occur vary in overall condition.

The Newland Sierra project includes a large number of new homes and service level
requirements. The community is projected to possibly double Station 12’°s current call volume.
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The requirements described in this FPP are designed to aid firefighting personnel and minimize
the demand placed on the existing emergency service system.

The project will enter into a Fire Service Agreement with DSFPD to provide funding that will
augment the DSFPD’s capabilities for continued provision of high-level service to its primary
jurisdictional area, including the Newland Sierra project. The final funding amount will be
determined by the applicant and DSFPD and included in a Fire Service Agreement to be
completed prior to map recordation.
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4 FIRE SAFETY REQUIREMENTS - INFRASTRUCTURE,
BUILDING IGNITION RESISTANCE, AND DEFENSIBLE SPACE

4.1 Roads
41.1 Access

Site access will comply with the requirements of the San Diego County Consolidated Fire Code
and DSFPD (Section 503.1 and 503.2). The project’s on-site roads will be public and built to the
County’s Public Road Standards. The project includes two options for the off-site portion of
Camino Mayor, one option that follows the existing easement and alignment of the dirt road and
a second option that shifts the off-site portion of the road approximately 1,000 feet to the north.
Under both options, Camino Mayor will be built to County Public Road Standards, open to
traffic in both directions, and connect to Twin Oaks Valley Road where the road connects today.
Under the option where Camino Mayor follows its existing alignment, the portion from
Saddleback Park to Twin Oaks Valley Road (effectively the off-site portion) will be a private
road. Under the northern alignment option for Camino Mayor, the entire length of Camino
Mayor will be a public road. The project site would have two main access roads along Deer
Springs Road at Sarver Lane and Mesa Rock Road, with an additional access point at Camino
Mayor off of North Twin Oaks Valley Road. The main access road at Mesa Rock Road will be a
four-lane entry road built to County Public Road Standards with a median that turns into a four
lane entry road with 58 feet of paving in the Town Center and 34 feet of paving further into the
project site. Inside the Town Center, this road will provide four 12 foot wide travel lanes, a 14
foot wide median, and 5 foot wide bike lanes on the outer edges. Sarver Lane will be a two-lane
entry road built to County Public Road Standards with 40 feet of paving with no parking from
Deer Springs to Sierra Farms Park with two 12 foot wide travel lanes and 8 foot wide paved bike
route/shoulders, then 34 feet wide with no parking from the park up the hill where it connects
with Mesa Rock. Under both options for Camino Mayor, this road will be built with a paved
width of 28 feet with no parking (two 14 foot wide travel lanes) in a 40-foot-wide right of way.
Residential streets will vary between 28 feet to 36 feet in paved width. Parking will not be
allowed on streets with paved widths less than 32 feet.

In summary:

41.2 Road Widths and Circulation

e All on-site roads will be constructed to current County of San Diego Consolidated Fire
Code and DSFPD Road standards, including minimum 24-foot road widths unobstructed
by parking (503.2.1), and shall be improved with asphalt paving materials.
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e All streets within the project, public and private, include on-street parking when there is
at least 32 feet of paved road width. Parking is designated on the Tentative Map road
cross sections (Sheet 2) as “shoulder” and varies between 6 and 8 feet in width.

e Parking will be restricted along red curb painted fire lanes and by posting of signs stating
“No Parking: Fire Lane” correctly marked per the California Vehicle code to preserve the
unobstructed width for emergency response. The signs shall include language identifying the
towing company and their phone number enabling legal enforcement of the no parking areas.

e Turnouts along the primary access road will be provided every 800 to 1,130 feet (average
979 feet) and will meet the DSFPD’s requirements regarding taper and length.

4.1.3 Access and Egress

The project provides roadways throughout each neighborhood as well as three potential ingress/egress
ways. The primary ingress/egress is located at Deer Springs and Mesa Rock Road. Mesa Rock Road
includes 4 lanes at this location and would be 72 feet wide (including 4 travel lanes, median, and bike
lane/shoulders. Sarver Lane is the next project ingress/egress occurring along Deer Springs Road and
will be 40 feet wide with no parking at the entrance to the Sierra Farms Park. The third ingress/egress is
Camino Mayor which intersects North Twin Oaks Valley Road. Camino Mayor will be 28 feet wide
with no parking. These three ingress/egress points occur along Deer Springs Rd., with the eastern
ingress/egress point at Mesa Rock Rd. being separated from the western ingress/egress point at N.
Twin Oaks Valley Rd. (via Camino Mayor) by approximately 2.1 miles.

41.4 Interior Circulation Roads

e Interior circulation roads include all roadways that are considered common or primary
roadways for traffic flow through the site and for fire department access and serving in
excess of two structures. Any dead-end roads serving new buildings that are longer than
150 feet shall have approved provisions for fire apparatus turnaround.

e Fire apparatus turnarounds to include turning radius of a minimum 28 feet, measured to
inside edge of improved width, per Consolidated Fire Code.

e Minimum paved radius width for a cul-de-sac is 42 feet. Cul-de-sac bulbs will have signs
posted “No Parking; Fire Lane.”

e Cul-de-sac bulbs are required on dead-end roads in residential areas where roadways
serve more than two residences.

e Roadways and/or driveways shall provide fire department access to within 150 feet of all
portions of the exterior walls of the first floor of the structures (all structures are sprinklered).
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e Traffic calming devices (including, but not limited to, speed bumps, speed humps, speed
control dips, etc.) shall be prohibited unless approved by the fire code official (Sec. 503.4.1
Traffic calming devices). Vertical clearance along roadways is required to be 13.5 feet. Proper
maintenance is required to ensure that vegetation and trees on roadsides do not grow over or
into the roadway and impede emergency apparatus access. No mature tree trunks shall intrude
into the road. The type of vegetation shall be fire resistant and comply with this plan.

e Existing interior circulation roads shall maintain a 30 feet buffer along either side where
fuel modification/reduction is completed twice per year asis according to specifications
provided in this FPP.

e Angle of approach/departure shall not exceed 7° (12%) (County Consolidated Fire Code,
Section 503.2.7), unless mitigated to approval by the Fire Chief.

e The gradient for a fire apparatus access roadway shall not exceed 15.0%. The fire code
official may allow roadway grades up to 20.0% provided that the roadway surface
conforms to section 503.2.3. The fire code official may require additional mitigation
measures where he deems appropriate. The angle of departure and angle of approach of a
fire access roadway shall not exceed 7 degrees (12%) or as approved by the fire code
official (Sec. 503.2.7 Grade). Any new development which necessitates updating
emergency response maps due to new structures, hydrants, roadways or similar features
shall be required to provide map updates in a format compatible with current department
mapping services and shall be charged a reasonable fee for updating all response maps.
At a minimum, the map updates shall be provided in PDF or a CAD format approved by
the FAHJ (Sec. 505.5 Response map updates).

4.2 Gates

Access gates are not proposed for this project.
4.3 Driveways

Any new structure that is 150 feet or more from a fire apparatus access road shall have a paved
driveway meeting the following specifications:

e Grades shall be less than 15%. If over 15%, they require Portland cement base with
heavy broom finish and in no case can they exceed 20%
e Approved fire apparatus turnouts will be provided every 400 feet if over 600 feet long

e Sec. 503.2.3 Surface. Fire apparatus access road shall be designed and maintained to
support the imposed loads of fire apparatus (not less than 75,000 Ibs. unless authorized by
the FAHJ) and shall be provided with an approved paved surface so as to provide all-
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weather driving capabilities. The paving and sub-base shall be installed to the standards
specified in the County of San Diego Parking Design Manual. A residential driveway
constructed of 3'4" Portland cement concrete may be installed on any slope up to 20%
provided that slopes over 15% have a deep broom finish perpendicular to the direction of
travel or other approvel surface to enhance traction. The fire code official shall establish a
policy identifying acceptable turnarounds for various project types.

e (a) Fire apparatus access roads shall have an unobstructed improved width of not less
than 24 feet, except for single-family residential driveways serving no more than two
single-family dwellings, which shall have a minimum of 16 feet of unobstructed
improved width. Any of the following, which have separated lanes of one-way traffic:
gated entrances with card readers, guard stations or center medians, are allowed, provided
that each lane is not less than 14 feet wide.

e Driveway gates shall comply with this section.

e Driveways shall have 20-foot vegetation management zone on each side.

Identification of roads and structures will comply with the Consolidated Fire Code, Sections
503.3 and 505, as follows:

e Approved numbers and/or addresses shall be placed on all new and existing buildings and
at appropriate additional locations, plainly visible and legible from the street or roadway
fronting the property when approaching from either direction.. The numbers shall
contrast with their background and shall meet the following minimum size standards: 4"
high with a '5" stroke for residential buildings, 6" high with a }4" stroke for commercial
and multi-residential buildings and 12" high with a 1" stroke for industrial buildings.
Additional numbers shall be required where deemed necessary by the fire code official,
such as rear access doors, building corners and entrances to commercial centers. The fire
code official may establish different minimum sizes for numbers for various categories of
projects (Sec. 505.1 Address numbers).

e Multiple structures located off common driveways will include posting structure
identification on structures, on the entrance to individual driveways, and at the entrance
to the common driveway.

o If the structure is 100 feet from the roadway, structure identification should also be
located at the entrance to the driveway.

e Access roads to construction areas shall be completed and paved prior to issuance of
building permits and prior to combustible construction occurring.
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e A lighted directory map, meeting current fire department standards, shall be installed at
the driveway entrance to a residential project or a mobile home park, with more than 15
units. (SDCCFC Sec. 505.4 Directory map)

4.4 Structures
44.1 Ignition-Resistant Structural Requirements

This section outlines ignition-resistant construction (for all structures) that will meet the
requirements of the DSFPD and San Diego County Consolidated Fire Code. The following
construction practices respond to the requirements of the Consolidated Fire Code, Section 4905
and the County Building Code (Chapter 7A), “Construction Methods for Exterior Wildfire
Exposure”. These requirements include the ignition -resistant requirements found in Chapter 7A
of the County Building Code. While these standards will provide a high level of protection to
structures in this development, there is no guarantee of assurance that compliance with these
standards will prevent damage or destruction of structures by fire in all cases.

All new structures will be constructed to DSFPD and SD County standards. Each of the proposed
buildings will comply with the enhanced ignition-resistant construction standards of the latest
County Building Code (Chapter 7A). These requirements address roofs, eaves, exterior walls,
vents, appendages, windows, and doors and result in hardened structures that have been proven
to perform at high levels (resist ignition) during the typically short duration of exposure to
burning vegetation from wildfires.

4.4.2 Structure Setbacks

Although not required by DSFPD, structure setbacks from top of slope can help separate
structures from wildfires. The goal for single-story structures is to achieve a setback of a
minimum of 15 feet horizontally from top of slope to the farthest projection from a roof.The goal
for two-story structures is to provide a setback a minimum of 30 feet horizontally from top of
slope to the farthest projection for a roof. The Newland Sierra project meets the setback for the
majority of the lots. However, there are a total of up to 170 lots that may not be able to provide a
full 30 feet of structure setback (if two story homes are planned). A large percentage of these lots
will be provided additional protections, as described further in Section 6. Some of the identified
lots where the setbacks cannot be fully provided are adjacent internal slopes that will be
landscaped and managed. These lots are not proposed to receive heat deflecting walls. The heat
deflecting view wall potential locations (subject to further study and DSFPD approval) are
depicted in (Figure 7-1).
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443 Additional Requirements and Recommendations Based on Occupancy Type

All retail, commercial, and office buildings will comply with appropriate building codes. The
school will comply with California State Architects Office requirements.

4.5 Fire Protection Systems

45.1 Water

The project will be served by Vallecitos Municipal Water District and sufficient water supplies
will be available to serve the project from existing entitlements and resources. The static water
pressure will remain above 20 psi at 2,500 gallons per minute when meeting the fire
requirements for the DSFPD.

Fire Hydrants

Proposed fire hydrants locations are illustrated in Appendix G (San Diego County Consolidated
Fire Code Section in parentheses).

e Required installations. The location, type and number of fire hydrants connected to a
water supply capable of delivering the required fire flow shall be provided on the public
or private street, or on the site of the premises to be protected or both. Fire hydrants shall
be accessible to the fire department apparatus by roads meeting the requirements of
section 503 (Sec. 507.5.1). Location of fire hydrants. Fire hydrants shall be located as
required by the fire code official using the following criteria and taking into consideration
departmental operational needs. Hydrants shall be located at intersections, at the
beginning radius of cul-de-sacs and at intervals identified in the following tables and
criteria. Hydrants located across heavily traveled roadways shall be not considered as
serving the subject property (Sec. 507.5.1.1).

e Fire hydrant construction and configuration (Sec. 507.5.1.1.3). All fire hydrants shall be
of bronze construction, including all internal parts except seats. Alternative materials may
be used if approved by the fire code official and the local water district having
jurisdiction. The stems shall be designed and installed in a manner that will ensure that
they will not be projected outward from the main body by internal water pressure due to
disassembly. The number and size of fire hydrant outlets shall be as follows:

1. One 4 inch and one 2% inch NST outlet.
2. One 4 inch and two 2% inch NST outlets.

e In some instances the fire code official may require a fire hydrant to have any other
combination of 4 inch and 2/ inch outlets. Prior to the issuance of building permits, the
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applicant shall submit to DSFPD and the County plans demonstrating a water system
capable of handling the fire flow requirements.

o Fire service laterals, valves, and meters will be installed on site as required by the water district.

e Signing of water sources and fire department connections. The fire code official may
require fire hydrants and fire department connections to be identified. Fire hydrants may
be identified by a reflectorized blue marker and fire department connections may be
identified by a reflectorized green marker, with a minimum dimension of 3 inches, in the
center of the travel lane adjacent the water source, or by other methods approved by the
fire code official (Sec. 507.5.7.1).Crash posts will be provided where needed in on-site
areas where vehicles could strike fire hydrants, fire department connections, etc.

Fire Sprinklers

e Where required. Approved automatic fire sprinkler systems shall be installed in all new
structures. For the purpose of fire sprinkler systems, buildings separated by less than 10
feet from adjacent buildings shall be considered one building. Fire barriers and partitions,
regardless of rating, shall not be considered as creating separate buildings for purposes of
determining fire sprinkler requirements. Mezzanines shall be included in the total square
footage calculation (Sec 903.2).

e Exceptions:

1. Group U occupancies not greater than 500 square feet, when the building is more than
20 feet from an adjacent structure or property line.

2. Accessory buildings/barns not greater than 1,000 square feet, and not otherwise
considered enclosed buildings/structures, which are of ignition-resistant construction or
as determined by the fire code official to not present a significant fire hazard.

3. Agricultural buildings constructed of wood or metal frames over which fabric or
similar material is stretched, which are specifically used as green houses are exempt
from the automatic sprinkler requirements unless physically connected to other
structures. Actual system design is subject to final building design and the
occupancy types in the structure.

45.2 Fire Alarm Systems

e All residential units shall have electric-powered, hard-wired smoke detectors in
compliance with County of San Diego Consolidated Fire Code. Hard-wired smoke alarms
are to be equipped with battery backup.
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e All multi-family and commercial structures are to be equipped with an electronically
supervised fire alarm and detection system.

4.6 Defensible Space/Fuel Modification Zones
46.1 Zones and Permitted Vegetation

As indicated in preceding sections of this FPP, an important component of a fire protection
system is the fuel modification area. Fuel modification zones (FMZ) are designed to gradually
reduce fire intensity and flame lengths from advancing fire by placing thinning zones, restricted
vegetation zones, and irrigated zones adjacent to each other on the perimeter of all structures and
adjacent open space areas. Therefore, the fuel modification area is an important part of the fire
protection system designed for this site.

Predicted flame lengths vary on the site-adjacent slopes which will be directly adjacent the
provided fuel modification zones. The zones exceed the DSFPD requirements and are
customized for the site based on slope and vegetation characteristics as well as resulting fire
behavior modeling exercises. These variations were analyzed as were the site’s specific features
and conditions which complement and augment the proposed fuel modification areas. Fire
behavior modeling, as previously described, was used to predict flame lengths and was not
intended to determine sufficient fuel modification zone widths. However, the results of the
modeling do provide important information which is a key element for determining distances for
minimizing structure ignition and providing “defensible space” for firefighters.

The significance of the project’s FMZ’s cannot be understated. Based on scientifically
modeled fire behavior calculations customized for the site, flame lengths under the most
extreme fire weather conditions within the WUI areas could approach 67 feet in height.
According to the model, wind experienced during extreme conditions would drive flames
upslope and would “lay” them over so they paralleled the ground during gusts. Thus, one
would expect that the tips of the flaming front would extend 67 feet in front of “involved”
vegetation. Therefore, an appropriate FMZ would likely be roughly 150 feet wide, providing
enough set-back from volatile fuels that heat and direct flame impingement is minimized or
eliminated, providing firefighters “defensible” space in which they can work. For this
project, as indicated in Appendices H-1 and H-2, the Fuel Modification Zones are at least
three times wide as the modeled flame lengths in each of the fuel types represented on site,
resulting in fuel modification areas that are 250 feet wide for most of the site, 2.5 times
larger than the standard 100 foot wide requirement. Figure 5 illustrates the FMZ
configuration that will be provided the Newland Sierra project.
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FIGURE 5
DUDEK Typical Fuel Modification Zone Configuration and Width

Newland Sierra Fire Protection Plan
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4.6.2 Fuel Modification Zone Requirements

Fuel modification zones will be implemented according to the following requirements. These
zones are presented graphically in Appendices H-1 and H-2. In addition, a Prohibited Plant List
is provided in Appendix I. Each zone would include permanent field markers to delineate the
zones, aiding ongoing maintenance activities that will occur on site and the project would hire a
qualified DSFPD-approved 3™ party fuel modification zone inspector to provide inspections
twice annually, as detailed in the following sections.

4.6.2.1 Fuel Modification Zone 1 — Irrigated Structure Setback Zone
(100+ feet wide)

Zone 1 is applicable site wide for every structure. All fuel modification will be provided within
the project boundaries so there will be no off-site FMZ areas. All developed landscape areas
internal to the project will be to Zone 1 conditions, thus, Zone 1 extends beyond 100 feet when
the rear-yard is included in the measurement. The standard Zone 1 will be a minimum 100 feet
wide starting at the structure and moving outward. All flammable native vegetation shall be
removed. Single trees, ornamental shrubbery or cultivated ground covers may be permitted
provided they are maintained in a manner that they do not readily transmit fire to the structure
and meet the requirements herein. This zone will be planted with drought-tolerant, fire resistive
plants from San Diego County Fire Chief’s Association Fuel Modification Zone Plant Reference
List (Appendix J) and an automatic irrigation system will be installed in this area to maintain
hydrated plants without over-watering, allowing for run-off, or attracting nuisance pests. There
will be no inclusion of non-fire resistive trees in the project’s interior landscapes or perimeter
fuel modification zones, exceeding the CFC requirement.

Zone 1 includes the following key components:

e Minimum of 100 feet wide.

e Automatic irrigation system to maintain hydrated plants without over-watering or
attracting nuisance pests.

O—\Will be maintained by the HOA to result in a low-fuel, reduced-fire hazard buffer,
regardless of water supply, to the approval of the DSFPD and SDCFA based on twice-
yearly inspections as outlined in Section 4.6.2 of Appendix N-I.‘[SKI]

e High-leaf-moisture plants as ground cover, less than 4 inches high

e No trees within 10 feet of structures (drip line of mature trees shall be maintained 10 feet
from structures)

e Tree spacing of a minimum 10 feet between canopies
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e No tree limb encroachment within 10 feet of a structure or chimney, including outside
barbecues or fireplaces

e Tree maintenance includes limbing-up (canopy raising) 6 feet or one-third the
height of the tree

e Maintenance including ongoing removal and/or thinning of undesirable combustible
vegetation, replacement of dead/dying plantings, maintenance of the programming and
functionality of the irrigation system, regular trimming to prevent ladder fuels.

e A minimum of 36 inches of horizontal clearance and unlimited vertical clearance
around the exterior of the structure (360°) provided for firefighter access. Within this
clearance area, landscape such as low ground covers and shrubs are permitted so long
as their placement and mature height do not impede firefighter access, consistent with
purpose of this guideline.

e No combustible construction (structures) allowed in Zone 1.

e No permanent or portable fire pits, fire places, or flame generating devices that burn
wood allowed within Zone 1 or within 10 feet of vegetation.

e Trees and tree form shrub species that naturally grow to heights that exceed 2 feet shall
be vertically pruned to prevent ladder fuels.

e (rasses shall be cut to 4 inches in height. Native grasses can be cut after going to seed.

e (Ground covers within first 5 feet from structure restricted to non-flammable materials
such as stone, rock, concrete, bare soil, or other.

e Vegetation/Landscape Plan prepared and submitted to DSFPD in compliance with this plan.

e No plant species found on the Prohibited Plant List (Appendix I) shall be planted or
remain in this Zone.

Exception: Three lots on the northwest side of the project (lot #’s to be provided when available)
are constrained by the property boundary and can achieve from 56 feet to roughly 80 feet wide
FMZs. This FPP proposes that the entire area from the structures to the property boundary will
be Zone 1 irrigated and an additional measure will be provided by placing a heat deflecting wall
at the top of slope. Should an off-site fuel modification easement to extend a minimum of 36 feet
(to provide 100 feet of FMZ) be agreed to, then that option would be implemented in lieu of the
heat deflecting wall.

4.6.2.2 Fuel Modification Zone 2 — Thinning Zone (150 feet wide)

A thinning zone reduces the fuel load of a wildland area adjacent to Zone 1, and thereby,
reduces heat and ember production from wildland fires, slows fire spread, and reduces fire
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intensity. Zone 2 adjoins Zone 1 and measures up to 150 feet in most areas with some slight
variation in width, depending on available distance to property line. Where possible, which is
in the majority of the project’s perimeter, a full 150 feet of Zone 2 will be provided. A total
of 25 lots on the project’s northwestern edge would include a reduced Zone 2, with most of
these lots including a full Zone 1 and 50 feet of Zone 2 for a total of 150 feet and a smaller
number of lots including no Zone 2 and a partial Zone 1. These lots and the alternative
materials and methods provided are discussed in Section 7.

Zone 2 includes the following key components:

e Zone 2 requires a minimum of 50% thinning or removal of plants (50% no fuel).
e Grasses shall be cut to 4 inches in height. Native grasses can be cut after going to seed.
e Ground cover less than 6 inches high

e No trees, except sycamore (Platanus racemosa), coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia), or
Engelmann oak (Quercus engelmannii)

e Trees and tree-form shrub species that naturally grow to heights that exceed 4 feet shall
be vertically pruned to prevent ladder fuels.

e No shrubs, except single-specimen native shrubs, exclusive of chamise and sage, 20
feet on center

e Maintenance including ongoing removal and thinning of dead/dying plant material, and
regular trimming to prevent ladder fuels.

e Plant species introduced into Zone 2 shall be native, consistent with the existing native
habitat within that portion of the Zone, not include prohibited or highly flammable species,
and subject to the same maintenance requirements and restrictions contained in this list.

e No permanent or portable wood burning fire pits, fireplaces or other flame generating
devices allowed.

e No plant species found on the Prohibited Plant List (Appendix I) shall be planted or
remain in this Zone.

4.6.2.3 FMZ Special Management Areas (varying width)

FMZ Special Management Areas include areas where native fuels will be managed such that the
highly flammable prohibited species and the dead and dying plants are removed while other
native plants that are less prone to ignition and fire spread are allowed to remain. These areas are
illustrated in Appendices H-1 and H-2 and are typically larger blocks of native habitat that are
outside the Zone 1 and Zone 2 areas. These FMZ Special Management Areas are managed
consistent with the fuel modification requirements of Zone 2 because they are considered
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important for fire behavior reduction, occur within otherwise developed areas, eliminate
peninsula conditions, or are strategically located in terrain that would facilitate fire spread if left
unmanaged. These areas will be maintained on a regular basis along with Zones 1 and 2, but will
focus on removal of prohibited plant species and dead and dying plant material.

4.6.3 Other Vegetation Management
4.6.3.1 Roadside Fuel Modification Zones and Vineyard

e Existing roads will include varying fuel modification zones with standard Zone 1 and
Zone 2 standards described above, with a 100 feet wide Zone 1 and a 150 feet wide Zone
2 for the primary access backbone road and 100 feet of thinned vegetation adjacent
secondary access roadways.

e Vineyards are proposed for inclusion in a portion of the Zone 1 fuel modification zones
along the primary access road (Appendices H-1 and H-2). The vineyard area would be a
community asset with the HOA responsible for funding and maintenance through a
contract for management by a licensed viticulturist. The professional management of the
vineyard will help ensure that the operation is successful and that maintenance occurs at a
high level, resulting in consistency with the ignition resistance and reduced fuel structure
of typical irrigated fuel modification. Figure 6 includes an illustration of the vineyard
locations and configuration.

o The grape plants would be grown on trellises made of non-combustible material. The
plants will be irrigated via drip irrigation to maintain a high moisture content, dead
and dying plants or plant materials and debris will be removed from the area on an
on-going basis. Should the vineyard operation ever be vacated or otherwise cease to
operate, the area will be converted to irrigated fuel modification zone consistent with
the remaining irrigated FMZ throughout the community by the Newland Sierra HOA
(or similar funding/management entity).

4.6.3.2 I-15 Frontage FMZ/Caltrans Coordination

Numerous vegetation ignitions occur annually along the Newland Sierra I-15 frontage due to vehicle
related ignition sources. These fires have been controlled in in an efficient manner, with most
remaining very small and none of them having escaped to burn large areas of the Merriam
Mountains. However, under extreme Santa Ana conditions, a vegetation ignition along this stretch of
I-15 could quickly become a significant wildfire. Ignitions may be caused by vehicle fire, catalytic
converter, overheated wheel, brake, or exhaust components, sparks, and discarded cigarettes,
amongst others. The I-15 includes a long uphill grade that flattens near the frontage of the project and
can lead to overheating in improperly maintained vehicles and vehicles towing heavy loads.
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Reduction of ignitions along this stretch of interstate highway is not considered critical to
protection of the project’s structures, but would be an important measure for both fire safety and
fire prevention as well as for habitat protection. The high frequency of fires along portions of the
interstate has resulted in a type conversion of small areas of native shrub-dominated vegetation to
annual grasslands. There are also grass-dominated areas along the road shoulder due to blading and
ongoing maintenance. These grasslands are more prone to ignition due to their light, flashy nature
and dry conditions in the fall and can carry fire into the adjacent shrub dominated landscape.

Reducing the number of ignitions along the Newland Sierra I-15 frontage is likely to require a
combined and coordinated effort that includes Caltrans, DSFPD, and the Newland Sierra project.
Caltrans maintains a Roadside Management Toolbox (Appendix K) that targets reduction of the
amount of maintenance needed on roadsides. Many of the options included in the Toolbox would
work along the project’s frontage and would provide roadside “hardening”. Hardening roadsides
refers to deployment of safe, effective methods to reduce the occurrence of ignitions along
roadways, which has been identified as the primary ignition threat for the preserve areas adjacent
the Newland Sierra project. This FPP does not place limits on what could be employed, but
focuses on currently used measures that are assumed to meet the safety and other requirements of
Caltrans. Caltrans has recently (2014) installed cable barrier along virtually the entire Newland
Sierra frontage with I-15. The cable barrier includes a concrete apron that is roughly 8 to 10 feet
wide, steel posts approximately every 20 feet, and 4 rows of cable. This barrier will effectively
minimize the occurrence of vehicles pulling off the road and getting close to the roadside
vegetation. It also provides a weed-free fire break that is expected to reduce the amount of
potentially ignition-causing debris that reaches flammable vegetation.

In addition to the cable barrier, it is imperative that Caltrans routinely mows the road shoulder
and as possible, the disturbed slopes adjacent the shoulder to minimize ignitions in the non-
native grasses that have established. These areas include flashy grass fuels that have repeatedly
ignited over the years but have been confined to small burn areas. DSFPD has committed to
coordinating with Caltrans so annual maintenance is performed in a timely manner. Additional
ignition reduction may be provided through a habitat restoration process that focuses on
recovery of the burned/disturbed areas to native shrubs and removal of the flashy grass fuels,
which is an option in the Caltrans Roadside Management Toolkit. This is the recommended
course of action and will require coordination between DSFPD, Newland Sierra, Caltrans, and
possibly California Department of Fish and Wildlife and/or San Diego County MSCP. The
project would coordinate with these agencies. The risk of ignition from the I-15 corridor will
be reduced through implementation of these improvements and maintenance, and is further
mitigated by the project’s FMZ’s that are 2.5 times the standard, the twice annual inspections
that will occur to ensure they meet the intent of this plan and the DSFPD’s requirements, and
provided fire hydrants along the primary access road (Mesa Rock Road) and the communities
on the north and eastern edge of the project.
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4.6.3.3 Trail Vegetation Management and Response Facilitation

A 10-foot vegetation modification zone is required on both sides of trails and paths on the
perimeter of the property. This 10 foot zone requires removal of invasive, flammable species.

Retention of ignition-resistant native vegetation is recommended for soil and slope
stability and to prevent erosion.

Invasive grasses must be kept mowed to 4 inches or less.

Certain trees may be planted if they are not prohibited in this plan. Approved trees include
coast live oak, Engelmann oak (Quercus engelmannii), and sycamore (Platanus racemosa).

Trees within vegetation management zones must be properly spaced and maintained with
no flammable understory.

The trails system will be managed and maintained by a funded entity.

The applicant will be required to submit digital mapping that can be incorporated into
the Deer Springs Fire Response Map books, as well as appropriate trail
marking/signage that correlate with Deer Springs Fire Map books. The map updates
will be provided in a format compatible with current department mapping services.
The project will be charged a reasonable fee for updating all response maps. At a
minimum, the map updates shall be provided in PDF or a CAD format approved by
the FAHJ (Sec. 505.5 Response map updates)

4.6.3.4 Central Green Spaces, Ball Fields, Parks

Fire-safe vegetation management is recommended within green spaces, parks, and open space
areas in compliance with the guidelines in this plan.

Green spaces, parks, and open space areas will be installed by the developer/builder, and
managed and maintained by the respective neighborhood HOAs, master HOA, or
facilities maintenance fee depending on how that entity is established.

Flammable vegetation must be removed and prohibited.

Grasses must be maintained/mowed to 4 inches stubble height.

Types and spacing of trees, plants, and shrubs to comply with the criteria in this plan.
Plant materials included in the Prohibited Plant List (Appendix I) are prohibited in this area.
Areas shall be maintained free of downed and dead vegetation.

Trees to be properly limbed and spaced and not of a prohibited type (identified in this plan).
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4.6.3.5 Pre-Construction Structure Locations

e Vegetation management on structure locations will not be required until construction
begins, unless it is located within the fuel modification zone of a structure under
construction or completed.

e Prior to issuance of a permit for any construction, grading, trenching, or installation of
fences, the outermost 50 feet of each structure location (pad) is to be maintained as a
Vegetation Management Zone. This entails removal of vegetation as needed.

e The remainder of the Vegetation Management Zones required for the particular lot shall
be installed and maintained prior to combustible materials being brought onto any lot
under construction.

e Existing flammable vegetation shall be reduced by 100% on vacant lots upon
commencement of construction.

e Dead fuel, ladder fuel (fuel which can spread fire from ground to trees), and downed fuel shall
be removed and trees/shrubs shall be properly limbed, pruned, and spaced per this plan.

4.6.3.6 Environmentally Sensitive Areas/Riparian Areas

Once the fuel modification zones are in place, there will not be a need to expand them as they
have been planned conservatively larger than necessary. However, if unforeseen circumstances
were to arise that required hazard reduction within an area considered environmentally sensitive,
it would require approval from the County and the appropriate resource agencies (California
Department of Fish and Game, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers)
prior to any vegetation management activities occurring within those areas.

46.4 Undesirable Plants

Certain plants are considered to be undesirable in the landscape due to characteristics that make
them highly flammable. These characteristics can be physical (structure promotes ignition or
combustion) or chemical (volatile chemicals increase flammability or combustion
characteristics). The plants included in the Prohibited Plant List (Appendix I) are unacceptable
from a fire safety standpoint, and will not be planted on the site or allowed to establish
opportunistically within fuel modification zones or landscaped areas.

4.6.5 Fuel Modification Area Vegetation Maintenance

All fuel modification area vegetation management shall occur as-needed for fire safety, compliance
with the FMZ requirements detailed in this FPP, and as determined by the DSFPD. The Newland
Sierra HOA or other established funding and management entity for each development area or
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neighborhood if separate, shall be responsible for all vegetation management throughout the
respective project sites, in compliance with the requirements detailed herein and FAHJ requirements.
The HOAC(s) shall be responsible for ensuring long-term funding and ongoing compliance with all
provisions of this FPP, including vegetation planting, fuel modification, vegetation management, and
maintenance requirements throughout the project.

4.6.6 Annual FMZ Compliance Inspection

The Newland Sierra HOA(s) shall obtain an FMZ inspection and report from a qualified DSFPD-
approved 3"-party inspector in May and September of each year certifying that vegetation
management activities throughout the project site have been performed pursuant to this FPP.
This inspection report and certification of compliance with the FPP shall be provided to DSFPD
annually by June 1* and October 1%

4.6.7 Construction Phase Vegetation Management

Vegetation management requirements shall be implemented at commencement and throughout
the construction phase. Vegetation management shall be performed pursuant to the FAHJ on all
building locations prior to the start of work and prior to any import of combustible construction
materials. Adequate fuel breaks shall be created around all grading, site work, and other
construction activities in areas where there is flammable vegetation.

In addition to the requirements outlined above, the project will comply with the following
important risk-reducing vegetation management guidelines:

e All new power lines shall be underground for fire safety during high wind conditions
or during fires on a right-of-way that can expose aboveground power lines.
Temporary construction power lines may be allowed in areas that have been cleared
of combustible vegetation.

e A construction fire prevention plan shall be prepared to minimize the likelihood of
ignitions and pre-plan the site’s fire prevention, protection and response plan.

e Caution must be used not to cause erosion or ground (including slope) instability or water
runoff due to vegetation removal, vegetation management, maintenance, landscaping, or
irrigation. No uprooting of treated plants is necessary.
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5 ON-SITE RISK ASSESSMENT

Although a large wildfire has not occurred on the Newland Sierra project site in recorded history,
the site would, under favorable weather conditions, facilitate wildfire spread, especially given the
vegetation and topographical characteristics of the area, along with the off-site wildland fuels to
the north and east and the ignition source presented by the I-15. The most common type of fire
anticipated in the vicinity of the project area is a wind-driven fire from the north/northeast during
the fall that ignites from a vehicle related incident along the I-15. Flame lengths can reach 110
feet long in certain small, isolated fuel pockets with an average flame length under worst case
conditions of 67 feet.

The proposed Newland Sierra project is situated in an area that, due to its steep terrain, heavy
fuels, adjacent ignition sources, and fire history, is subject to periodic wildfire. The project area,
and nearby communities of Castle Creek, Hidden Meadows, and Lawrence Welk Resort, are all
located in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone, as designated by CAL FIRE. The hazard
ratings for the area are presented in the exhibit in Appendix L. Wildland fires are a common
natural hazard in most of southern California with a long and extensive history. Southern
California landscapes include a diverse range of plant communities, including vast tracts of
shrublands, like those found on the Newland Sierra site. Wildfire in this Mediterranean-type
ecosystem ultimately affects the structure and functions of vegetation communities (Keeley
1984) and will continue to have a substantial and recurring role (Keeley and Fotheringham
2003). Supporting this are the facts that 1) native landscapes, from forest to grasslands, become
highly flammable each fall and 2) the climate of southern California has been characterized by
fire climatologists as the worst fire climate in the United States (Keeley 2004) with high winds
(Santa Ana) occurring during autumn after a six-month drought period each year. Based on this
research, the anticipated growing population of north County WUI areas, and the regions fire
history, it can be anticipated that large wildfires will occur in north San Diego County, with the
Merriam Mountains, and surrounding communities, being no exception.

Therefore, it will be critical that the latest fire protection technologies, developed through
intensive research and real world wildfire observations and findings by fire professionals, for
both ignition resistant construction and for creating defensible space in the ever-expanding WUI
areas, are implemented and enforced. The Newland Sierra project will implement the latest fire
protection measures as well as exceed standard requirements for fuel modification.

5.1 Wildfire Safety Considerations

There are two primary concerns for structure ignition from wildfires: 1) radiant and/or convective
heat and 2) burning embers (NFPA 1144 2008, Ventura County Fire Protection District 2011, IBHS
2008, and others). Burning embers have been a focus of building code updates for at least the last
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decade, and new structures in the WUI built to these codes have proven to be very ignition resistant.
Likewise, radiant and convective heat impacts on structures have been minimized through the
Chapter 7A exterior ignition-resistant walls, windows and doors. For example, San Diego County
conducted after fire assessments that strongly indicate that the building codes are working in
preventing home loss: of 15,000 structures within the 2003 Cedar fire perimeter, 17% (1,050) were
damaged or destroyed. However, of the 400 structures built to the 2001 codes (the most recent at the
time), only 4% (16) were damaged or destroyed. Further, of the 8,300 homes that were within the
2007 Witch Creek Fire perimeter, 17% were damaged or destroyed. A much smaller percentage
(3%) of the 789 homes that were built to 2001 codes were impacted and an even smaller percentage
(2%) of the 1,218 structures built to the 2004 Codes were impacted (IBHS 2008). Similarly, of 194
structures lost or damaged in the Orange County Freeway Complex Fire (2008), there were no
structures within the fire perimeter lost that were built to at least the 1996 special fire area codes
(similar to the CBC Chapter 7A requirements) enacted by the City of Yorba Linda (OCFA 2008).
Those codes required structure hardening against wildfire, but are less restrictive and result in less
ignition resistant structures than current Simi Valley and Ventura County Building and Fire Code
requirements. Structures built to the 2010 (and more recent) Fire and Building Codes result in highly
ignition and ember resistant structures. When combined with maintained fuel modification areas, fire
apparatus access, water (fire flow), and an equipped and trained responding fire agency, the result is
a defensible project, as detailed throughout this FPP.

Similarly to building code successes, provisions for modified fuel areas separating wildland fuels
from structures have reduced the number of fuel-related structure losses by providing separation
between structures and heat generated by wildland fuels. As such, most of the primary
components of the layered fire protection system provided for the Newland Sierra project are
required by DSFPD and County codes. However, they are worth listing because they have been
proven effective for minimizing structural vulnerability to wildfire. In addition, interior fire
sprinklers which will be provided in all structures (now required by code), have a track record of
extinguishing up to 95% of interior fires and significantly reducing fire damage. Although not
designed for wildland fire defense, should embers succeed in entering a structure, sprinklers
provide an additional layer of life safety and structure protection.

Even though these measures are now required by the latest Building and Fire Codes, at one
time, they were used as mitigation measures for buildings in WUI areas, because they were
known to reduce structure vulnerability to wildfire. These measures performed so well, they
were adopted into the code. The following project features are required for new development in
WUI areas and form the basis of the system of protection necessary to minimize structural
ignitions as well as providing adequate access by emergency responders:

1. Application of the latest adopted ignition resistant building codes
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Exterior wall coverings are to be non-combustible or ignition resistant.
Multi- pane glazing with a minimum of one tempered pane

Ember resistant vents (recommend BrandGuard, O’Hagin, or similar vents)
Interior, automatic fire sprinklers to code for occupancy type

Modern infrastructure, access roads, and water delivery system

Maintained fuel modification areas

S A R

Fire apparatus access roads throughout the project
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6 MITIGATION MEASURES AND DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS
FOR NON-CONFORMING FUEL MODIFICATION

As previously mentioned, due to constraints associated with portions of three lots located in the
extreme western portion of the project (Figure 7), the available area for FMZ is limited. Two of
the lots achieve 150 plus feet of FMZ for most of their perimeter, but this width is reduced to 60
to 80 feet for a small percentage of their FMZ. The third lot is constrained to as little as 56 to
approximately 80 feet wide FMZ due to the project boundary that encroaches on the lot and
would otherwise require off-site FMZ easement. As such, this FPP incorporates additional
analysis and measures that will be implemented to compensate for potential fire related threats to
these lots. These measures are customized for this site based on the analysis results and focus on
providing functional equivalency as a full fuel modification zone.

In addition, although not a code requirement needing mitigation, there are up to 170 lots that
cannot provide a full 30 feet of setback from top of slope for two story homes (Figure 7-1). Some
of these lots are adjacent to internal slopes and as those slopes may be landscaped and
maintained absent of native fuels, they will not be provided heat deflecting walls. As an
additional project fire protection design consideration that is above and beyond requirements, the
project will incorporate heat deflecting landscape walls for many of these lots.

Additional information that helps provide perspective and justification for approval of the
reduced fuel modification zones includes the location of the structures and the off-site terrain and
fuels. The off-site area adjacent to these three lots is considered less likely to produce significant
fires that would threaten the community due to their down-wind position (during Santa Ana
winds). Additionally, directly to the southwest of these lots, a large area of fuel conversion has
occurred related to two existing residences and a grove/orchard operation. The fuels on the
project site would be converted to Zone 1 to the property line. Fuels off-site are limited to a
short-run slope that slopes up and away from the project toward the grove/orchard. A heat-
deflecting wall will be positioned at the top of slope/pad edge for the three affected lots.

The 170 lots that cannot provide a full 30 feet setback from the top of slope, although not
required, are being protected through design considerations of a combination of extended fuel
modification zone (2% times the required 100 feet) and will also be provided heat deflecting
walls/view walls.

Research has indicated that the closer a fire is to a structure, the higher the level of heat exposure
(Cohen 2000). However, studies indicate that given certain assumptions (e.g., 10 meters of low fuel
landscape, no open windows), wildfire does not spread to homes unless the fuel and heat
requirements (of the home) are sufficient for ignition and continued combustion (Cohen 1995,
Alexander et al. 1998). Construction materials and methods can prevent or minimize ignitions.
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Similar case studies indicate that with nonflammable roofs and vegetation modification from 10-18
meters (roughly 32—60 feet) in southern California fires, 85-95% of the homes survived (Howard et
al. 1973, Foote and Gilless 1996). Similarly, San Diego County after fire assessments indicate
strongly that the building codes are working in preventing home loss: of 15,000 structures within the
2003 fire perimeter, 17% (1,050) were damaged or destroyed. However, of the 400 structures built to
the 2001 codes (the most recent at the time), only 4% (16) were damaged or destroyed. Further, of
the 8,300 homes that were within the 2007 fire perimeter, 17% were damaged or destroyed. A much
smaller percentage (3%) of the 789 homes that were built to 2001 codes were impacted and an even
smaller percentage (2%) of the 1,218 structures built to the 2004 Codes were impacted (IBHS 2008).
Damage to the structures built to the latest codes is likely from flammable landscape plantings or
objects next to structures or open windows or doors (Hunter 2008).

These results support Cohen’s (2000) findings that if a community’s homes have a sufficiently
low home ignitability (i.e., 2014 San Diego County Consolidated Code and 2013 California
Building Code), the community can survive exposure to wildfire without major fire destruction.
This provides the option of mitigating the wildland fire threat to homes/structures at the
residential location without extensive wildland fuel reduction. Cohen’s (1995) studies suggest, as
a rule-of-thumb, larger flame lengths and widths require wider fuel modification zones to reduce
structure ignition. For example, valid SIAM results indicate that a 20-foot high flame has
minimal radiant heat to ignite a structure (bare wood) beyond 33 feet (horizontal distance).
Whereas, a 70-foot high flame may require about 130 feet of clearance to prevent structure
ignitions from radiant heat (Cohen and Butler 1996). This study utilized bare wood, which is
more combustible than the ignition resistant exterior walls for structures built today.

Obstacles, including steep terrain and non-combustible walls can block or deflect all or part of the
radiation and heat, thus making narrower fuel modification distances possible. Fire behavior
modeling conducted for this project indicates that fires in the off-site areas would result in roughly
33-foot flame lengths under summer conditions. Extreme conditions may result in longer flame
lengths, approaching 67 feet. However, extreme fire conditions typically include Santa Ana winds
which would tend to push flames away from the Newland Sierra site on this western edge.

As indicated in this report, the FMZs and additional fire protection measures proposed for this
project provide equivalent wildfire buffer, but are not standard zones. Rather, they are based on a
variety of analysis criteria including predicted flame length, fire intensity (Btu), site topography
and vegetation, extreme and typical weather, position of structures on pads, position of
roadways, adjacent fuels, fire history, current vs. proposed land use, neighboring communities
relative to the proposed project, and type of construction. The fire intensity research conducted
by Cohen (1995), Cohen and Butler (1996), and Cohen and Saveland (1997) and Tran et al.
(1992) supports the fuel modification alternatives proposed for this project.
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6.1 Heat Deflecting Walls

The project’s slopes in the areas of concern along with the elevated lots/pads adjacent, provide an
opportunity to place a non-combustible, six foot tall, heat-deflecting wall (lower 1 to 2 feet block
wall and upper 4 to 5 feet dual pane, one pane tempered glazing) to provide additional deflection for
these lots to compensate for the reduced fuel modification zones and top of slope setbacks.

When buildings are set back from slopes, and a wall is placed at the top of slope, flames
spreading up those slopes are deflected vertically and over the structure where cooling occurs,
reducing the effects of convective heat on the structure. If a structure cannot be setback
adequately, or where the slope is less than 30%, a noncombustible wall can help deflect the
flames from the structure (NFPA 2005). The duration of radiant heat impact on the downhill
facing side of the house is also reduced. An imaginary line extended along the slope depicts the
path of the heat (hot air rises) and flame. The structure setback is important to avoid heat and/or
flame intersection with the structure.

Heat-deflecting landscape view walls of masonry construction with fire-rated glazing that are six
feet in height (roughly lower two feet masonry construction and upper three feet dual pane, one
pane tempered glazing or equivalent and meeting Chapter 7A and/or DSFPD approval) will be
incorporated at top of slope/edge of lot for lots where FMZs are the most constrained and where
a full 30 feet of structure setback for the second story is not possible (graphically depicted in
Figure 8). The landscape walls provide a vertical, non-combustible surface in the line of heat,
fumes, and flame travel up the slope. Once these fire byproducts intersect the wall, they are
deflected upward or, in the case where lighter fuels are encountered, they are quickly consumed,
heat and flame are absorbed or deflected by the wall, and the fuels burn peaks out within a short
(30 second—2 minute) time frame (Quarles and Beall 2002). Walls like these have been observed
to deflect heat and airborne embers on numerous wildfires in San Diego, Orange, Los Angeles,
Ventura, and Santa Barbara County. Rancho Santa Fe Fire Protection District, Laguna Beach
Fire Protection District, Orange County Fire Authority, and others utilize these walls as
Alternative methods based on observed performance during wildfires. This has lead to these
agencies approving use of non-combustible landscape walls as mitigations for reduced fuel
modification zones and reduced setbacks at top of slope. These walls are consistent with NFPA
1144 Standard for Reducing Structure Ignition Hazards from Wildland Fire — 2008 Edition,
Section 5.1.3.3 and A.5.1.3.3 and International Urban Wildland Interface Code (ICC 2012).
NFPA 1144, A.5.1.3.3 states: “Noncombustible walls and barriers are effective for deflecting
radiant heat and windblown embers from structures.” These walls and barriers are usually
constructed of noncombustible materials (concrete block, bricks, stone, stucco) or earth with
emergency access openings built around a development where 30 feet (9 meters) of defensible
space is not available.
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6.2 Evacuation Plan

An evacuation plan has been prepared for the project that indicates how the project will evacuate
during a wildfire emergency. The evacuation plan has been prepared in coordination with
DSFPD and San Diego County Fire Authority (SDCFA) such that it does not conflict with
existing evacuation and operational pre-plans.
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FIGURE 8
DUDEK Example Heat Deflecting Wall
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7 HOMEOWNER’S ASSOCIATION WILDFIRE
EDUCATION PROGRAM

The Newland Sierra HOA will provide on-going resident education outreach regarding wildfire
safety, the “Ready, Set, Go!” pre-planning model, and this FPP's requirements. Informational
handouts, facility Web-site page, mailers, fire safe council participation, inspections, and
seasonal reminders are some methods that will be used to disseminate wildfire and relocation
awareness information. The HOA will coordinate with DSFPD regarding wildfire educational
material/programs before printing and distribution.
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8 CONCLUSION

This FPP has been prepared for the Newland Sierra Planned Community. It is submitted in
compliance with DSFPD and San Diego County Fire Authority requirements. The
recommendations in this document meet fire safety, building design elements, infrastructure, fuel
management/modification, and landscaping recommendations of the applicable codes. The
recommendations provided in this FPP have been designed specifically for the proposed
construction of structures within a Wildland Urban Interface on the Newland Sierra project site.
The project site’s fire protection system includes a redundant layering of protection materials,
measures, and methods that have been shown through post-fire damage assessments to reduce risk.

Fuel modification would occur throughout the site and includes 250 foot wide zones for most
project-perimeter areas which set back the structures from the wildland fuels. The fuel
modification zones will be maintained and inspected twice each year; removing all dead and
dying materials and maintaining appropriate horizontal and vertical spacing. In addition, plants
that establish or are introduced to the fuel modification zone that are not on the approved plant
list will be removed so that the fuel modification zones function as intended by reducing fire
spread rates and intensity. Landscaping within the project’s neighborhoods will conform to fire
safe plant palettes, planting densities and spacing.

The site improvements are designed to facilitate emergency apparatus and personnel access to
all portions of the site. Roads and driveways meeting the code width standards and including
fire engine turnouts and turnarounds provide access to within 150 feet of all sides of every
building. Water availability and flow via the Vallecitos Municipal Water District will be
consistent with DSFPD requirements including fire flow and hydrant distribution. These
features along with the ignition resistance of all buildings, the interior sprinklers, and the pre-
planning, training and awareness will assist responding firefighters through prevention,
protection and suppression capabilities.

Ultimately, it is the intent of this FPP to recommend the construction of structures that are
defensible from wildfire and, in turn, do not represent significant threat of ignition source for
the adjacent native habitat. During extreme fire conditions, there are no guarantees that a given
structure will not burn. Fire safety measures identified in this report are designed to reduce the
likelihood that fire would impinge upon the proposed structures. Wildfires may occur in the
area that could damage property or harm persons. However, implementation of the
recommendations in this FPP will substantially reduce the risk associated with this project’s
high wildfire hazard location.

This FPP does not provide a guarantee that all residents and visitors will be safe at all times
because of the advance fire protection features it requires. There are many variables that may
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influence overall safety. This FPP provides requirements and recommendations for implementation
of the latest fire protection features that have proven to result in reduced wildfire related risk and
hazard. Even then, fire can compromise the fire protection features through various, unpredictable
ways. The goal is to reduce the likelihood that the system is compromised through implementation
of the elements of this FPP and a regular occurring maintenance program.

It is recommended that the Newland Sierra community maintains a conservative approach to
fire safety. This approach must include maintaining the landscape and structural components
according to the appropriate standards and embracing a “Ready, Set, Go!” stance on
evacuation. This project is not to be considered a shelter in place community. However, the
fire agencies and/or law enforcement officials may, during an emergency, as they would for
any new community provided the layers of fire protection as Newland Sierra, determine that
it is safer to temporarily refuge residents on the site. When an evacuation is ordered, it will
occur according to pre-established evacuation decision points (as detailed in the Newland
Sierra Evacuation Plan), or as soon as notice to evacuate is received, which may vary
depending on many environmental and other factors. Fire is a dynamic and somewhat
unpredictable occurrence and it is important for anyone living at the WUI to educate
themselves on practices that will improve safety.

7608-04

DUDEK 82 June 2018



Fire Protection Plan for the Newland Sierra Project

9 REFERENCES

Alexander, M.E. 1998. Crown fire thresholds in exotic pine plantations of Australasia. Australian
National University, Canberra, Australian Capital Territory. Ph.D. Thesis. 228p.

Anderson, Hal E. 1982. Aids to Determining Fuel Models for Estimating Fire Behavior. USDA
Forest Service Gen. Tech. Report INT-122. Intermountain Forest and Range Experiment
Station, Ogden, UT. http://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs_int/int gtr122.pdf

Andrews, P.L. 1980. Testing the fire behavior model. In Proceedings 6th conference on fire
and forest meteorology. April 22-24, 1980. Seattle, WA: Society of American
Foresters. Pp. 70-77.

Andrews, Patricia L., Collin D. Bevins, and Robert C. Seli. 2008. BehavePlus fire
modeling system, version 4.0: User's Guide. Gen. Tech. Rep. RMRS-GTR-
106WWW Revised. Ogden, UT: Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Rocky
Mountain Research Station. 132p.

Arca, Bachisio (a), M. Laconi (b), A. Maccioni (b), G. Pellizzaro (a), and M. Salis (b). 2005.
Validation of Farsite Model in Mediterranean Area. (a) CNR — IBIMET, Institute of
Biometeorology, Sassari, Italy; (b) DESA, Universita di Sassari, Sassari, Italy.

Blanda, M. 2005. Geriatric Trauma: Current Problems, Future Directions. www.saem.org
/download/02blanda.pdf.

Brown, J.K. 1972. Field test of a rate-of-fire-spread model in slash fuels. USDA Forest Service
Res. Pap. Int-116. 24 p.

Brown, J.K. 1982. Fuel and fire behavior prediction in big sagebrush. USDA Forest Service Res.
Pap. INT-290. 10p.

Bushey, C.L. 1985. Comparison of observed and predicted fire behavior in the sagebrush/
bunchgrass vegetation-type. In J.N. Long (ed.), Fire management: The challenge of
protection and use: Proceedings of a symposium. Society of American Foresters. Logan,
UT. April 17-19, 1985. Pp. 187-201.

Cohen, J.D. 1995. Structure ignition assessment model (SIAM). In: Weise, D.R.; Martin, R.E.,
technical coordinators. Proceedings of the Biswell symposium: fire issues and solutions
in urban interface and wildland ecosystems. 1994 February 15-17; Walnut Creek,
California. Gen. Tech. Rep. PSW-GTR-158. Albany, California: Pacific Southwest
Research Station, Forest Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture; 85-92.

7608-04

DUDEK 83 June 2018



Fire Protection Plan for the Newland Sierra Project

Cohen, J.D. 2000. Preventing disaster: home ignitability in the wildland-urban interface. Journal
of Forestry 98(3): 15-21.

Cohen, J.D. and Butler, B.W. [In press]. 1996. Modeling potential ignitions from flame radiation
exposure with implications for wildland/urban interface fire management. In:
Proceedings of the 13th conference on fire and forest meteorology. October 27-31; Lorne,
Victoria, Australia. Fairfield, Washington: International Association of Wildland Fire.

Cohen, J.D. and Saveland, J. 1997. Structure Ignition Assessment Can Help Reduce Fire
Damages in the W-UI. Fire Management Notes 57(4): 19-23.

County of San Diego 2010. County of San Diego Report Format and Content Requirements —
Wildland Fire and Fire Protection (August 31, 2010). On-line at http://www.sdcounty.
ca.gov/dplu/docs/Fire-Report-Format.pdf

DSFPD. 2015. Deer Springs Fire Protection District Call Volume Data for years 2012 through
2014, provided by Chief Chris Amestoy to Dudek, May 15, 2015.

Dudek. 2014. Draft Biological Resources Report for the Sierra Newland Project. Prepared for
Newland Sierra LLC. March 2014.

Finney, M.A. 2006. An overview of FlamMap modeling capabilities. In: Andrews, Patricia L.;
Butler, Bret W., comps. 2006. Fuels Management—How to Measure Success: Conference
Proceedings. 28-30 March 2006; Portland, OR. Proceedings RMRS-P-41. Fort Collins, CO:
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Rocky Mountain Research Station.

Foote, Ethan I.D.; Gilless, J. Keith. 1996. Structural survival. In: Slaughter, Rodney, ed.
California's I-zone. Sacramento, California: CFESTES; 112-121.

FRAP (Fire and Resource Assessment Program). 2014. CAL FIRE Fire Resource and
Assessment Program. California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. Accessed
April 28, 2014. http://frap.cdf.ca.gov/.

Grabner, K., J. Dwyer, and B. Cutter. 1994. “Validation of Behave Fire Behavior Predictions in
Oak Savannas Using Five Fuel Models.” Proceedings from 11th Central Hardwood
Forest Conference. 14 p.

Grabner, K.W. 1996. “Validation of BEHAVE fire behavior predictions in established oak
savannas.” M.S. thesis. University of Missouri, Columbia.

7608-04

DUDEK 84 June 2018



Fire Protection Plan for the Newland Sierra Project

Grabner, K.W., J.P. Dwyer, and B.E. Cutter. 2001. “Fuel model selection for BEHAVE in
midwestern oak savannas.” Northern Journal of Applied Forestry. 18: 74-80.

Howard, Ronald A.; North, D. Warner; Offensend, Fred L.; Smart, Charles N. 1973. Decision
analysis of fire protection strategy for the Santa Monica mountains: an initial assessment.
Menlo Park, California: Stanford Research Institute. 159 p.

Hunt, J. 2013. Personal communication with M. Huff. Retired fire Battalion Chief and fire active
protection planning consultant.

Hunter, Cliff. 2008. Personal communication with Rancho Santa Fe Fire Protection District Fire
Marshal following after-fire loss assessments.

Institute for Business and Home Safety (IBHS). 2008. Megafires: The Case for Mitigation. 48 pp.

International Fire Chiefs Association. 2013. “Ready, Set, Go” website link:
http://wildlandfirersg.org/

Keeley, J.E. and S.C. Keeley. 1984. Postfire recovery of California coastal sage scrub. The
American Midland Naturalist 111:105-117.

Keeley, J.E. and C.J. Fotheringham. 2003. “Impact of Past, Present, and Future Fire Regimes on
North American Mediterranean Shrublands.” In Fire and Climatic Change in Temperate
Ecosystems of the Western Americas, edited by T.T. Veblem, W.L. Baker, G.
Montenegro, and T.W. Swetnam, 218-262. New York, New York: Springer-Verlag.

Keeley, J.E. 2004. “Invasive Plants and Fire Management in California Mediterranean-Climate
Ecosystems.” Edited by M. Arianoutsou. /n 10th MEDECOS-International Conference
on Ecology, Conservation Management. Rhodes, Greece.

Lawson, B.D. 1972. Fire spread in lodgepole pine stands. Missoula, MT: University of
Montana. 110 p. thesis.

Linn, R. 2003. “Using Computer Simulations to Study Complex Fire Behavior.” Los Alamos
National Laboratory, MS D401. Los Alamos, NM.

Marsden-Smedley, J.B. and W.R. Catchpole. 1995. Fire behaviour modelling in Tasmanian
buttongrass moorlands. II. Fire behaviour. International Journal of Wildland Fire.
Volume 5(4), pp. 215-228.

7608-04

DUDEK 85 June 2018



Fire Protection Plan for the Newland Sierra Project

McAlpine, R.S. and G. Xanthopoulos. 1989. Predicted vs. observed fire spread rates in Ponderosa
pine fuel beds: a test of American and Canadian systems. In Proceedings 10th conference
on fire and forest meteorology, April 17-21, 1989. Ottawa, Ontario. pp. 287-294.

National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) 2005: Protecting Life and Property from Wildfire.
James C. Smalley, Editor.

NFPA 1144. 2008. Standard for Reducing Structure Ignition Hazards from Wildland Fire.
Technical Committee on Forest and Rural Fire Protection. Issued by the Standards
Council on June 4, 2007, with an effective date of June 24, 2007. Approved as an
American National Standard on June 24, 2007.

Orange County Fire Authority. 2008. After Action Report — Freeway Complex Fire. 125 pp.

Orange County Transportation Corridor Authority/Orange County Parks. 2013. Comment during
stakeholder meeting for preparation of the Nature Reserve of Orange County Wildland
Fire Management Plan. Dudek.

Quarles, S.L. and F.C. Beall. 2002. Testing protocols and fire tests in support of the
performance-based codes. In ‘Proceedings of the California 2001 Wildfire Conference:
10Years after the 1991 East Bay Hills Fire,” 10—-12 October 2001, Oakland, California.
University of California, Forest Products Laboratory, Technical Report 35.01.462, pp.
64—73. (Richmond, California).

Rothermel, R.C., and G.C. Rinehart. 1983. “Field procedures for verification and adjustment of
fire behavior predictions.” Res. Pap. INT-142. Ogden, UT: U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Forest Service, Intermountain Forest and Range Experiment Station. 25 p.

Rothermel, R.C. 1991. Predicting Behavior and Size of Crown Fires in the Northern Rocky
Mountains. Research Paper INT-438. Ogden, Utah: U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Forest Service, Intermountain Forest and Range Experiment.

San Diego Geographic Information Source (SANGIS) 2014. SANGIS Database, 2014. Online
URL: www.sangis.org/

Scott, Joe H. and Robert E. Burgan. 2005. Standard Fire Behavior Fuel Models: A
Comprehensive Set for Use with Rothermel’s Surface Fire Spread Model. Gen. Tech.
Rep. RMRS-GTR-153. Fort Collins, CO: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service,
Rocky Mountain Research Station. 72 p.

7608-04

DUDEK 86 June 2018



Fire Protection Plan for the Newland Sierra Project

Sneeuwjagt, R.J., and W.H. Frandsen. 1977. “Behavior of experimental grass fires vs. predictions
based on Rothermel’s fire model.” Canadian Journal of Forest Resources. 7:357-367.

Tran, H.C.; Cohen, J.D; Chase, R.A. 1992. Modeling ignition of structures in wildland/urban
interface fires. In: Proceedings of the 1st international fire and materials conference; 1992
September 24-25; Arlington, Virginia. London, United Kingdom: Inter Science
Communications Limited; 253-262.

Weise, D.R. and J. Regelbrugge. 1997. Recent chaparral fuel modeling efforts. Prescribed Fire and
Effects Research Unit, Riverside Fire Laboratory, Pacific Southwest Research Station. 5p.

Ventura County Fire Protection District. 2011. Ventura Unit Strategic Fire Plan.

WRCC (Western Regional Climate Center). 2014a. “Climate of California.” Western Regional
Climate Center. Accessed April 2014. http://www.wrcc.dri.edu/narratives/california/.

WRCC. 2014b. “Period of Record General Climate Summary, Escondido.” Accessed April 2014.
http://www.wrcc.dri.edu/cgi-bin/cliMAIN.pl?ca2862

7608-04

DUDEK 87 June 2018



Fire Protection Plan for the Newland Sierra Project

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

7608-04

DUDEK 88 June 2018



APPENDIX A

Site Photos







Site Photos

Newland Sierra


















APPENDIX B
Fire History Exhibit







G‘mi"“' o Rd
e T

A=

Project Site

I:l On-site

S

| | Off-site
Quantity of Times Burned

lesmond ""Jc-nu:-

ports\FireProtectionPlan\Appendix B FireHistory.mxd

- Eim.e Buena L

FALDMA

SOURCE: FRAP 2014; BING 2014 APPENDIX B

Fire History Map

Newland Sierra Fire Protection Plan

Document Path: Z:\Projects\j760801\MAPDOC\MAPS\Tech Re







APPENDIX C-1
FlamMap Fire Behavior Modeling — Summer Fire
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APPENDIX C-2
FlamMap Fire Behavior Modeling— Fall Fire
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APPENDIX D

FlamMap Behavior Modeling —
Current and Post Project — Fall Fire
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Owner's Mailing Address Street TASK
San Diego CA g2121 DATE AMT §
L] Eata <ip DISTRICT CASHIER'S USE ONLY
SECTION 1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT
A. B Major Subdivision (TM) Specific Plan or Specific Plan Amendment Assessor's Parcel Numbﬂr(s}

Minor Subdivision (TPM) Certificate of Compliance: (Add exdra if necessary)

Boundary Adjustment

Ra:om?nﬁgawﬁ;mn} from__ AMtached ¢,  Aftached  zgpe. See attached

Major Use Permit (MUP), purpose;
Time Extension... Casa No.
Expired Map...Case No.

Other,
B. Residential . . .. .. Total number of dwelling units_2,136
Commercial. . .. .. Gross floor area_81,000 s.f.
Industrial . ...... Gross floor areg BR0ET]
Other.......... Gross floor area_23,000 8.1, [SChool] . ;
Thomas Guide Page __ 1989 Grig B6
C. O Total Project acreage 1.988 Total number of lots_3,000 Mesa Rock Road @ Deer Springs Road
D. Is the project proposing the use of groundwater? yves [ Mo Project address Street
Is the project proposing the use of reclaimed water? [J Yes [ No North County Metro Subregion 92069
Community Planning Area/Subregion Zip

OwnerlApplicant agrees to pay all necessary construction costs, dedicate all district required easements to extend service to the project and
PLETE ALL GﬂNDlTIGNS REQUIRED BY THE DISTRICT. _

Applicant's smnmum%ﬂ te: / Z@/ ﬁ

Address: 9820 Towne Centre Drive, Suite 100, San Diego, CA 92121 Phone: [BSB} 375-3219

{On completion of above, present to the district that provides water protection to complete Section 2 below.)

SECTION 2: FACILITY AVAILABILITY TO BE COMPLETED BY DISTRICT

District Name:__\/ q\\f—:‘a L'\"J S \l\J '-JL\ A hé\\'u‘.» — 1c.f&\{a c
A Project is in the district,
Project is not in the district but ks within its Sphere of Influence boundary, owner must apply for annexation.

Propect is not in the district and is not within its Sphere of Influence boundary.
The project is not located entirely within the district and a potential boundary issue exists with the District.

B. [ Facilities to serve the project [] ARE [E ARE NOT reasonably expected to be available within the next 5 years based on the
capital facility plans of the district. Explain in space below or on attached . (Mumber of sheets)
O Project will not be served for the following reason(s):

c. District conditions are attached. Mumber of sheets attached:
District has specific water reclamation conditions which are attached. Mumber of sheets attached:
District will submit conditions at a later date. <2 ¢ OOy

D E How far will the pipeline(s) have to be extended to serve the project? I."L A I'l;_'}a: {Ill'l Q}\ g { A WEE t\

This Project Facility Availability Form is valid until final discretionary action is taken pursuant to the application for the proposed project or until it is
withdrawn, unless a shorter axpiration date iz othe ed,

Authorized Signature; L \“—-ﬂ- v-..hl\i\ Lyt 8 Print Name -Lh\'-"::'f:‘ A ur‘\r e e

Print Title f_x.l‘n.»ﬁ_wxm.u,m TecWIT Prone_7 {2074 ¢ “a ) Date uf‘?” ?r

, HOTE THI DOCUMENT IS NOT A COMMITMENT OF SERVICE OR FACILITIES BY THE DISTRICT ’
. of Section 2 and 3 by the District, applicant is to submit this form with application to:

Pl-annmg & Davahwu“ent Senvices — z-.-.mga Counter, 5510 Overland Ave, Suite 110, San Dnaga, CA 92123




Newland Sierra APNs

172-091-07

172-220-14, 16, and 18

174-190-12, 13, 20, 41, 43, and 44
174-210-01, 05, 07, 08, 11 12,17 and 18
174-211-04, 05, 06, and 07

174-280-11 and 14

174-290-02

178-100-05 and 26

178-101-01, 16, 17, 25 through 28
178-221-09

180-020-29

182-040-36 and 69

186-250-13

186-611-01, 07 through 9, 11, 14 through 17, and 23
187-540-49 through 51
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VALLECITOS
WATER DISTRICT

Water and Wastewnter Specialists since 1955

%

201 Vallecitos de Oro ®= San Marcos, California » 92069-1453 Telephone {TEE[I] T744-0460

June 5, 2014

County of San Diego

Planning & Development Services
Zoning Division

5510 Overland Avenue, Suite 110
San Diego, CA 92123

RE: NEWLAND SIERRA DEVELOPMENT
APN 172-091-07, 172-220-14, 16 and 18, 174-190-12, 13, 20, 41, 43 and 44,
174-210-01, 05, 07, 08, 11, 12, 17 and 18, 174-211-04, 05, 06 and 07, 174-280-11
and 14, 174-290-02, 178-100-05 and 26, 178-101-01, 16, 17, 25 through 28,
178-221-09, 180-020-29, 182-040-36 and 69, 186-250-13, 186-611-01, 07 through
9, 11, 14 through 17 and 23, 187-540-49 and 51
Newland Sierra, LLC (Developer)

General

The above referenced project is within the water service boundary of the Vallecitos Water
District (VWD or District) and is eligible for service. While portions of the project are within
VWD's sewer service boundary, the majority of the project property is outside of the sewer
service boundary and would require annexation prior to being eligible for sewer service.
Service will be provided under the rules and regulations of the District, under normal
operating conditions after all required fees have been paid and all conditions of the District
have been satisfied.

At this time, the developer has not submitted a site plan or project description. When the
project is submitted, YWD will require the completion of a water and sewer study that will
evaluate the development’s proposed land use against the County-approved land use that
Is utilized in the District's current Master Plan. The water and sewer study will assess the
impacts of any increased density and provide mitigation measures which will be required
prior to District approval of the project. The 2008 VWD Master Plan land use for the
project property is a mix of Hillside Residential (0.5 — 0.25 du/ac), Intensive Agriculture
(0.125 - 0.5 du/ac) and Ag Preserve (0.125 du/ac).

Any existing District pipelines located within the boundaries of the project that are in conflict
with the proposed development will require relocation within the public right-of-way or
District easements. District policy requires that all newly created parcels have frontage on

FAX numbers by Department: Administration (760) 744-2738; Engineering (760) ?4445(]?: Finance (760) 744-5989;
Meadowiark Water Reclamation Facility (760) 744-2435; Operations/Maintenance (760) 744-5246
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Newland Sierra Development
June 5, 2014
Page 2

the District main and extensions of facilities to serve each newly created parcel will be
required. The exact location of the main line extensions and relocation will be determined
during the design phase of the project.

Water or Sewer facilities not within the public right-of-way will require a minimum 20-foot
easement granted to the District. The District may require additional easements through
the project or private properties for future extensions. The owner of the project is
responsible for obtaining any easements including expenses incurred. Joint use of these
easements is not allowed by the District and easements for storm drain and other facilities
should be analyzed early so that adequate sizing of easements for all facilities and various
agencies is provided.

No structures will be allowed over District facilities. This includes but is not limited to, walls,
entrance medians, landscaping, gates, guard house structures, curbs and gutters, or
driveways that will be constructed over District facilities.

Water Service

The property is located within two pressure zones (source of water for fire protection and
domestic use). One zone maintains a hydraulic gradeline (HGL) of 1228, one maintains an
HGL of 1330 and the other maintains an HGL of 1608 feet above sea level (msl). The
District requires minimum static water pressure of 40 psi at the water meter. For protection
of District facilities, any areas with water pressures near or higher than 150 psi will require
water pressure regulators before the meter.

There are existing water facilities located throughout the project. Any water lines in
conflict with the development will require relocation into public right-of-ways and may
require District easements across a portion of the lots. Drivable access to, and along, the
facilities must be maintained at all times.

A Water Supply Assessment (WSA) will be required for this project. The Assessment will
identify long term water supplies from both the San Diego County Water Authority and the
Metropolitan District of Southern California and determine if sufficient water supplies are
expected to be available over the next 20 years to serve the development.

Although the WSA will identify long term water supplies, it does not identify the project’s
impact on the District’s existing infrastructure and storage facilities. Because of the
project’s potential increased densities, a water study for both onsite facilities and offsite
facilities is required for the entire project to determine both on-site and offsite infrastructure,
including storage, necessary to serve the development. The water study will also identify
any regional components necessary o serve the project.

M:\Engineering\Common\Availability\Newland Sierra Availability 6-5-14.doc
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Fire Flow Requirements

The Fire Department should be contacted to verify fire flow requirements and location of
fire flow facilities required for the proposed project. A hydraulic analysis prepared by the
District will be required to determine the available fire flow for the project. The
owner/developer is responsible for all costs incurred in obtaining the hydraulic analysis.
Looping or upgrades to the existing facilities both onsite and offsite may be required based
on results of the required Water and Sewer Study or Fire Flow Analysis. It is
recommended that the hydraulic analysis be completed early in the process so not fo
cause any delay in the design and plan check process.

Sewer Service

The property is partially within the boundaries of the Vallecitos Water District for sewer
service. The portion of the property not within VWD's sewer service boundary will require
annexation prior to being eligible for sewer service. Sewer service will only be provided
under the rules and regulations of the District, under normal operating conditions and after
all required fees have been paid and all conditions of the District have been satisfied.

There are existing sewer facilities located in Deer Springs Road at the very southern
portion of the project. Any sewer facilities in conflict with the development will require
relocation into public right-of-ways and may require easements across a portion of the lots.
Access to, and along, the facilities must be maintained at all times.

A sewer analysis is also required to determine if the existing facilities both onsite and
offsite are adequately sized to provide service to the proposed project. Because of the
potential increased density, the proposed development's wastewater flows may have an
impact on the District’'s downstream sewer collection and conveyance system, as well as
treatment facilities. Upgrades to existing collection and conveyance facilities, existing Land
Outfall, and the Encina Wastewater Authority may be required, and may include the
purchase or construction of additional treatment and disposal capacity. Actual facility
sizing and requirements will be determined upon completion of the sewer analysis by the
District or the District’s Consultant.

Conclusion

At this time, the developer/owner is required to complete a water and sewer study and a
Water Supply Assessment for the project. Until these are completed, the District cannot
determine the impacts the project will have on existing facilities. The project specific
impacts will be analyzed in conjunction with the District’'s current Master Plan.

Costs associated with the District review as well as costs associated with the review of the
project’s impact on the District's Master Plan facilities shall be the responsibility of the

M:\Engineering\Common\Availability\Newland Sierra Availability 6-5-14.doc



Newland Sierra Development

June 5, 2014

Page 4

developer/fowner. To avoid any delays in processing the project, it is recommended that
the study be requested early to allow ample time for the District to complete. As mentioned
above, the potential increased density of the project may have a significant impact on
offsite facilities both for this project and cumulatively with other projects currently being
proposed. These projects may significantly impact District facilities including local water

and sewer mains, water storage, the sewer interceptor, pump stations, outfall and
treatment.

The District adopted Ordinance No. 162 on May 6, 2009, which identifies various water
conservation measures as they relate to current and future drought conditions including the
curtailment of availability letters and limiting new service connections at Drought Level 3.

This letter is issued for planning purposes only, and is not a representation, expressed or
implied that the District will provide service at a future date. The Vallecitos Water District
relies one hundred percent on imported water supplies. Water may not be available at the
time the project is built. Commitments to provide service are made by the District Board of
Directors and are subject to compliance with District fees, charges, rules and regulations.

Sincerely,

VALLECITOS WATER DISTRICT

C \ /
l\\‘ﬁ-\.\, ¢ \
2 I:&;\_\fftﬁ_{n,x e

e | S
Eileen Koonce
Engineering Technician Il

cc.  Ken Gerdes, Director of Engineering and Operations

James Gumpel, District Engineer
Rob Scholl, Development Services Senior Engineer

M:Engineering\Common\Availability\Newland Sierra Availability 6-5-14.doc



APPENDIX G
Proposed Fire Hydrant Exhibit
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APPENDIX H-1
Newland Sierra Fuel Modification Zone Exhibit
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3D Newland Sierra Fuel Modification Zone Exhibit
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APPENDIX |
Prohibited Plant List







Examples of Prohibited Plants

Appendix 1

Botanical Name Common Name Comment*
Trees

Abies species Fir F
Acacia species (numerous) Acacia F, I
Agonis juniperina Juniper Myrtle F
Araucaria species (A. Araucaria (Norfolk Island Pine, F
heterophylla, A. araucana, A. | Monkey Puzzle Tree, Bunya
bidwillii) Bunya)
Callistemon species (C. Bottlebrush (Lemon, Rose, F
citrinus, C. rosea, C. Weeping)
viminalis)
Calocedrus decurrens Incense Cedar F
Casuarina cunninghamiana | River She-Oak F
Cedrus species (C. atlantica, | Cedar (Atlas, Deodar) F
C. deodara)
Chamaecyparis species False Cypress F
(numerous)
Cinnamomum camphora Camphor F
Cryptomeria japonica Japanese Cryptomeria F
Cupressocyparis leylandii Leyland Cypress F
Cupressus species (C. Cypress (Tecate, Arizona, Italian, F
fobesii, C. glabra, C. others)
sempervirens,)
Eucalyptus species Eucalyptus F,
(numerous)
Juniperus species Juniper F
(numerous)
Larix species (L. decidua, L. Larch (European, Japanese, F
occidentalis, L. kaempferi) Western)
Leptospermum species (L. Tea Tree (Australian, Tea) F
laevigatum, L. petersonii)
Lithocarpus densiflorus Tan Oak F
Melaleuca species (M. Melaleuca (Flaxleaf, Pink, F, I
linariifolia, M. nesophila, M. Cajeput Tree)
quinquenervia)
Olea europea Olive [
Picea (numerous) Spruce F
Palm species (numerous) Palm F, I
Pinus species (P. brutia, P. Pine (Calabrian, Canary Island, F

canariensis, P. b. eldarica, P.

Mondell, Aleppo, Italian Stone,

www.Dudek.com./ www.huntresearch.com

List prepared by Dudek and Hunt Research Corporation; 12-10-07

1




Examples of Prohibited Plants

Appendix 1

Botanical Name Common Name Comment*
halepensis, P. pinea, P. Monterey)
radiata, numerous others)
Platycladus orientalis Oriental arborvitae F
Podocarpus species (P. Fern Pine (Fern, Yew, F
gracilior, P. macrophyllus, P. | Podocarpus)
latifolius)
Pseudotsuga menziesii Douglas Fir F
Schinus species (S. molle, S. | Pepper (California and Brazilian) F, I
terebenthifolius)
Tamarix species (T. africana, | Tamarix (Tamarisk, Athel Tree, F, I
T. aphylla, T. chinensis, T. Salt Cedar, Tamarisk)
parviflora)
Taxodium species (T. Cypress (Pond, Bald, Monarch, F
ascendens, T. distichum, T. Montezuma)
mucronatum)
Taxus species (T. baccata, T. | Yew (English, Western, F
brevifolia, T. cuspidata) Japanese)
Thuja species (T. Arborvitae/Red Cedar F
occidentalis, T. plicata)
Tsuga species (T. Hemlock (Western, Mountain) F
heterophylla, T. mertensiana)

Groundcovers, Shrubs & Vines

Acacia species Acacia F
Adenostoma fasciculatum Chamise F
Adenostoma sparsifolium Red Shanks F
Agropyron repens Quackgrass F
Anthemis cotula Mayweed F
Arbutus menziesii Madrone F
Arctostaphylos species Manzanita F
Arundo donax Giant Reed F, I
Artemisia species (A. Sagebrush (Southernwood, F
abrotanium, A. absinthium, A. | Wormwood, California, Silver,
californica, A. caucasica, A. True tarragon, Big, Sandhill)
dracunculus, A. tridentata, A.
pynocephala)
Atriplex species (numerous) Saltbush F,
Avena fatua Wild Oat F
Baccharis pilularis Coyote Bush F
Bambusa species Bamboo F,
Bougainvillea species Bougainvillea F,




Examples of Prohibited Plants

Appendix 1

Botanical Name Common Name Comment*
Brassica species (B. Mustard (Field, Black, Yellow) F, I
campestris, B. nigra, B. rapa)

Bromus rubens Foxtail, Red brome F,
Castanopsis chrysophylla Giant Chinquapin F
Cardaria draba Hoary Cress I
Carpobrotus species Ice Plant, Hottentot Fig I
Cirsium vulgare Wild Artichoke F.l
Conyza bonariensis Horseweed F
Coprosma pumila Prostrate Coprosma F
Cortaderia selloana Pampas Grass F, 1
Cytisus scoparius Scotch Broom F, 1
Dodonaea viscosa Hopseed Bush F
Eriodictyon californicum Yerba Santa F
Eriogonum species (E. Buckwheat (California) F
fasciculatum)

Fremontodendron species Flannel Bush F
Hedera species (H. Ivy (Algerian, English) I
canariensis, H. helix)

Heterotheca grandiflora Telegraph Plant F
Hordeum leporinum Wild barley F,
Juniperus species Juniper F
Lactuca serriola Prickly Lettuce I
Larix species (numerous) Larch F
Larrea tridentata Creosote bush F
Lolium multiflorum Ryegrass F, I
Lonicera japonica Japanese Honeysuckle F
Mahonia species Mahonia F
Mimulus aurantiacus Sticky Monkeyflower F
Miscanthus species Eulalie Grass F
Muhlenbergia species Deer Grass F
Nicotiana species (N. Tobacco (Indian, Tree) F,l
bigelovii, N. glauca)

Pennisetum setaceum Fountain Grass F, I
Perovskia atroplicifolia Russian Sage F
Phoradendron species Mistletoe F
Pickeringia montana Chaparral Pea F
Rhus (R. diversiloba, R. Sumac (Poison oak, Laurel, Pink F




NOTES:
1.

> w

Appendix 1
Examples of Prohibited Plants

Botanical Name Common Name Comment*

laurina, R. lentii) Flowering)

Ricinus communis Castor Bean F,l
Rhus Lentii Pink Flowering Sumac F
Rosmarinus species Rosemary F
Salvia species (numerous) Sage F, I
Salsola australis Russian Thistle F, I
Solanum Xantii Purple Nightshade (toxic) I
Silybum marianum Milk Thistle F,
Thuja species Arborvitae F
Urtica urens Burning Nettle F
Vinca major Periwnkle I

*F = flammable, | = Invasive

Plants on this list that are considered invasive are a partial list of commonly found plants. There are many other plants considered
invasive that should not be planted in a fuel modification zone and they can be found on The California Invasive Plant Council's
Website www.cal-ipc.org/ip/inventory/index.php. Other plants not considered invasive at this time may be determined to be invasive
after further study.

For the purpose of using this list as a guide in selecting plant material, it is stipulated that all plant material will burn under various
conditions.

The absence of a particular plant, shrub, groundcover, or tree, from this list does not necessarily mean it is fire resistive.

All vegetation used in Vegetation Management Zones and elsewhere in this development shall be subject to approval of the Fire
Marshal.

Landscape architects may submit proposals for use of certain vegetation on a project specific basis. They shall also submit
justifications as to the fire resistivity of the proposed vegetation.
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Desirable Plan List for Fuel Modification Zones







GUIDELINES FOR PLANTING IN FUEL MODIFICATION ZONES

Planting in fuel modification areas on private property shall be in accordance with the following
guidelines:

1. Limit planting in large unbroken masses especially trees and large shrubs, while at the same time
trying to achieve the desired screening required by the jurisdictional planning/building department
Groups should be two (2) or three (3) maximum, with mature foliage of any group separated
horizontally by at least twenty (20) feet.*

2 Avoid massing of shrubs at bases of trees or larger shrubs.
% Avoid massing of vegetation adjacent to structures especially under eaves, overhangs, decks, etc.
4. Limit the use of plants which have the following characteristics:

a Are known to be especially combustible. (eg.: conifers, eucalyptus, acacias)

b. Have dry or deciduous foliage during part of the year

c. Develop deciduous or shaggy bark.

d Develop dry or dead undergrowth.

5 Conduct periedic maintenance to reduce fuel volumes, eliminate weeds, remove dead vegetation,
etc.

6. Provide reliable automatic irrigation systems to maintain vegetation in a healthy, turgid state.

T Avoid topping trees as this causes excessive branching, which can increase fire danger.

8. Adhere to the plant spacing guidelines on page 10 of these guidelines.

9 Avoid planting of trees within 10 feet of the roadway. Care should be given to the type of tree
selected that will not encroach into the roadway, nor produce a canopy effect.

10.  Awoid species that are known to be especially flammable such as conifers and eucalyptus
Planting vegetation adjacent to structures and within the Fuel Modification Zone when the zone is
located on adjacent property is considered complementary to the fuel modification program and may be

subject to periodic inspections by the enforcing agency.

* Agricultural crops, groves and orchards may be exempted from this requirement.



SAN DIEGO COUNTY FIRE CHIEF'S ASSOCIATION

FUEL MODIFICATION ZONE PLANT LIST

July 15, 1997

Indigobush

drilicatls e | Commo | PantForm |
1 w Abelia x grandiflora Glossy Abelia Shrub

2 & Acacia redolens Desert Carpet Shrub

3 0 Acer macrophyllum Big Leaf Maple Tree

4 X Achillea millefolium Common Yarrow Low shrub

5 w Achillea Tomentosa Woolly Yarrow Low shrub

6 X Aeonium decorum Agonium Ground cover
7 X Agonium simsii nen Ground cover
8 W Agave attenuata Century Plant Succulent

g O Agave shawii Shaw’s Century Plant | Succulent

10 N Agave victonae-reginae nen Ground cover
11 X Ajuga reptans Carpet Bugle Ground cover
12 W Alnus cordata Italian Alder Tree

13 O Alnus rhombifolla White Alder Tree

14 N Aleo arborescens Tree Aloe Shrub

15 N Aloe aristata nen Ground cover
16 N Aloe brevifoha nen Ground cover
17 W Aloe vera Medicinal Aloe Succulent

18 w Alyogyne huegeln Blue Hibiscus Shrub

19 o Ambrosia chamissonis Beach Bur-Sage Perennial

20 O Amorpha fruticosa Western False Shrub

21



SAN DIEGO COUNTY FIRE CHIEF’'S ASSOCIATION
FUEL MODIFICATION ZONE PLANT LIST

July 15, 1997

21 W Anigozanthus flavidus Kangaroo Paw Perennial accent

22 O Antirrhinum nuttalianum ssp. nuttalianum nen Subshrub

23 X Aptenia cordifolla x ‘Red Apple’ Red Apple Aptenia | Ground cover

24 W Arbutus unedo Strawberry Tree Tree

25 W Arctostaphylos ‘Pacific Mist’ Pacific Mist Ground cover
Manzanita

26 W Arctostaphylos edmundsn Little Sur Ground cover
Manzanita

27 m Arctostaphylos glandulosa ssp Eastwood Shrub
Manzanita

28 w Arctostaphylos hookeri *“Monterey Carpet’ Monterey carpet Low Shrub
Manzanita

20 N O | Arctostaphylos pungens Shrub

30 N Arctostaphylos refugioensis Refugio Manzanita | Shrub

31 W Arctostaphylos uva-ursi Bearberry Ground cover

32 w Arctostaphylos x "Greensphere’ Greensphere Shrub
Manzanita

33 N Artemisia caucasica Caucasian Ground cover
Artemisia

34 X Artemisia pycnocephala Beach Sagewort Perennial

a5 X Atriplex canescens Four-Wing Shrub
Saltbush

36 x O Atriplex lentiformis ssp. brewen Brewer Saltbush Shrub

37 0O Baccharis emoryi Emory Bacchanis Shrub

38 wiO Baccharis pilulans ssp. consanguinea Chaparral Bloom Shrub

39 X Baccharis pilulans var. pilularis “Twin Peaks#2' | Twin Peaks Ground cover

40 O Baccharis salicifolia Mulefat Shrub




SAN DIEGO COUNTY FIRE CHIEF'S ASSOCIATION
FUEL MODIFICATION ZONE PLANT LIST

July 15, 1997

sl fodert-i e Neme | CommonName | Plant Form

41 N Baileya pauciradiata Desert Mangold Ground cover

42 W Beaucamea recurvata Bottle Palm Shrub/Small tree

43 NE Bougainvillea spectabilis Bougainvillea Shrub

44 NE Brahea armata Mexican Blue Palm | Palm
Blue Hesper Palm

45 NE Brahea brandegeei San Jose Hesper Palm
Palm

46 NE Brahea edulis Guadalupe Palm Palm

47 O Brickelha california Subshrub

48 wi Bromus carinatus Califormia Brome Grass

49 0 Camissonia cheiranthifolia Beach Evening Perennial subshrub
Primrose

50 N Carnissa macrocarpa Green Carpet Natal | Ground
Plum cover/Shrub

51 X Carpobrotus chilensis Sea Fig lce Plant Ground cover

52 W Ceanothus gloriosus ‘Pont Reyes’ Point Reyes Shrub
Ceanothus

53 w Ceanothus griseus ‘Louis Edmunds’ Louis Edmunds Shrub
Ceanothus

54 W Ceeanothus gnseus horizontalis Yankee Point Ground Cover

55 w Ceanothus griseus var. horizontalis Carmel Creeper Shrub
Ceanothus

56 W Ceanothus griseus var. Horizontalis “Yankee Yankee Point Shrub

Point’ Ceanothus

57 0 Ceanothus megacarpus Big Pod Ceanothus | Shrub

58 W Ceanothus prostratus Squaw Carpet Shrub
Ceanothus

50 O Ceanothus spinosus Green Bark Shrub
Ceanothus




SAN DIEGO COUNTY FIRE CHIEF'S ASSOCIATION
FUEL MODIFICATION ZONE PLANT LIST

bt

TR : T
LRSS SR L ETIE

| Code | e Name | PlamForm
NO Ceanothus verruscosus Wart-Stem Shrub
Ceanothus
6l W Cerastium tomentosum Snow-in-Summer Ground
cover/Shrub
62 W Ceratonia siliqua Carob Tree
63 w [0 | Cercis occidentalis Western Redbud Shrub/Tree
6 x Chrysanthemum leucanthemum Oxeye Daisy Ground cover
65 w Cistus crispus nen Ground cover
66 w Cistus hybridus White Rockrose Shrub
67 w Cistus incanus nen Shrub
68 W Cistus incanus ssp. corsicus ncn Shrub
69 w Cistus salviifolius Sageleaf Rockroge | Shrub
70 W Cistus x purpureus Orchid Rockrose Shrub
71 w Citrus species Citrus Tree
72 D Clarkia purpurea or unguiculata Showy Fairwell to Annual
Spring
73 D Cneoridium dumosum Bushrue Shrub
74 o Collinsia heterophylla Chinese Houses Annual
75 wiO Comarostaphylis diversifolia Summer Holly Shrub
76 N Convolvulus cneorum Bush Moming Shrub
Glory
17 W Coprosma kirkii Creeping Coprosma | Ground
cover/Shrub
78 w Coprosma pumila Prostrate Coprosma | Low Shrub
79 o Coreopsis californica Califormia Annual
Coreopsis
80 W Coreopsis Lanceolata Coreopsis Ground Cover
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Bl N Correa pulchella Australian Fushsia

82 W Cotoneaster buxifolius ncn

83 W Cotoneaster congestus “Likiang’ Likiang Cotoneaster | Ground cover/Vine

84 w Cotoneaster Pameyi nen Shrub

85 X Crassula Lactea nen Ground cover

86 X Crassula multicava nen Ground cover

87 X Crassula ovata Jade Tree Shrub

88 X Crassula tetragona ncn Ground cover

89 wi Croton californicus California Croton Ground cover

90 X Delosperma “alba’ White Trailing Ice | Ground cover
Plant

9] o Dendromecon rigida Bush Poppy Shrub

92 Dichelostemma Capitatum Blue Dicks Herb

93 N Distictis buccinatonia Blood-Red Trumpet | Vine/Climbing vine
Vine

04 N Dodonaea viscosa Hopseed Bush Shrub

95 X Drosanthemum floribundum Rosea Ice Plant Ground cover

096 X Drosanthemum hispidum nen Ground cover

a7 X Drosanthemum speciosum Dewflower Ground cover

o8 0 Dudleya lanceolata Lance-leaved Succulent
Dudleya

09 o Dudleya pulverulenta Chalk Dudleya Succulent

100 |W Elaeagnus pungens Silverberry Shrub

101 |o Enceha californica Califonia Encelia | Small Shrub
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102 o Epiloblum canum (Zauschneria californica) Hoary California Shrub
Fushsia

103 | o Erastrum sapphirinum Majave Voooly Star | Anuual

04 | N Enobotrya japonica Loquat Tree

105 | O Enodictycon crassifolium Thick-Leaf Yerba Shrub
Santa

106 |O Enodictycon trichocalyx Yerba Santa Shrub

107 | wO Eriophyllum confertiflorum nen Shrub

108 |W Erythrina species Coral Tree Tree

109 N Escallonia species several vaneties Shrub

110 | wO Eschscholzia californica Califormia Poppy Flower

111 Eschscholzia mexicana Mexican Poppy Herb

112 |N Euonymus fortunei Winter Creeper Ground cover
Evonymus

113 |N Feijoa sellowiana Pineapple Guava Shrub/Tree

114 Fragaria chiloensis Wild Strawberry Ground cover
/Sand Strawberry

115 | o Frankenia salina Alkali Heath Ground cover

116 | w o | Fremontodendron califonicum California Shrub
Flannelbush

117 | X Gaillardia x grandiflora Blanketflower Ground cover

118 | W Galvezia speciosa Bush Snapdragon Shrub

1e |Ww Garrva veatchi Silktassel Shrub

120 | X Gazama hybnids South African Ground cover
Daisy

121 | X Gaxania ngens leucolaena Trailing Gazania Ground cover
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122 | g Gilia capitata Globe Gilia Perennial

123 |W Gilia leptantha Showy Gilia Perennial

124 |W Gilia tricolor Bird's Eyes Perennial

125 |'W Ginkgo biloba Maidenhair Tree Tree

126 | Gnaphalium californicum California Annual
Everlasting

127 |W Grewia occidentalls Starflower Shrub

1282 1O Grindelia camporum bracteosum Gum Plant Ground cover

129 | NEH Hakea suaveolens Sweet Hakea Shrub

130 |W Hardenbergia comptoniana Lilac Vine Shrub

131 |N Helianthemum mutabile Sunrose Ground cover

/Shrub

132 1o Helianthemum scopanum Rush Rose Shrub

133 ] Heliotropium curassavicum Salt Heliotrope Ground cover

134 | X Helix canariensis English Ivy Ground cover

135 |W Hesperaleo parviflora Red Yucca Perennial

136 | 0E Heteromeles arbutifolia Toyon Shrub

137 |1X Hypericum calycinum Aaron’s Beard Shrub

138 | N Ibenis Sempervirens Edging Candytuft Ground cover

139 |N Iberis Umbellatum Globe Candytuft Ground cover

140 | o Isocoma menziesii Coastal Goldenbush | Small shrub

141 0 Isomenis arborea Bladderpod Shrub

27



SAN DIEGO COUNTY FIRE CHIEF'S ASSOCIATION
FUEL MODIFICATION ZONE PLANT LIST

July 15, 1997

142 | w O |lvahayesiana Poverty Weed Ground cover

143 NDO Juglans californica California Black Tree
Walnut

144 0 Juncus acutus Yellow Bush Subshrub
Penstemon

145 0 Keckiella antirrhunoides Yellow Bush Subshrub
Penstemon

146 | 0O Keckiella cordifoila Heart Leaved Subshrub
Penstemon

147 0 Keckiella temata Blue Stemmed Bush | Subshrub
Penstemon

148 |W Kniphofia uvana Red Hot Poker Perennial

149 |W Lagerstroemia indica Crape Myrtle Tree

150 |W Lagunana patersonu Primrose Tree Tree

151 X Lampranthus aurantiacus Bush lce Plant Ground cover

152 | X Lampranthus filicaulis Redondo Creeper Ground cover

153 | X Lampranthus spectabilis Trailing Ice Plant Ground cover

154 |W Lantana camara cultivars Yellow Sage Shrub

155 |W Lantana montevidensis Trailing Lantana Shrub

156 | O Lasthenia califomica Dwarf Goldfields Annual

157 |W Lavandula dentata French Lavendar Shrub

158 |W Leptospermum laevigatum Australian Tea Tree | Shrub

150 |W Leucophyllum frutescens Texas Ranger Shrub

160 O Leymus condensatus Giant Wild Rye Large grass

161 N Ligustrum japonicum Texas Privet Shrub
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Limomum pectinatum

162 | X ncn Ground cover

163 | X Limonium perezii Sea Lavender Shrub

164 | wil Liquidambar styraciflua American Sweet Tree
Gum

165 |W Liriodendron tulipifera Tulip Tree Tree

166 | X Lonicera japonica ‘Halliana’ Hall's Japanese Vining shrub
Honeysuckle

167 | O Lonicera subspicata Wild Honeysuckle | Vining shrub

168 | X Lotus comiculatus Bird's Foot Trefoil | Ground cover

169 | O Lotus heermannii Northem Woolly Perenmial
Lotus

170 | o Lotus scoparius Deerweed Shrub

171 |y @O | Lupinus anizonicus Desert Lupine Annual

172 | W Lupinus benthamn Spider Lupine Annual

173 o Lupinus bicolor Sku Lupine Flowering annual

174 Lupinus sparsiflorus Lupmi/Coulter's Annual
Lupine

175 |W Lyonothammus florbundus ssp. asplenifollus Femleaf lronwood | Tree

176 |W Macadamia integrifolia Golden Abundance | Shrub
Oregon

177 |W Mahonia aquifolium *Golden Abundance’ Golden Abundance | Shrub
Oregon Grape

178 W Mahonia nevinui MNevin Mahonia Shrub

179 1O Malacothamnus fasciculatus Chaparral Mallow | Shrub

180 | X Malephora luteola Trailing lce Plant Ground cover

181 |W Mayvtenus boaria Mayten Tree Tree
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182 | W Melaleuca nesophila Pink Melaleuca Shrub

183 N Metrosideros excelsus New Zealand Tree
Christmas Tree

184 O+ Mimulus aurantiacus Monkeyflower Flower

185 [ O Mirabilis californica Wishbone Bush Perennial

186 | N Myoporum debile nen Shrub

187 M Myoporum nsulare Boobyalla Shrub

188 |W Myoporum parvifolium ncn Ground cover

189 |W Myoporum ‘“Pacificum’ nen Shrub

190 | g Nassella (=Stipa) lepida Foothull Ground cover
Meedlegrass

191 0 MNassella (=Stipa) pulchra Purple Needlegrass | Ground cover

192 0 Nemophila menziesh Baby Blue Eyes Annual

193 X Nerium oleander Oleander Shrub

194 | g Nolina cismontana Chaparral Nolina Shrub

195 |N Nolina bigelovii, or N. interrata Mexican Grasstree | Shrub

196 | W Oenothera berlandien Mexican Evening Ground cover
Primrose

197 M Oenothera hooken Califormia Evenmng | Flower
Primrose

198 |W Oenothera speciosa Showy Evening Perennial
Primrose

199 | X Ophiopogon japonicus Mondo Grass Ground cover

200 | Qe Opuntia littoralis Prickly Pear Cactus

201 O Opuntia onicola Oracle Cactus Cactus
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202 [+ Opuntia polifera Coast Cholla Cactus

203 |W Osmanthus fragrans Sweet Olive Shrub

204 | X Osteospermum fruticosum Trailing African Ground cover
Daisy

205 X Parkinsonia aculeata Mexican Palo Tree
Verde

206 |W Pelargonium peltatum Ivy Geranium Ground cover

207 | X Penstemon spectabilis Beard Tongue Shrub

208 |W Photinia fraser nen Shrub

200 |'W Pistacla chinensis Chinese Pistache Tree

210 | X Pittosporum undulatum Victorian Box Tree

211 O Plantago erecta California Plantain | Annual

212 | ** Plantago nsulans Woolly Plantain Annual

213 | X Plantago sempervirens Evergreen Plantain | Ground cover

214 w O Platanus racemosa California Tree
Syoamore

215 |W Plumbago aunculata Plumbago Cape Shrub

216 1o Populus fremontu Westemn Tree
Cottonwood

217 X Portulacana afra Elephant’s Food Shrub

218 | o Potentilla glandulosa Sticky Cimgquefoil Subshrub

219 | X Potentilla tabemaemontanii Spring Cinquefoil Ground cover

220 X Prunus caroliniana Carolina Cherry Shrub/Tree
Laurel

221 O Prunus ilicifolia ssp. ilicifolia Holly Leaved Shrub
Cherry
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222 Prunus lyonil Catalina Cherry Shrub/Tree
223 Punica granatum Pomegranate Shrub/Tree
224 Puya species Puya Succulent/Shrub
215 Pyracantha species Firethomn Shrub
226 Quercus agnfolia Coast Live Oak Tree
227 Quercus berberdifolia California Scrub Shrub

Oak
228 Quercus dumosa Coastal Scrub Oak | Shrub
229 Quercus engelmannii Engelmann Oak Tree
230 Quercus suber Cork Oak Tree
231 Rhamnus alatemus Italian Buckthom Shrub
232 Rhamnus californica California Coffee Shrub

Berry
233 | O Rhamnus crocea Redberry Shrub
234 | O Rhamnus crocea sp. ilicifolia Hollyleaf Redberry | Shrub
235 |N Rhaphiolepis species Indian Hawthom Shrub
23 | Rhus integrifolia Lemonade Berry Shrub
237 |N Rhus lancea African Sumac Tree
238 |om Rhus ovata Sugarbush Shrub
230 0 Ribes aureum Golden Currant Shrub
240 | Ribes indecorum White Flowering Shrub

Currant
241 0 Ribes speciosum Fuchsia Flowering | Shrub

Gooseberry
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242 |W Ribes vibumifolium Evergreen Currant | Shrub

243 | s Romneya coulteri Matilija Poppy Shrub

244 | X Romneya coulteri “white cloud’ White Cloud Shrub

Matilija Poppy

245 | wil Rosmarinus officinalis Rosemary Shrub

246 | Wil Salvia greggii Autumn Sage Shrub

247 | wB Salvia sonomensis Creeping Sage Ground cover
248 O Sambucus mexicana Mesxican Elderberry | Tree

249 |W Santolina chamaecypanssus Lavender Cotton Ground cover
250 |W Santolina virens Green Lavender Shrub

Cotton

251 | Satureja chandleri San Miquel Savory | Perennial

252 0 Scirpus acutus Hard-Stem Bulrush | Perennial

253 1o Scipus californicus California Bulrush | Perennial

254 | X Sedum acre Goldmoss Sedum Ground cover
255 | X Sedum album Green Stonecrop Ground cover
256 | X Sedum confusum nen Gorund cover
257 | X Sedum ilineare nen Ground cover
258 X Sedum x rubrotinctum Pork and Beans Ground cover
259 | X Senecio serpens nen Ground cover
260 | O Sisyrinchium bellum Blue-Eyed Grass Ground cover
261 | Solanum douglasii Douglas Nightshade | Shrub
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262 | Solanum xantii Purple Nightshade | Perennial

263 |W Stenocarpus sinuatus Firewheel Tree Tree

264 W Strelitzia nicolai Giant Bird of Perennial
Paradise

265 |W Strelitzia reginae Bird of Paradise Perenmial

266 0 Symphoricarpos mollis Creeping Shrub
Snowberry

267 W Tecoma stans (Stenolobium stans) Yellow Bells Shrub/Small tree

268 | X Tecomaria capensis Cape Honeysuckle | Ground cover

269 IN Teucrium chamaedrys Germander Ground cover

270 | N Thymus serpyllum Lemon Thyme Ground cover

271 |N Trachelospermum jasminoides Star Jasmine Shrub

272 O Trichostema lanatum Woolly Blue-Cuns | Shrub

273 | X Trifolium hirtum “Hyron® Hyron Rose Clover | Ground cover

274 | X Trifolium fragiferum ‘0’Connor’s’ O’Connor’s Ground cover
Legume

275 0 Umbellulana califonica California Laurel Tree

276 0 Verbena lasiostachys Westemn Vervain Perennial

277 |N Verbena peruviana nen Ground cover

278 | X Verbena species Verbena Ground cover

270 - A2 Vinca mnor Dwarf Periwmkle Ground cover

280 | Vitis girdiana Desert Wild Grape | Vine

281 | X Vulpia myuros “Zorro’ Zorro Annual Grass
Fescue
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282 |W Westringia fruticosa Shrub
283 |W Xanthorrhoea species Grass Tree Perennial accent
/Shrub
284 |W Xylosma congestum Shiny Xylosma Shrub
285 | X Yucca species Yucca Shrub
286 0 Yucca whipple Yucca Shrub

****Planis listed in gray boxes may not be appropriate for use in certain locations based on
invasiveness and ability to hybridize and will be reviewed on a case by case bases by the appropriate

Jurisdiction.

X = Plant species prohibited in fuel modification zones adjacent to reserve lands. Acceptable
on all other fuel modification locations and zones.

W = Plant species appropriate for use in irrigated portions of fuel modification zones adjacent
to reserve lands. Acceptable in all other fuel modification locations and zones.

O = Plant species native to San Diego County. Acceptable in all fuel modification zones in all
locations.

N = Plant species acceptable on a limited basis (maximum 30% of the area at time of planting)
in irrigated portions of fuel modification zones adjacent to reserve lands. Acceptable in all
other fuel modification locations and zones.

" - If' locally collected.

g - Mot native but can be used in all zones.

)] = Plant species acceptable on a limited use basis. Refer to qualification requirements

following plant palette.
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Roadside Management Toolbox

INTRODUCTION

Welcome to the Caltrans Roadside Management Toolbox, a web based decision making tool provided to improve the
safety and maintainability of transportation projects. This toolbox provides design techniques and treatments that
improve traveler and worker safety, protect the highway infrastructure and improve transportation system reliability by
reducing the need for recurrent maintenance activities.

The California Department of Transportation manages approximately 15,000 miles of highway and 230,000 acres of
right-of-way throughout California. The management, maintenance and control of vegetation on the roadsides has
become increasingly difficult as the miles of roadway and acres of roadside have increased while maintenance
resources have been reduced. Historic methods of vegetation control (manual, mechanical and chemical) have been
sharply curtailed due to local development, increased traffic volumes, public concerns and other economic and
environmental issues.

Following a 1992 Environmental Impact Report on Caltrans vegetation control practices, the Department adopted a
formal Integrated Vegetation Management (IVM) program for its roadsides. A major component of this program are
permanent vegetation control techniques that reduce the need for ongoing vegetation management. Since the adoption
of IVM, District and Headquarters functional areas have completed research and field trials of a wide variety of
permanent vegetation control approaches. The toolbox includes treatments composed of both materials familiar to
traditional highway construction contractors (such as asphalt concrete, portland cement concrete and road base) as well
as less conventional materials or products (such as polyurea coatings, rubber mats, and fiber weed control mats).

The toolbox is a living document, open to improvement and refinement as new treatments are identified and existing
methods improved. Your feedback and input are vital to the continuous improvement of this guidance. Comments may
be directed to Jack Broadbent@dot.ca.gov

For more detailed information on how to use this toolbox, please visit our Toolbox User Instruction page.

Treatment Categories Treatment Details
Areas Beyond the Gore Minor Concrete Vegetation Control
Guard Rail Posts and Sign Posts Asphalt Composite Vegetation Control
Medians Weed Control Mat (Fiber)
Road Edge Weed Control Mat (Rubber)
Side Slopes Asphalt Concrete

Stamped Asphalt

Patterned Concrete

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LandArch/roadside/ 5/1/2014
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Irrigated Vegetation

Minor Concrete Paving

Native Vegetation

Mulch
Gravel Mulch
Rock Blanket

Rock Slope Protection

Updated: February 2014

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LandArch/roadside/ 5/1/2014
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