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Comment Letter Rel30

From: Causes <causes@raptorridge.net>

Sent: Saturday, October 12, 2024 11:32 AM

To: argas, Mora (BOS); Lawson-Remer, Terra; Anderson, Joel; MontgomerySteppe, Monica;
Desmond, Jim; Salazar, Maykent L Kazmer, Gregery; Yuen, Jeffrey; Henson, Eric
McDonald, Hunter; Smith, Rebecca (BOS); Lynch, Dahvia; Harbert, Anmy; Slovick, Mark;
efhgtci@gmail.com; Lorenzana, Bianca; Montagne, Sarah; DhcCuead, Dave

Subject: [External] Harmony Grove Village Sowth is a firetrap. You have the power to fix it.

Dear Supervisors and Fire District,

This project was approved by the last Board of Supervisors and staff in 2018, After the community and envircnmental
groups sued the County and the developer, it was rescinded and the new board wisely chose not to appeal. Since then,
much has changed. The wildfire landscape in California has gotten dramatically worse. The County issued new guidelines
and a new Climate Action Plan that specificzlly avoids development in Very High Fire Severity Zones. This project violates
all of that.

The state Attorney General weighed in on similar projects, questioning the wisdam of placing more homes in the
“wildland urban interface” The AG alza issued new guidelines. All of these things would negate the project. However, the
County s2ems intent on moving forward.

Wildfires have become far more intense and frequent, and this year we've already crossed the million-acre mark. CalFire
has even reclassified cur entire area, including the proposed development, as a Very High Fire Severity Zone. It's clear
that our valley is in more danger than ever, and yet this project doesn't account for those growing risks.

Our commwunity has put together a wildfire evacuation plam, and it's clear that any new development would need to
incorporate it into their planning. But HGV South seems to completely ignore that. The fact that the County already
rejected Lilac Hills Ranch in Valley Center because of inadeguate evacuation routes should be telling. That project had
multiple ways out—this one only has one.

We understand that housing is needed and our community has dutifully accepted a more than doubling of housing in our
community via the HGV project which we all supported. We testified in support of that project because the County
promised us that this would be our contribution and that that would be it. Now, in retrospect, it seems as if HGVS was
already foreseen despite the promised to the contrary.

Flease do the right thing and vote against this project. The risks are too high for all of us.
Sincerely,
Jan Denny

2255 Seaquest Trail
Elfin Forest, CA 92029

Response to Late Comment Rel30-1

Seven letters (Rel30 through Rel36 were submitted after the October 7, 2024
4:00 p.m. deadline for submittal of comments on recirculated Subchapter 2.7
and support documents.

As aresult of late submittal, individual responses to each of the comments are
not being authored. That does not mean, however, that the comments go
unanswered. Two sets of three letters each are identical within their groups in
substantive comments/statements. One set includes Rel30, Rel34, and Rel36;
and one set includes Rel32, Rel33, and Rel35. One letter, Rel31, is not a repeat
of the others. All of the letters, however, repeat topical concerns raised by
others, often verbatim. These comments are therefore responded to as a group,
with cross references to prior individual responses submitted within the six-
week comment period, for which full individual responses were provided, as
appropriate.

The County appreciates the comments. Relative to 2018 approval of the Project
“despite the clear guidance from independent experts” the County disagrees,
as did the Court during the CEQA challenge to the Project. The safety analysis
(wildfire risks and impact assessment as well as evacuation planning) was
prepared by a team of County and emergency response professionals, as well
as a qualified consultant on the topic. Detailed responses were provided to
comments submitted on the Project in 2017 and 2018. Relative to restatements
of issues about overall Project fire safety, access, egress, secondary access, etc.,
these issues were all subject to previous review/approval and not specifically
part of the 2024 recirculation for which comments were solicited. For
description of the scope of recirculation for this EIR pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5(¢c), please see Response to Comment ReO6a-17
and the Recirculation Readers Guide, dated August 22, 2024. Prior safety
analyses withstood qualified third-party review, and subsequently withstood
CEQA challenge. Petitioners’ assertions were not upheld by the Court (refer to
Response to Comment Rell-1 for Appellate Court conclusions regarding
Project fire and evacuation safety analyses, as well as to Global Response: Res
Judicata and New Information. Please also refer to 2018 Global Responses:

RTC-Rel30-1




COMMENTS

RESPONSES

Fire Hazards Impact Analysis and Adequacy of Emergency Evacuation and
Access and to Global Response: 2024 Fire / Evacuation.

The latter four sources also provide specific information regarding:

Secondary access and how/why the suite of design features proposed
by the Project appropriately address dead end road length and result in
an emergency plan that is equivalent to the level of “safety” offered by
secondary access

Relevancy of evacuation experience (time-consuming, understandably
scary, and difficult) to whether evacuation is successful

How and why the HGV South Project would not result in fire
experiences similar to other notable fire events such as the Paradise
fire due to different environmental conditions (and, it is noted the Maui
fire), the age of those homes, and lack of fire hardening, among other
considerations

The new County Fire Protection Plan Guidelines and Project
consistency with them

The new California Attorney General Wildland Urban Interface
Guidelines and Project consistency with them

Reclassification of Project adjacent areas as very high fire severity
zone and why that does not result in changes to Project risk analyses

A new Community Wildfire Evacuation Plan and why that document
does not result in changes to Project evacuation conclusions

The very tragic loss of a neighbor in 1996

As indicated in the bullets above, some comments received in this group of late
letters suggested that new documents, standards or regulations adopted or
enacted post 2018 Project approval would affect prior conclusions. In
particular, Global Responses: 2024 Fire / Evacuation and Res Judicata and
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New Information, directly address new fire planning documents since 2018
approval of the Project. In each case, the Project is found consistent with new
guidelines and regulations. No change is required to the less than significant
CEQA conclusions of the 2018 document. Those conclusions remain valid for
the current review period.

Regarding concerns that additional cars may render evacuation impossible in
the future, please refer to Responses to Comments Rell-1 and Rel10a-1. Where
comments are related to scenarios addressed in the Cova report (an additional
approximately 3,500 cars/seven-hour evacuation period/potential for fire
spread) please see Responses to Comments ReO6b-8, -9, and Rel1-2.

Regarding the new County Climate Action Plan (CAP), the Project is not being
processed under the Plan, and it is thus not relevant to Project analyses.
Information regarding the (non-applicability) of the Fire Safe and VMT
Efficient Alternative circulated in the EIR addressing the CAP, however, is
provided in Responses to Comments ReO6a-4, Rel4a-7 and Global Response:
Reconsideration of General Plan Consistency Determination.

Regarding increases in wildfire number and severity, please refer to Response
to Comment Rel4a-2.

Regarding resident associated increases in fire starts, please refer to Responses
to Comments ReO4b-16, ReO6a-62 and Global Response: 2024 Fire /
Evacuation.

Regarding prior support of HGV and belief that additional development in the
area would not be proposed, please refer to Response to Comment Rel2-4.

Refer to Response to Comment Rel5-4 regarding lack of relevancy of Lilac
Hills denial to the Project and adequacy of Project-proposed fire safety
measures.

Regarding VMT analysis, please note that the 2018 VMT discussions comprise
an issue previously decided and were found adequate by the Court during
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CEQA challenge. Refer to Responses to Comments ReO1-5 and Rel3-2. No
additional VMT study is necessary.

Opposition to the Project on behalf of each of the commenters is noted, is part
of the administrative record, and will be before decision makers during
consideration of the Project.
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Comment Letier Rel31

October 6, 2024

Planning & Developments Services,
5510 Owerland Avenue, Suite 210,
San Diego, CA 92123

ATTN: Bianca Lorenzana

Reference: PDS2015-GPA-15-002, PDS2015-5P-15-002, PDS2015-REZ-15-003,
PDS2018-TM-5626, PDS2015-MUP-15-008, PD52015-ER-15-08-006

To Whom It May Concem,

The Revised EIR for the Harmeny Grove Village South is inadequate for the following
reasons:

"

w

The wildfire risk of this proposed development is simply too high. There are
insufficient evacuation routes and it is impossible to add more, due ta the steep,
rugged terrain. The property is in a “Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone.” The
Cocos Fire bumed right next to this property in 2014, burning 30 homes.

There is only one evacuation route from this property. To meet a minimum level
of safety, there would have to be a second way out. But because of steep slopes
in the area, there is no feasible way to build a road to create a second evacuation
route.

Adding more people to this high-risk zone increases the risk to current residents
as well as putting new residents at risk.

Instead of building here, we should be operating under the guidelines of the Fire
Safe Infill Alternative, building homes close to villages and in urban centars.

By approving this development despite the obvious safety risks, the County is
putting residents at risk, and is prioritizing profits over people.

Due to changes in County regulations on Fire and Yehicle Miles Traveled since the
original Final EIR was proposed in 2018, the Revised EIR is inadequate and should be
required to do a new wildfire analysis and evacuation plan as well as being required to
analyze VMTs.

Sincerely,

Jessica Dummer

Rei31-1

Response to Late Comment Rel31-1

The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel30 regarding concern over evacuation
routes and need for secondary access, very high fire hazard severity zones,
additional residents and potential for increased risk, the Fire Safe and VMT
Efficient Alternative, approval despite perceived “obvious” safety risks, and
changes to County regulations and requirements for fire and VMT analyses.
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Comment Letter Rel32

From: Jan Hall =janh001 @aoloom:=
Sent: Friday. October 11, 2024 3:54 AM
To: argas, Nora (BOS); Lawson-Remer, Terra; Anderson, Joel; MontgomerySteppe, Monica

Desmond, Jim; Salazar, Maykent L Kazmer, Gregony; Yuen, leffrey; Henson, Eric,
McDonald, Hunter, Smith, Rebecca (BOS) Lynch, Dahwia; Harbert, Ammy; Slovick, Mark;
efhgtci@gmail.com; Lorenzana, Bianca; Montagne, Sarah; DMcQuead, Dave

Subject: [External] Don't ket past supervisors' mistakes dictate the future of our fire-prone
COMmmunity.

Honorable Supervisors and Fire District:

Response to Late Comment Rel32-1

The previous Board of Supervisors voted to approve HGWS project despite the clear guidance from independent experts

that this would make evacuation extremely dangerous. The country roads in EHin Forest, Harmony Grove, and Eden The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
‘alley are beautiful but also narrow, winding two-lane roads lined with dense vegetation and chaparral. Adding the . . . .
traffic from HGVS would make evacuation during 2 wildfire practically impossible. Comments provided for late Letter Rel30 regarding prior approval despite
The Cocos Fire of 2014 really scared those of us wha were around at the time. Peaple were stuck in standstill traffic on altemative “guidance,” eVacuation potential Wlth HGV South/HGV added tO
both ends of the valley, with some barely making it out before the fire reached their neighborhoods. Since then, the . . . . .

Harmony Grove Village project was built (which was supported by the community on the condition that this would be arca deVelOpment, Cocos Fire evacuation experience, Communlty Wlldﬁre
the last large project to limit our evacuation hazard and wildfire risks). If the HGV South project i approved there will be . . .

six times more cars evacuating but no new road capacity. Something like 3500 vehicles will pack anto two-lane roads frequency, 1 996 traglc IOSS Of a nelghbor, adequacy Of Proposed PI‘O] eCt ﬁre
trying to escape a fire. It would take 7 hours to evacuate everyone. Hopefully, a nearby fire would overwhelm the . .

community in less than 2 hours. safety measures, secondary access, perceived waiver of fire safety standards,
What you may not know is that this community has weathered dozens of major wildfires, on average every four years Relaz-1 potentlal for Communlty to be the next Maui or Paradlse, need for new review,
zince the 1980s. We've lost many homes over the years and even a neighbar who was killad trying to escape the o

Harmony Grove fire, It's hard to understand how this project could maove forward without adaguate fire safety measures and general OppOSItlon.

in place, such as a secondary evacuation route and expanded road capacity.

The County and Fire District supported this project, despite it requiring a waiver of fire safety standards [sacondary
egress requirement), feels like a betrayal. We're already at risk given the growth we've seen in the past decade {more
than double the housing). Approving HGVS would push us over the edge. It risks turning cur community into the next
Maui or Paradise, where evacuzting isn't even an option because of the overwhelming number of vehicles and
insufficient infrastructure.

Please, the last Board got it wrong. | urge you to vobe no on this dangerows project, or at the very least require a
thorough new fire safety analysis and demand a secondary egress. Our lives depend on it

Sincerely,

Jan Hall
Elfin Forest Resident

Sent from my iPhone
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Comment Letter Rel33

From: myriam khawand <mlkhawand@gmail.com >
Sent: Monday, Ocrober 7, 2024 7:24 PM
Ta: Vargas, Mora (BOS); Lawson-Remer, Terra: Anderson, Joel; MontgomerySteppe. Monica;

Desmiond. Jim; Salazar, Mayhkent [ Kzzmer, Gregory; Yuen, Jeffrey: Henson, Eric:
MeDenald, Hunter; Smith, Rebecca (305) Lynch, Dahwvia; Harbert, Amy; Slovick, Mark;
efhgtc@gmail.com; Lorenzana, Bianca; Montagne, Sarah; DMcQuead, Dave

Subject: [External] Don't let past supervisors’ mistakes dictate the future of our fire-prone

community.
Heonorable Supervisors and Fire District: Response to Late comment Re|33_1
The previcus Board of Supervisors voted 1o approve HGVS project despite the clear guidance from The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the ReSpOI’lSCS to
indepandeant exparts that this would make evacuation extramely dangerous. The country roads in EUfin . . . .
Forest, Harmony Grove, and Eden Valley are beautiful but also narrow, winding two-lane roads Lined with Comments provided for late Letter Rel30 regarding prior approval despite
dens tation and chaparral. Adding the traffic from HGWVS would mal acuation during a wildf . : . . .
s Pl g chiht R oR TR alternative “guidance,” evacuation potential with HGV South/HGV added to
The Cocos Fire of 2014 really scared those of us who were around at the time. People were stuck in arca development’ COCOS Flre evacuation experience, Communlty Wlldﬁre
standstill traffic on both ands of the valley, with some barsly making it out L}e.fc.lre the fira reachad thair frequency, 1996 tragic IOSS Of a neighbor, adequacy Of Proposed Proj ect ﬁre
neighborhoods. Sinse then, the Harmaony Grove Village projact was bullt (which was supported by the . .
community on the condition that this would be the last large project to lmit aur evacuation hazard and safety measures, Secondary access, percewed waiver of fire safety standards,
wildfire risks). If the HGV Scuth project is approved there will be six times more cars evacuating but no . . . . .
new road capacity. Somathing like 3500 vehicles will pack onte two-lans roads trying to escapa a fire. It pOtentlal for Communlty to be the next Maui or Paradlse, need for new review,
would take 7 hours to evacuate everyone. Hopefully, a nearby fire would overwhelm the community in d 1 t
less than 2 heours. Re32q and general opposition.

What you may net know is that this community has weathered dozens of major wildfires, on average
every four years since the 192802, We've lost many homes over the years and even a nelghbor who was
killed trying to escape the Harmeony Grove fire. It"s hard to understand how this preject could move
farward without adequate fire safety measures in place, such as a secondary evacuation route and
expanded road capacity.

The County and Fire District supported this project, despite it requiring a walver of fire safety standards
{secondary egress requirement), feels like a betrayal. We're already at risk given the growth we've sean
in the past decade {(more than double the housing). Approving HGVS would push us over the edge. It
rizks turning our community into the next Maui or Paradise, where svacuating Isn't even an option
because of the overwhelming numbear of vehicles and insufficient infrastrusture.

Please, the last Board got it wrong. | urge you to vole no on this dangarous project, or at the very least
ragjuire a therough new fire safety analysis and demand a secondary egress. Our lives depend on it.

Sincearaly,
Myriam
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Comment Letter Rel34

ozlow <mjkozlowd0@yaheo.com=

ber 7, 2024 6:59 BM

05); Lawson-Remer, Terra; Andersen, loel: MontgomerySteppe. Monica;
Dasmond, Jim; Salazar, Mayhent L mer, Gregory; Yuen, Jeffrey: Henson, Eric:
MeDonzld, Hunter; Smith, Rebs 0S) Lynch, Dahwvia; Harbert, Amy; Slovick, Mark;
efhgtc@gmail.com; Lorenzana, Bianca; Montagne, Sarah; DMcQuead, Dave

[External] Harmaony Grove Willage South is 3 firetrap. ¥ou have the power to fix it.

From: Marilyn ¥
Sent Maonday,
Ta: Wargas, Nora

Subject:

Dear supervisors and Fire District,

Please do not approve this measure. My church community in Harmony Grove was destroyed in the Cocos Fire. Please
help us survive.

This project was approved by the last Board of Supervisors and staff in 2018. After the community and environmental
groups sued the County and the developer, it was rescinded and the new board wisely chose not to appeal. Since then,
much has changed. The wildfire landscapea in California has gotten dramatically worse. The County issuad new guidelines
and a new Climate Action Plan that specifically aveids development in Very High Fire Severity Zones. This project violates
all of that

The state attorney Generzl weighed in on similar projects, questioning the wisdom of placing more homes in the
“wildland urban interface.” The AG also issued new guidelings. all of these things would negate the project. However, the
County seems intent on moving forward

wildfires have become far more intense and frequent, and this year we've already crossed the million-acre mark. calFire
has evan reclassified our entire area, including the proposed development, as a Vary High Fire Severity Zone. It's claar
that cur valley is in more danger than ever, and yet this project doesn't account for those growing risks

Ralzd-1

‘Our community has put together a wildfire evacuation plan, and it's clear that any new development would need to
incorporate it into their planning. But HGV South seems to completaly ignore that. The fact that the County already
rejected Lilac Hills Ranch in valley Center because of inadeguate evacuation routes should be telling. That project had
multiple ways cut—this one only has one

‘we understand that housing is needed and our community has dutifully accepted a more than doubling of housing in our
community via the HEW project which we all supported. we testified in support of that project because the County
promised us that this would be our contribution and that that would be it NMow, in retrospect, it seems as if HGVS was

already foreseen despite the promised to the contrary.

Flease do the right thing and vote against this project. The risks are toe high for all of us.

Sincerely,

marilym

Response to Late Comment Rel34

The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel30 regarding issues of changes in
numbers and severity of wildfires, (non)relevancy of the new County CAP to
HGYV South, reclassification of adjacent very high fire hazard severity zones, a
new community wildfire plan, (non)relevancy of Lilac Ranch finding to HGV
South, belief that HGV “would be it” in terms of area development, and overall
Project opposition.
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Comment Letter Rel35

From: Jehan Lalkaka <jehan.ri@gmail.com=
Sent: Monday, October 7, 2024 7:28 PM
Ta: Vargas, Mora (BOS); Lawson-Remer, Terra: Anderson, Joel; MontgomerySteppe. Monica;

Desmiond. Jim; Salazar, Mayhkent [ Kzzmer, Gregory; Yuen, Jeffrey: Henson, Eric:
MeDenald, Hunter; Smith, Rebecca (305) Lynch, Dahwvia; Harbert, Amy; Slovick, Mark;
efhgtc@gmail.com; Lorenzana, Bianca; Montagne, Sarah; DMcQuead, Dave

Subject: [External] Don't let past supervisors’ mistakes dictate the future of our fire-prone
community.

Heonorable Supervisors and Fire District:

Response to Late Comment Rel35-1

The previcus Board of Supervisors voted to a,uprm-e. HGYS project despite the clear guldance from The County appreciates the Comments' Please refer to the Responses to
indepandeant exparts that this would make evacuation extramely dangerous. The country roads in EUfin X . . .
Forest, Harmony Grove, and Eden Valley are beautiful but also narrow, winding twe-lane roads linad with Comments prOVIded for late Letter Rel30 regardlng prior approval desplte
dense vegetation and chaparral. Adding the traffic from HGVS would make evacuation during a wildfire . . . . .

practically impassible. alternative “guidance,” evacuation potential with HGV South/HGV added to
The Cocos Fire of 2014 really scared those of us who were around at the time. People were stuck in arca deVelOpment, COCOS Flre evacuation experience, Communlty Wlldﬁre
standstill traffic an bath ends of the valley, with some baraly making it out befors the fire reachad thair . . .
neighborhoods. Sinse then, the Harmaony Grove Village projact was bullt (which was supported by the frequency’ 1996 traglc IOSS Of a nelghbor, adequacy Of Proposed PI'O_] ect ﬁre
community on the condition that this would be the last large project to Umit our evacuation hazard and safety measures’ Secondary access’ perceived Waiver Of ﬁre safety Standards’
wildfire risks). If the HGV Scuth project is approved there will be six times more cars evacuating but no . . . . .

new road capacity. Somathing like 3500 vehicles will pack onte two-lans roads trying to escape a fira. It pOtentlal fOI' Communlty to be the next Ma.ul or Paradlse, need for new review,
would take 7 hours to evacuate everyone. Hopefully, a nearby fire would overwhelm the community in ..

less than 2 haurs. and general opposition.

Rel35-1

What you may net know is that this community has weathered dozens of major wildfires, on average
every four years since the 192802, We've lost many homes over the years and even a nelghbor who was
killed trying to escape the Harmeony Grove fire. It"s hard to understand how this preject could move
farward without adequate fire safety measures in place, such as a secondary evacuation route and
expanded road capacity.

The County and Fire District supported this project, despite it requiring a walver of fire safety standards
{secondary egress requirement), feels like a betrayal. We're already at risk given the growth we've sean
in the past decade {(more than double the housing). Approving HGVS would push us over the edge. It
rizks turning our community into the next Maui or Paradise, where svacuating Isn't even an option
because of the overwhelming numbear of vehicles and insufficient infrastrusture.

Please, the last Board got it wrong. | urge you to vole no on this dangarous project, or at the very least
ragjuire a therough new fire safety analysis and demand a secondary egress. Our lives depend on it.

Sincearaly,
Jahan Lalkaka
Harmany Grove Village homeowner and resident
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Comment Letter Rel36

Froim: James Shen «<shen_james@outiook.com:=
Sent: Saturday, October 12, 2024 4:28 PM
To: Wargas, Mora (BOS); Lawson-Remer, Terra; Anderson, Joel; MontgomenySteppe, Monica:

Desmond, Jim; Salazar, Maykent L Kazmer, Gregony; Yuen, Jeffrey; Henson, Eric,
McDonald, Hunter, Smith, Rebecca (BOS) Lynch, Datwia; Harbert, Ammy; Slovick, Mark;
efhgtci@gmail.com; Lorenzana, Bianca; Montagne, Sarah; DbdcQuead, Dave

Subject: [External] Harmony Grove Village South is a firetrap. You have the power to fix it.

Dear Supervisors and Fire Districe,

This project was approved by the last Board of Supervisors and staff in 2018, After the community and environmental
groups sued the County and the developer, it was rescinded and the new board wisely chose not to appeal. Since then,
much has changed. The wildfire landscape in California has gotten dramatically worse. The County issued new guidelines
and a new Climate Action Plan that specifically avoids development in Very High Fire Severity Zones. This project viclates
all of that.

The state Attorney General weighed in on similar projects, guestioning the wisdom of placing maore homes in the
“wildland urban interface.” The AG also issued new guidelines. All of these things would negate the project. Howewer,
the County seems intent on moving forward.

‘Wildfires have become far more intense and frequent, and this vear we've already crossed the million-acre mark. CalFirs
has even reclassified our entire area, including the proposed development, as a Very High Fire Severity Zone. It's clear
that our valley is in more danger than ever, and yet this project doesn't account for those growing risks.

Our community has put together a wildfire evacuation plan, and it's clear that any new development would need to
incorporate it into their planning. But HGY South seems to completely ignore that, The fact that the County already
rejected Lilac Hills Ranch in Valley Center because of inadequate evacuation routes should be telling. That project had
multiple ways out—this one only has one.

We understand that housing is needed and cur community has dutifully accepted a more than doubling of housing in
‘our community via the HGV project which we all supported. We testified in support of that project because the County
promised us that this would be our contribution and that that would be it. Mow, in retrospect, it seems as if HGVS was
already foreseen despite the promised to the contrary.

Please do the right thing and vote against this project. The risks are too high for all of us.
Sincerely,
Jing Shen & Jiang Qian

20111 Colina Encantada Way
Escondido, CA 92029

Response to Late Comment Rel36-1

The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel30 regarding issues of changes in
numbers and severity of wildfires, (non)relevancy of the new County CAP to
HGYV South, reclassification of adjacent very high fire hazard severity zones, a
new community wildfire plan, (non)relevancy of Lilac Ranch finding to HGV
South, belief that HGV “would be it” in terms of area development, and overall

Fe31 | Project opposition.
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Comment Letter Rel37

From: Damian Bagly <dbagby22i@ zmail com™

Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2025 6:48 PM

To: Lawzon-Remer, Tarra <Tena Lawson-Femerdsdecumty. ca gove; Andersen, Joel
=Joel Andevsonidsdeommty ca gove; MontzomeryStappe, Montea =Memez Montgomery Steppeisdeoumnty.ca gov=;
Diesmend, Jim <Jim Desmondidisdecunty.ca gove=; Salazar, Maykent L <Maykentl Salazariisdecunty ca gov=;

(BOS) =Febecea Smuth? (@ sdeounty ca. : Lynch, Dabvia <Dlahwia Tynehia) sdeomnty.c - ¥
<Amy Harbert@sdeounty.ca. gov=; Mecham, Tonvi@ CALFIRE =Tony Mechamii fire.ca.zov=; Slovick, Mark
<Mark. Slovickig sdeounty ca.gov; efhgte/@)gmail com; Lorenzana, Bianca <Bianca Lovrenzanaidsdeownty.ca.gov=;
Montagne, Sarzh “mentagneinsf-fire. org=; mequeadirsi-fire org; asheraftinnsf-fire org; hullgreniirsi-five cxg;
mealinirsf-fire arg; stine/grsi-five o1z; palomaguimeid gmail com; jmeecannidiclmlavistaca gon;
district]lgehulavistaca gov; Vian@vivianmerene com; MollyWigsandiezo gov; Weber, Mally

Pallinger, David =David Pallingeriaisdeounty.ca.gov=; Bamhart, Donglas
=Douglas Bamhant@)sdeounty ca gov=; Edwards, Michae] (LUEG) =Michaz] Edwards@isdeounty ca.zov; Hitzke,
Gmger =Gmger Fhtzkeiisdeounty.ca gove; Ashman Fonald <Renald Ashman@ sdeounty ca.gove; Calve, Yolanda
<Yolanda Calvolisdeomty ca gove; LUEG, PDS Plaming{ommizsion

=PDS. PlanningCommoissionid sdcounty.ca.gov=

Subject: [External] Don’t let a bad decision haunt vou forever. Force developer of HGWV South to build 2 secondary
exit.

=Meolly Webergisdcounty ca.go

Honorable County Supervisers, Fire Officials, Planming Commissioners, and Potential District 1 Candidates:

I lived through the Cocos Fire and witnessed firsthand how quickly a blaze can tear through our community. Thuty
of nty neighbors lost their homes. Watclingz the cwrrent devastation in Los Anzeles brings back those same fears.

It's hard to fathem that the Ceunty ard Fire Distnet maght allow Harmeony Grove Village South to move forward
with coly cne exat—even though 1t's in a Very High Fire Severity Zone that has bumned multiple times since the
1980s. One parson died attempting to flee the last Hamoeny Grove fire, and new we nisk an even greater nagedy if
themzands of residents are trapped durmg a fast-reoving wildfive. With standstll traffic durmg the 2014 Cocos Fue
—and that was before Harmeny Grove Village (not South) was bult—yon can imagme how dirs things could
become with six tomes mors cars.

We ware promised that Hanmeny Grove Village (net South) would meet eur housing oblizations and that we
wouldn't have any more developments jaroming 1000 s more cars ente our limited muoral evacuation route. Vet hers
we are, discussing 3 massive new development with no expandad read capacity and no sseondary evacuation routa.
Experts sav 1t could take seven hours to evacuate; a wildfive can avive m two.

I 1espectfully ask you to reject thus proposal, or at least demand a thovouzh new fire safety analysis and requize a
secondary egrass. When the next fire erupts, vour decision today could save—or endanger—thousands of lives.

Sincerely,
Danwan

Response to Late Comment Rel37-1

Twenty-three communications were submitted by 21 commenters (Rel37
through Rel55) on two days in January (14 and 15), 2025. These letters were
submitted after the October 7, 2024 deadline for submittal of comments on the
Recirculated Final Environmental Impact Report (RFEIR), and are therefore
late.

As a result of late submittal and consistency of comment content, individual
responses to each of the comments are not being authored. That does not mean,
however, that the comments go unanswered. Although the letters are not form
letters, they are similar in content, with a number of identical passages. Similar
to the late letters received in October (see Rel30) all of the letters repeat
concerns raised by others, often verbatim. These comments are therefore
responded to as a group, with cross references to prior individual responses
submitted within the six-week comment period, as appropriate.

The County appreciates the comments. All of the letters provide some general
information. Also often verbatim, this can include information regarding the
writer; e.g., the location of their residence, whether they were present during
the Cocos Fire (or other fire events in the area), what they and/or their
neighbors experienced (including some explanatory pictures), if they were
evacuated during the Cocos Fire and for how long that evacuation occurred,
professional background, and/or emotional response to the January Los
Angeles fires. Some comments also provide summary information about the
Harmony Grove community, loss of structures in the Cocos fire (likely
primarily from the Harmony Grove Spiritualist’s Association), the writer’s
opinion regarding the Project developer goals/location/supposed actions, and
difficulty in obtaining fire insurance and the expectation that it will be more
difficult to do so given the Los Angeles fires. These statements can be of
interest but they: (1) are not questions, and (2) do not relate to adequacy of the
EIR prepared for the Project. Therefore, no responses are provided to these
general information passages.
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Potentially CEQA substantive comments are also included. Statements (often
duplicative with those of past or current letters) are made as to:

The Project being located within a very high fire hazard severity zone
Changes in rate and severity of wildfires

Belief that adjacent Harmony Grove Village would be the last
residential project proposed for the area

The tragic loss of a person in 1996

Belief that the Project is obtaining a “waiver” from “crucial fire code
requirements” which allow the Project to move forward “without
adequate fire safety measures” and/or that it does not meet the state
Fire Code (i.e., that the Project is unsafe due to lack of secondary
access) with subsequent likelihood of entrapment during a fast-moving
wildfire

Lack of permission to use an off-site dirt road in case of emergency
and assertion that the road is “impassable”

Level of congestion during the Cocos Fire evacuation and/or fear over
“six times more cars” present during evacuation than during the Cocos
Fire (or approximately 3,500 vehicles), sometimes mentioning lack of
“new road capacity”

Belief that it could take seven hours to evacuate the area and a wildfire
could “arrive in two”

As a general comment, please note that the safety analysis (wildfire risks and
impact assessment as well as evacuation planning) was prepared by a team of
County and emergency response professionals, as well as a qualified consultant
on the topic. The analyses withstood qualified third-party review and
subsequently withstood CEQA challenge. None of the comments provided
since Project approval changes those conclusions. Please refer to Response to
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Comment Rell-1, which includes quotes from the Appellate Court regarding
conclusions on fire and evacuation analyses adequacy. Please also refer to 2018
Global Responses: Fire Hazards Impact Analysis and Adequacy of Emergency
Evacuation and Access and to Global Responses: 2024 Fire / Evacuation and
Res Judicata and New Information.

The latter four sources provide specific clarification regarding:

e Very high fire hazard severity zone rating and why that does not result
in changes to Project risk analyses

e Secondary access and how/why the suite of design features proposed
by the Project appropriately address dead end road length and result in
an emergency plan that is equivalent to the level of “safety” offered by
secondary access

o The off-site dirt road identified as a potential route that emergency
responders could direct evacuees toward if they decided to do so

e Relevancy of evacuation experience (time-consuming, understandably
scary, and difficult) to whether evacuation is successful

e The 1996 tragic loss of a neighbor

Please note as well that Global Responses: Res Judicata and New Information
and 2024 Fire / Evacuation also directly address new fire planning documents
since 2018 approval of the Project; including new County Fire Protection Plan
Guidelines and new California Attorney General Wildland Urban Interface
Guidelines. In each case, the Project is found consistent with new guidelines
and regulations. No change is required to the less than significant CEQA
conclusions of the 2018 document. Those conclusions remain valid for the
current review period.
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Regarding increases in wildfire number and/or severity, please refer to
Response to Comment Rel4a-2.

Regarding prior support of HGV and belief that additional development in the
area would not be proposed, please refer to Response to Comment Rel2-4.

Regarding the contention that a dirt road leading east of the Project could not
be used subject to direction by emergency personnel, please refer to Response
to Comment ReO2-2.

Regarding concerns that additional cars may render evacuation impossible in
the future, please refer to Response to Comment Rell0a-1. Where comments
are related to scenarios addressed in the Cova report (an additional
approximately 3,500 cars/seven-hour evacuation period/potential for fire
spread) please see Response to Comment ReO6b-8. Please also refer to
Response to Comment ReO6b-9 which additionally discusses issues related to
suggested fire spread rates.

Regarding General Plan compliance, please refer to FEIR Section 3.1.5, Land
Use and Planning, 2018 Global Responses: Project Consistency with General
Plan Policy LU-1.4 and Regional Plan Conformity, as well as Global Response:
Reconsideration of General Plan Consistency Determination (confirming
above analyses and addressing affordable housing).

In closing, it is noted that each of the January communications end with a
request that the County reject the Project, and sometimes add that at a minimum
the County should require a new fire safety analysis and secondary egress
based on comments provided within the letter(s). As noted, the fire safety
analysis stands. Specifically regarding secondary access, commenters are
referred to the global response discussions cited above. Opposition to the
Project on behalf of each of the commenters is noted, is part of the
administrative record, and will be before decision makers during consideration
of the Project.
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From: April Bevins <aeb&150@gmail.com> Comment Letter Rel38

Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2025 9:34 PM

To: Lawson-Remer, Terra <Terra.Lawson-Remer @sdcounty.ca.gove; Anderson, Joel

<loel Anderson@sdcounty.ca.gove; MontgomerySteppe, Monica
=Monica_MontgomerySteppe@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Desmond, Jim <lim.Desmond @sdcounty.ca.govs;
Salazar, Maykent L <Maykentl Salazar@sdcounty.ca.gove; Kazmer, Gregory

<Gregory.Xazmer @sdcounty.ca.gove; Yuen, Jeffrey <Jeffrey.Yuen@sdcounty.ca.gov>; Henson, Eric
<Eric. Henson@sdcounty.ca.gov>; McDonald, Hunter <Hunter.McDonald @sdcounty.ca.gov>; Smith,
Rebecca (BOS) <Rebecca.Smith2 @sdcounty.ca.govs; Lynch, Dahvia
<Dahvia.Lynch@sdcounty.ca.gov>, Harbart, Amy <Amy. Harbert@sdcounty.ca.gov>; Mecham,
Tony@CALFIRE <Tony. Mechami@fire.ca.gov>; Slovick, Mark <Mark.Slovick@sdcounty.ca.gove;
efthgic@gmail.com; Lorenzana, Bianca <Bianca.Llorenzana@sdcounty_ca_gov>; Montagne, Sarah
=montagne @rsf-fire.org>; mcquead @rsf-fire.org; ashcraft@rst-fire.org; hillgren@rsf-fire.org;
malin@rsf-fire.org; stine@rsf-fire.org; palomaguirre@gmail.com; jmocann@chulavistaca.goy;
districtl @chulavistacagov; Vivian@vivianmoreno.com; MollyW@sandiego.gov; Weber, Maolly
=Melly. Weber@sdoounty.ca.gove; Pallinger, David <David.Pallinger @sdcounty.ca_gove; Barnhart,
Douglas <Douglas.Barnhart@sdcounty.ca gov>; Edwards, Michael (LUEG]
<Michael.Edwards@sdoounty.ca.gov>; Hitzke, Ginger <Ginger.Hitzke@sdoounty.ca.gove; Ashman,
Ronald <Ronald.Ashman@sdcounty.ca.gov>; Calvo, Yolanda <Yolanda. Calvo@sdcounty.ca, gov>;
LUEG, PDS PlanningCommission <PDS.PlanningCommission @sdoounty.ca.govs

Subject: [External] HGVS desperately needs a second access road if approved!

To whom it may concern:

As a homeowner on Mt. Whitney Rd with our home having been hit by the Coco's and Haromy
Grove fires, we are begging vou to make Harmony Grove Village South if approved add a second
road. We believe it's terribly unsafe to allow that many people only one way in and out. | cannot
imagine if we had a fire even a portion of the LA fires here with that many additional vehicles as
there's already more with HGW than past fires.

We were promised that Harmony Grove Village (not South) would meet our housing obligations and
that we wouldn't have any more developments jamming 1000's more cars onto our limited rural
evacuation route. Yet here we are, discussing a massive new development with no expanded road
capacity and no secondary evacuation route. Experts say it could take seven hours to evacuate; a
wildfire can arrive in two.

| respectfully ask you to reject this proposal, or at least demand a thorough new fire safety analysis
and reguire a secondary egress. When the next fire erupts, your decision today could save—ar
endanger—thousands of lives.

Sincerely,
April Bevins-Cooper
3151 Mt. Whitney Rd.

Rel3g-1

Response to Late Comment Rel38-1

The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel37 regarding prior area fire experience,
concern over need for secondary access/egress, additional residents/vehicles in
HGV and potential more with HGV South, belief that there would not be
additional developments after HGV, evacuation timing, request for new
analyses/secondary access, and overall Project opposition.
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Smith, Rebacca
arbart, Amy
lovick, Mask
sdcounty.ca.gov=;
illzrenidrsf-fire.org;

Sijen [Etmal] Haven't we en":uad our lezson® How is 30 Counry waiving fire code for developers in very hizh
wildfire risk areas. Please vote No on HGV Sowth.

Hororable Supervizors, Commizsioners, Fire Disinict, staff and potential District 1 candidates:
Having survived the Cocos Fire that ravagad our fire-prene neizhborbood and burned down 30 of my neighbors'

homes, I am row wimessing the bomendous sitation unfolding tn Los Angsles and reliving that trauma every tme I
urE on the news.

hard 1o believe that County and Fire District are really considering wa
Hage Soath. It would be insane to alk
igh Fire Seveniy Zon= in a nej zh:lml'.oov; that has
borhaod 5t many homes over the years and
n.]len a con:mnnj manbarms _-:J]ed '_|'§'I:Ig to escape the Harmony Grove fire. It's hard 1o
understand kow this project could move forward without adequate fire safety measuras m]:]ncp_ something as basic
23 2 secondary evacuation route and expanded read capacity. With what we'r2 seeing in LA it is unconscionable

LIt
2 developer of Hammony Grave
spite Ltbe:l:\! m .J.‘. ery

To add fmsult to inju
code requiremsnts Sor
move f:rw..:lmdl oaly one egress, de

The Cocos Fi + seared those of us who were around at the time. People wers stuck in standstill taffic
on both ends L some barely making it out before the fire reached their neighborhoods. This was
before the Harmomy G-T:ne‘i"uve (ot so‘ut ) project was even builn

Our community dutifully supperied HGV (not South) tvecm.. z2 the County promised us that this would falfill our
DCAQ of land use and planning today,

i tims and she hald visioning wor o= and diplomatically brought our community around to
supporting a project that would deuble our populaton with 742 homes. We were assured by staff and by the
Supervizors at the tme that, due fo the limited evacuation infrastructure and increazed wildfire risk, this would be
the last biz project for a very long while. Mot 1 years later, 2 Colorado billionaire uys up forsclosed land and
embarks on a g undermin monmiry for the deceptively named Harmomny Grove Village South.
Ironically, that same billionairs | is family home in 2022 during the Marshall fives.

Ifthe HGV South project is approved there will be approximately :ix tims: mors cars evacuating than we ssw
during Cocos fire, but no new road capa Something like 3500 vehicles will pack onte two-lans roads Tying o
ascape a fast moving fire. According to an independent evacuation expert, it would fake 7 hours to &v a.fwm the
immediate vicinity. A fire starting within § miles of us could overwhelm the commun:ty in less than 2 hoars.

Please, the last Board got it wrongz I urge you to votz oo on this dangerous project, or at the very least requirz a
thorough new fire safety analy:is and demand a secondary egress. Crur lives depend on it. When the next fire hits,
o, ciston-makers, will live with the consegquences of your ultimate decision. It will be your legacy. Let’s hope
it will be the right lezacy

Sincerely,

Anthony Cerami

Comment Letter Rel39

Response to Late Comment Rel39-1

The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel37 regarding prior (Cocos) fire
experience, renewed concern based on January 2025 fires in Los Angeles,
perceived waiver of fire safety standards, concern over evacuation routes and
need for secondary access/egress, very high fire hazard severity zones, loss of
neighborhood homes, 1996 tragic loss of a neighbor, adequacy of Proposed
Project fire safety measures, belief that HGV “would be it” in terms of area
development, additional residents/vehicles, potential for increased risk during
evacuation, Cocos Fire evacuation experience, request for new
review/secondary access, and overall Project opposition.
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Comment Letter Reld40

From: Patricia Connell =patriceconnelll@iclond comy=

Sent: Wednesday, January 135, 2025 6:55 AM

Ta: Lawszon-Remer, Tarra =Tena Lawson-Femergsdecumty ca gove; Andersen, Joel

<Joel. Anderson@sdeounty.ca.gov=; MontgomerySteppe, Montca <Momica Montgomery Steppeidsdeounty.ca. govs;

Desmend, Jim <Jim Desmonddsdecunty.ca g Salazar, Maykent L <Maykentl. Salazariisdeounty ca gov=;

Kazmer, Gragory =Gregory Kazmerjaisdeonnty ca.gov=; Tuen, Jeffrey <Jeffey Yueniisdeounty.ca govs; Henson,

MeDonald, Hanter <Hunter MeDonald i@ sdeounty ca.gove; Smuth, Bebecca
: Dahwia Lynchi sdeownsy ca. gor

Erie <Eric Hensen@sdeounty ca gon
(BOS) =Febacca Smith?@sdeour : i
<Amy Harbert@ sdeounty.ca. gov=; Mecham, Tomy@CALFIRE =Towy Mecham(i fire ca gov=
=Mark Sloviekid sdeounty.ca gov=; efhgtefd zmail com; Lovenzana, Bianca <Bianca Lorenzanaji sdeownry.ca gov=;
Montagne, Sarah <“mentagne/ivsf-fire.org; mequead @rsf-five.org; asheraft@irsf-five. org; hllgreniirsf-fire org;
malinirsf-fire org; stine@rsf-fira org; palomaguine@ zmail com; imecanniclmlavistaca gov;
distrietligchulavistaca gov, Vivian@vivianmereno.com; MollyWigsandiege.gov, Weber, Meolly

=Molly Webengisdeounty ca.gov=; Pallinger, David =Dawid Pallingeriasdecunty.ca.gov=; Bamhart Douglas
<Diouglas Bamhartiisdeousty.ca.gov™; Edwards, Michael (LUEG) <Michaal Edwardsi@sdeounty.ca. 1
Gmzer =Gmgzar Fhtzkedisdeounty.ca gove; Ashmen Ronald <Renald Ashman@ sdeounty ca.zove; Calve, Yol
<Yolanda Calvoisdeomty ca gove; LUEG, PDS Plaming( ommizsion

=PDS PlanmingCommissiond sdoounty ca. govs=

Subject: [External] Cne way out i3 just not safe. Please force developer of HGV South to butld 2 secondary road.
Diox't let us get entapped duwing the next five.

Response to Late Comment Rel40-1
The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel37 regarding Cocos fire experience, loss

To whom it may concem

The area where the new homes will be built has been burmed befors. I lived thyough the Cocos Five and almost lost
nry home. The fire came within 45 vards of my back yard. We witnessed frsthand how quickly a blaze can tear

through mu amil. T]m:t} ofm'f' neizhbaors lost their homes nearby. We had fo evacuate for 3 days and the fire Of neighborhood homes, Speed Of area bums, need for Secondary access, 1 996
meved all the way east past Kzuana Loa.

It's hard to fathem that the County and Fire Distnet nught allow Hammeony Grove Villaze South to move forward traglc IOSS Of a nelghbor’ Very hlgh ﬁre haZar'd SeVerlty Z.Ones’ addlthI'lal
with caly one exit—even though it's in a Very Hizh Fire Severity Zone that has bumed multiple fimes since the residents and potential for increased risk during evacuation, Cocos Fire
19805, One person died attempting to flee the last Hamony Grove fire, and now we nsk an even greater tagedy if . . . . .

thousands of rasidents ars trapped during 3 fast-moving wildfira With standstill traffic during the 2014 Cocos Fira evacuation experience, belief that HGV “would be it” in terms of areca
—and that was before Hameony Grove Villaze (not South) was bult—you can imagine how dirs things could .. . .
become with six times mare cars. redni | development, concern over additional cars on the roads during evacuation,
We were promised that Hammeny Grove Village (not South) would meet our housing oblizations and that we eVacuation tlmlng: requeSt for new reVieW/Secondary access, and OVerall

wouldn’t have any more developments jammueng 1000°: mers cars ente our limited mral evacuation vonte. Vet hers PrOjeCt Opposition

we are, discussing a massive new development with ne expanded 1ead capacity and no seeendary evacuation route.
Euperts say it could take saven hours to evacuate; 3 wildfive can avive m fwo.

I rezpectfully ask you fo reject this proposal, or at least demand a thovough new fire safery analysis and require a
secondary sgress. When the next five erupts, your decision teday could save—or endanger—thousands of lives.

Sincerely,
Fatricia Commell
Sent from my iFhone
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Comment Letter Reld1

From: Livia D <liviadzl @ gzl com=

Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2025 11:17 AM

To: Lawszon-Femer, Tarra =Tenz Lawson-Femerid sdecomty ca gove; Andersen, Joel

=Joel Andersonid sdeommty.ca.gov=; MontzgomerySteppe, Monica <Momica Montzomery Steppeid sdeounty.ca. govs=;
Desmend, Jim <Jim Desmond i sdecunty.ca gove=; Salazar, Maykent L <Maykentl Salazariisdecunty ca gov=;
Kazmer, Gregory <Gregory Kazmeridsdeounty.ca.gov=; Tuen, Jeffiey <Jeffrey Yuenidisdeounty.ca gove; Henson,
Erie <Enic Hensonli sdeounty ca gov=; MeDonald, Hunter <Hunter MeDonald i@ sdeounty ca.govee; Smuth, Bebecca
(BOS) <“Febecea Smuth (@ sdeoun > Lymch, Dabwvia =Dabwia. Lynechii sdeownty.ca. go
<Amy Harbertig sdeounty.ca gove; Macham, Tonvia) CALFIRE <Tony Macham(i fire ca gov=
=Mark Sloviekid sdeounty.ca gov=; efhgte)d zmail com; Lovenzana, Bianca <Bianca Lorenzanaji sdeownty.ca gov=;
Montazne, Sarah <montazne@rsf-five org=; mequeadiarsf-five org; asherafiairsf-fire orz; llgreniirsf-firs org:
malinirsf-fire org; stine(@rsf-five orz; palomaguime@zmail com; meeanmnichulavistaca gov;
distriet]li@chulavistaca gov, Vivian@vivianmerene.com; MollyWigsandiage. gov, Weber, Molly

=Melly. Webergisdeounty ca.gov=; Pallinger, David =David Pallingsridsdecunty.ca.zov=; Bamhart Douglas
<Diouglas Bamhart @isdeounty.ca.gov dwards, Michael (LUEG) <Michael Edwardsd@isdeounty ca. ; Hitzka,
Gmzer =Gmgzer htzkedisdeounty. ca gove; Ashmen Fonald <Renald Ashman@ sdeounty ca gove; Calve, Yolanda
<Yolanda. Calveddsdeomnty.ca gove; LUEG, FD5 PlammngC ommission

=PD5 PlanmingCommissiond sdoounty ca. govs=

Subject: [External] Don’t let a bad decision haunt vou forever. Force developer of HGV South to build 2 secondary
exit.

Honerable County Supervisors, Fire Officials, Planams Conmssioners, and Potential District 1 Candidates:

I livad through the Cocos Five and witnessed frsthand how quickly 2 blaze can tear fhrough owr commumisy. Thirty
of ooy neighbars lost their homes. Watching the current devastation m Los Angsles buings back those same fears.

It's hard te fathom that the County and Fire Distact might allow Harmony Grove Village Scuth to move forward
with only one exit—even though it’s m a Very High Fire Severity Zone that has burned multiple fimes smee the
1980=. One person died attempting to fles the last Hamony Grove fire, and now we rizk an even greater tragedy if
thousands of residants are trapped duwrimg 2 fast-meosning wildfire. With standst:l] traffic during the 2014 Cocos Fire
—and that was befora Hamony Grove Villags (not Seuth) was buili—you can imazme how dive things could

become with six fimes more cars.
- C s - - . . I . Rel1-1
We were pronused that Harmeny Grove Village (not South) would meet ow housing oblizations and that we
wouldn't have any more developments jammems 10007s mere cars onto ow hmited nual evacuation route. Vet here
wa are, discussing a massive new development with no expanded road capacity and no secondary evacuation route.
Experts say it conld take seven howrs to evacuats; 2 wildfive can arnve o two.

I respectfully ask you to reject this proposal, or 2t least demand a thevough new five safety analyvas and raquire 2
secondary egress. When the next fire equpts, vowr decision today could save—or endanger—thousands of lives,

Smcerely,
Livia DeCeorge

Sent from myy 1Pad

Response to Late Comment Rel41-1

The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel37 regarding Cocos fire experience, loss
of neighborhood homes, speed of area burns, renewed concern based on
January 2025 fires in Los Angeles, need for secondary access, 1996 tragic loss
of a neighbor, very high fire hazard severity zones, additional residents and
potential for increased risk during evacuation, Cocos Fire evacuation
experience, belief that HGV “would be it” in terms of area development,
concern over additional cars on the roads during evacuation, evacuation timing,
request for new review/secondary access, and overall Project opposition.
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From: allesra farr <allegrafarn@yahoo.cont> Comment Letter Reld2

Sent: Tnesday, Tamaary 14, 20 0= PA

To: Lawson-Femer, Terra <Tema Lawson-Femen @sdeounty ca gove: Andarson, Joel

mica <Nlonica hMontzomery Steppaimsdoount

vhent L <Maykent]. Salazandsdeomnty.ca
firey. Ve @ sdeounty:

(BDS‘} szec-;a ‘3|J.\1[J.1 4r=d.c
< Amyy Harberyasdoounty.ca. gov
< Mlark Slovick @edcounty o3 gov
MMontamme, Sarah <momragne:qrsf- fite orE: - mcqueadi@raf-fire org; ashera
roaling rsfﬁ.ﬂz org; stine/@rsf-fire arg mmrm'red-_um ca:l:L ]m;:cal.m

<D:u,g'_as.Barﬂhx:m oo 3 .th] 'T_L-EGJ ~“»]'.1cnael Ecwardsisdeoumry.ca. o I-Inl'ke
Ginger <CGinger Hitrke (@ sdoounty.ca.gov=, .A.»mmu.. Fopald <Fosld Askman @ sdooumnty. ca. gov: Ca.ho_ Tolanda
<Yolanda Calvoi@sdoounty.ca.gov; LUEG. PDS. Plannins Commussion

<PDS Planning Comunissicn/d sdoounty.ca. 5o
Subject: [Extemal] ren't we leamed our lesson” How is 5D Counny waiving fire code for developars in very hizh
wildfire risk areas. Please vote Mo on HGV South.

Honorable Supervisors, Comnnissioners, Fire District, staff and potential District 1 candidazes:

Having survived the Cocos Frre that ravaged our fre-prows neizhborkood awd bumed down 30 of my neighbors
bomes, I am now wimessing the horendons siuation wnfolding in Los Angeles and reliving that mawma every tins I
i oo the news.

To 2dd insult to inpury, it is hard to believe thar County and Fire Disorce ara really considering waiving crucial fire
code requirements for the developer of Harmomy Grove ze South. It would be insane to allow this project o
move farward with cnly one egress, despite it being in 3 Very High Fire Severiry Zone in a neizhborhood that kas
bumed down at least twice 2 decade since the 1980s. This neizhborbood has lost many homes over the years and
had a fxtaliry when a conumunity member was killed mying ro escape the Harmowy Grove fire. It's hard to
understand how this project could move forward without adequate fire safety measures in place, something as basic
a: a secondary evacnaton rowte and expanded road capaciry. With what we're seeing m LA, it is uncoasciomabla,

The Cocos Fre of 2014 really scared those of ws who were zround at the dme. People wers suck in standstll wadfic
on both ends of the valley, with some baraly making it out before the firs reached their peighborhoods. This was
before the Harmony Grove Village (ot south) project was even built

O community dutifully supperted HGV (not Sout) because the Counry prowaised us that this would fulfll our
obligation to bring bovsing to our Iittle rural C{.‘]ILI.L‘I'LI.:J.I"I:} Dabvia Lynch the DCAO of land use an;dp]anzdnz today,
was the plameer at the e and she beld vistoning workshops and d.p]uuntlcal]\ broughr our copwmunicy areund o
supporting 2 project thar would double our populaton with 742 homes. We were assured by seaff and by the
Supervizors at the mme that, due to the imited evacuation infrasmacnre and increasad wildfire risk, this would be
the Last big project for a very long while. 1ot 2 vears Later, a Colorado billionsine bys up foreclosed land and
embarks on a quest to undermime the conwmminy for the deceptively named Harmaony Grove Village South.
Irowically, that sanse billioesire lost bis family horos in 2027 durmg the MMarshall fres.

It the HEV South project is approved there will be approstimarely six times more cars evacuanng than we saw
during Cocos fire, bt o new road capacity. Someshmg like 3500 vehicles will pack onfo rro-lane roads aving to
escape A fast moving fire. According to an mdependant svacuztion expert, it would take 7 hours to evamiate the
imnediate vicininy. A fire starting within & miles of us conld overwheln the commmminy m less than 2 hours.

Plaaze, the last Board zot it wrong. I urze you to vote mo on this danzerous project, or ar the very least raguire 2
thorongh wew fire safety analvsis aed demend a secondsry egress. Our Hves depend oo it. When the next fire bits,
you, as decisiop-makers, will live with the consequences of your nltimare decision. It will be vour legacy. Let's bope
it will ba the righs legacy.

Sincerely,
Allegra

Rel2-1

Response to Late Comment Rel42-1
The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel37 regarding prior (Cocos) fire
experience, renewed concern based on January 2025 fires in Los Angeles,
perceived waiver of fire safety standards, concern over evacuation routes and
need for secondary access/egress, very high fire hazard severity zones, loss of
neighborhood homes, 1996 tragic loss of a neighbor, adequacy of Proposed
Project fire safety measures, Cocos Fire evacuation experience, belief that
HGYV “would be it” in terms of area development, additional residents/vehicles,

potential

for

increased

risk during evacuation,
review/secondary access, and overall Project opposition.

request for new

RTC-Rel42-1
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Comment Letier Reld3

From: Jasem Farr <)jzsonmfarria zmail com=

Sent: Tuesday, Jamuary 14, 2025 6:02 FM

To: Lawzon-Femer, Terra <Tenz Lawson-Femerd sdeomty. ca gove; Andarsen, Joel

=Joel. Anderson(@sdeounty.ca.gov=; MontgomerySteppe, Montca <Memca Montzomery Steppeiisdeounty.ca.govs;
Desmend, Jire <Jmn Desmond @ sdeomity.ca gove; Salazar, Maykent L <Maykentl Salazariisdeounty ca govs;
Kazmer, Gregory <Gregory. Kazmer@sdeounty.ca.gove: Tuen, Jeffrey <Jeffey Tuend sdeomnty.ca.gov=; Henson,
Enie Henseon/isdeounty ca gons Donald, Hunter <Hunter MeDonzld@ sdeounty ca.
(BOS) =Febecca Smith? (@ sdeowr zov=; Lynch, Dabvia =<Dahsia Lynchidsdeouwnty.ca. gor
<Amy Harbert@sdeounty.ca gon cham, Tomy@ CALFIRE =Tony Mecham/d fire ca govs
<Mark Slovickid sdeounty.ca. gove=; efhgtei@ gmail com; Lovenzana, Bianca <Bianca Lorenzanaii sdeounty ca.gov=;
Montagne, Sarah <~montagne @rsf-five org=; mequeadiarsf-five org; asherafigirsf-fire org; mllgreniirsf-firs org;
mealinivsf-fire arg; stinsi@rsf-fiva orz; palomazumred gzl cony, jmeeanni@elnlavistaca gov;
distriet]ligchulavistaca gov; Vivian@vivianmereno.com; MollyWigsandiezo. gov, Weber, Mally

“Melly Waberaizdeounty ca.gove; Pallinger, David =David Pallingsrisdecunty.ca.zov=; Bamhart Douglas
<Diouglas Bambhart i@/ sdoounty.ca. gzov=; Edwards, Michael (LUEG) <Michasl Edwardsiaisdeommty ca.gov=; Hiizke,
Gmzar =Gmger Hitzke dsdeounty. ca gov=; Ashman Fonald <Renald Ashmani@sdeounty ca gove; Calve, Yolanda
=<Yolanda Calvedsdeomty.ea gov>; LUEG, PDS Plaming(ommission

<PDS PlanningCommissiond sdoounty ca.gov=

Subject: [External] Don't let a bad decision haunt you forever. Force developer of HGW South to build a secondary
exit

Hemeorable County Supervisors, Fire Officials, Planamg Commuissioners, and Potential Distriet 1 Candidates:

I lived through the Cocos Fire and witnessed firsthand how quickly a blaze can tear through cwr commumnity. Thirty
of oy neighbors lost their homes. Watching the cwrent devastation in Los Angeles brings back those same fears.

It's hard to fathore that the County and Fire Distiet might allow Harmeny Grove Village Scuth to move forward
with only one exit—even though it's m a Very High Fire Severtty Zone that has bumed moultiple fimes since the
1980=. One person died attempting to flae the last Harmeny Grove five, and now we risk an even greater tragedy if
thousands of residants are trapped dwing 2 fast-meoving wildfire. With standst:]] traffic during the 2014 Cocos Fire
—and that was before Harmony Grove Villags (not South) was buili—you can imazine how dire things could
become with six fimes mere cars.

Rel43-1
We were pronused that Harmeny Grove Village (not South) would meet our housing ebligations and that we
wonldn't have any move developments jamrems 1000°s mere cars onto ow limited rmal evacuation route. Vet here
we are, diseussing a massive new development with no expanded road capacity and no secondary svacuation route.
Experts say it could take seven hows to evacuats; a waldfive can amive in two.

I raspectfully ask you to reject this propesal, or at least demand a therough new fire safety analy=is and require a
secondary egress. When the next fire erupts, vour decision teday could save—or endanger—thousands of lrves.

Smeerely,

Jason Farr

Response to Late Comment Rel43-1

The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel37 regarding prior (Cocos) fire
experience, renewed concern based on January 2025 fires in Los Angeles, loss
of neighborhood homes, concern over evacuation routes and need for
secondary access/egress, very high fire hazard severity zones, 1996 tragic loss
of a neighbor, adequacy of Proposed Project fire safety measures, belief that
HGYV “would be it” in terms of area development, additional residents/vehicles,
potential for increased risk during evacuation, Cocos Fire evacuation
experience, request for new review/secondary access, and overall Project
opposition.

RTC-Rel43-1
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Comment Letter Reld4

From: Kallie Harden <kellisharden/iicloud. com=
Sent: Tuesday, Jammary 14, 2025 8:13 PM
Te: Lawson-Femer, Tena <Tena Lawscn-Femer@isdeounty.ca.gov=; Anderson, Joel
=JToel Andersonjisdecunty.ca.gov=; MontzomerySteppe, Monica <Monica MontgomerySteppeisdeounty.ca. gm'1=:
Dezmond, him <Jim Demmendidsdeomnty.ca gove; Salazar, Maykent L <MavkentL Salazarid sdeounty ca zovs=
Kazmer, Gregory < Gregory Kazmer@sdeounty ca gow=; Yuen, Jeffrey <Teffrey Yuenisdeounty ca gon HEu_.cu.l
Ene <Fric Hensew@isdeounty ca gove; MeDenald Hunter ~Huter McDonald@ sdecunty ca gove; Smith, Rebecea
(BOS) ~Febecca Smith2@sdeounty.ca.gov=; Lymch, Dahvia <Dahwia Limchidsdeounty.ca gov=; Harbert, Amy
< Arey Harhert sdeounty ca gove= cham, Tonyi@ CALFIRE =Tony Mechamiifire ca.gov=; Slovick, Mark
<Mark Slovick@sdeounty.ca.gov=; efheteid greail com; Lorenzana, Bianca <Bianca. Lorenzanaji sdoounty.ca. gov=;
Meuntagne, Sarzh “montammeiirst-fire org™; mequead @vsf-fire org; asheraftirsf-fue org; lllzmenjgr=f-fire caz;
malin@irsf-fire.org; stinei@irsf-fire c1g; palomagunre i goail com; jmecannialchulavistaca. zov;
distrietl@chulavistaca gov; Vivian@vivianmorene com; MallyWiasandiego, zov; Waber, Ilr’a]l\

=Melly Weber sdeowmty ca. g0 allinger, David =David. Pa]h_gew sdecumty.cagove; Bamhart, Douglas
<Douglas Bamhart@sdeounty ca.gov=; Edwards, Michael (LUEG) <Michael Edwardsid sdeoumty ca. gove; Hitzke,
Ginger <Ginger Hitzkesdeounty.ca govs; Ashman Ronald =Fonald Ashmaniisdeounty ez govs; Calve, Yolanda
<Volanda Calvoiisdecunty ca gov=; LUEG. PDS PlanminsCommission
<FDS PlannmgCommission@isdeounty ca.gov=
Subject: [External] One way out 13 just not safs. Please forcs developer of HGV South to build a secondary read.
Dien't let us get entrapped duing the next fire.

To whom it may concern:

I'vve lived in Harmeoy Grove for over 9 years and altheush I didn’t live flvough the Cocos Five I did witness them
fusthand from nearby. Watching the current devastation in Los Angeles and having to evacnate my daughter from
UCLA brings faar knowing how fast these fires can spread and devastate a commmumuty.

It's hard to fathem that the Connty and Fire Disirict mught allewr Harmony Grove Village Scuth to move forward
with oaly one exit—aven though it's in 3 Viery High Fire Sevarity Zone that has buned nltiple times smee the
1980s. One persen died attampting to flee the last Hamony Grove fire, and now we nisk an even greater fra zedy if
themzands of residents ave trapped during a fast-movig wildfire. With standstill traffic & during the 2014 Coces Fire
—and that was before Hamony Grove Village (not Seuth) was butlt—ivou can imagine how dive things could
become with six times more cars.

We weare promisad that Hamneny Grove Villaze (not South) would meet our hensing oblizations and that we
wouldn’t have any more developments januming 1000°s meore cars onto owr limited rural evacnation route. Vet hera
we are, discussing a massive new development with no expanded road capacity and no secondary evacuation 1oute.
Experts say it could take seven hows to evacuate; 2 wildfire can aiwive in two.

Reld4-1

I respectfully ask you fo reject this proposal, or at least demand a thorough new fire safety analysis and require a
secondary egress. When the next fiie erupts, your decizion today conld save—or endanger—thousands of lives.

Sincarely,

Kellie Harden

Sent from my 1Phone

Response to Late Comment Rel44-1

The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel37 regarding watching the Cocos fire,
loss of neighborhood homes, renewed concern based on January 2025 fires in
Los Angeles, need for secondary access, very high fire hazard severity zones,
1996 tragic loss of a neighbor, additional residents and potential for increased
risk during evacuation, Cocos Fire evacuation experience, belief that HGV
“would be it” in terms of area development, concern over additional cars on
the roads during evacuation, evacuation timing, request
review/secondary access, and overall Project opposition.

for new

RTC-Rel44-1




COMMENTS RESPONSES

Comment Letter Relds

From: Alice Dickey <alica marie dickewviazmail com=

Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2025 §:49 AN

To: Lawzon-Remer, Tera =Tena Lawson-Femerid sdeoumty.ca.gove; Andarson, Joel

=Joel Andersonid@sdecunty.ca.gov=; MontgomeryStappe, Monica “Momea Montgomery Steppeidsdecunty.ca.govss;
Desmond, Jire <Jim Desmondid@sdeounty.ca gov=; Salazar, Mavkent L <Maykentl Salazariisdeounty.ca.gov=;
Eazmer, Gregory <(aegory. Kazmerasdeounty > T v <Jeffev. Yunenidsdecunty.ca gov; Henson,
Erie =Fric Hensenji@sdeounty ca gow cDomald, Funter <Hunter MeDonald i@ sdeounty e mith, Rebecca
(BO5) =Febacea Smuth @ sdeoun zov=; Lynch, Dabvia <Dahwia Lynehid)sdeomwty.ca.gor i
=Amy Harbertd sdeownty.ca gove; Macham, Tomyvia) CALFIRE =Tony Macham(i fire ca gov=; Slovick, Mark
=Mark. Slovickig sdeounty ca.gov=; efhgtci@zmail com; Lovenzana, Bianca <Bianca Lorenzanaii sdeounty ca.gov=;
Montagne, Sarah =montagne/irsf-fire org=; mequead@rsf-fire org; asheraft@irsf-five orz; hllgreniirsf-fire org:
malingrsf-fire.org; stined@rsf-five orz; palomaguime/@zmail.cony imecanm@chulavistaca.gov;
diztict]@chulavistaca gov; Vivian@vivianmereno.com; MolbyWid sandiezo zov; Weber, Molly

Melly. Weberiasdeounty.ca.gov=; Pallinger, David =David Pallingeri@ sdeounty.ca.gov=; Bamhat, Douglas

=Diouglas Bamhart @sdeounty ca. gov=; Edwards, Michael (LUEG) <Michaal Edwardsi@sdeounty ca gov; Hitzke,
Ginger <Gmger Hitzkeiisdcounty.ca gov=; Ashman, Fonald <Feonald Ashmanii sdeounty ca.gov=; Calve, Yolanda
<Yelanda Calveddsdecunty.ca g LUEG, FD5 Planming{ommission

=PDS PlanningCommissiond sdeounty ca. gov=

Subject: [External] Enfores developer of HEV South to buald a secondary road. Save us from bemg entrapped
during the next fire.

Response to Late Comment Rel45-1
The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to

To whem it may concern-

Afer watching the curvent devastation in Los Angeles, 1t's hard to fathem that the County and Fire District maght

allow Harmony Grove Village Seuth to move forward with cnly one exit—aven though it's in 3 Veary High Fire Comments provided for late Letter Rel37 regarding concern based on January
Severtty Zone that has buned niultiple times sincs the 19805 One person died attenipting to flee the last Hamony . .

Grove fire, and now we risk an even greater tragedy if thousand: of residents are trapped duing a fast-moving 2025 ﬁres 1n LOS Angeles, need fOI' SeCOHdary access, 1996 traglc IOSS Of a
wildfive. With standstll traffic durmg the 2014 Cocos Fire—and that was before Harmony Grove Village (not . . . . .

South) was buzlt—you can mmagine how dire things could become with six times more cars. Ilelghbor, very hlgh ﬁre hazard SeVerlty Zones, addltlonal reSIdentS and

We were pronused that Harmeny Grove Village (not South) would meet our housing oblizations and that we pOtential for increased risk during eVacuation, Cocos Fire eVacuation
wouldn't have any more developments jarmming 1000°s more cars ente our limited miral evacuation route. Yet hera . . . 13 c.99 :
we are, discussing & masmve new development with no expandad road capacity and no sacondary evacuation routs. Rt experience, behef tha't HGV WOUld be 1" 1n terms Of arca developmenta
Expests v it could fake seven howrs fo evacuate; 2 wildfie can anive i fve. concern over additional cars on the roads during evacuation, evacuation timing,

I respectfully ask you fo reject this proposal, or at least demand a thorough new fire safety analysis and require a request for new review/secondary access, and Overall Project Opposition.

secondary egress. When the next fire erupts, vour decision today could save—or endanger—thousands of lives.

Sincerely,

Ales Holmes

Sent from my iPhone

RTC-Rel45-1




COMMENTS
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Comment Letter Reld6

From: Kristt Eenney <im?weedi@iclond com=

Sent: Tuesday, Jamuary 14, 2025 10:45 FM

Ta: Lawszon-Remer, Tarra =Tenz Lawson-Femerd sdecumty ca gove; Anderson, Joel
=Joel Andersonidsdeowmty.ca gove; MontzomeryStappe. Monica =Momea Montzomery Steppedsdeomsy. ca govs;
Desmend, Jim <Jom Desmonddisdeounty ca gove; Salazar, Maykent L <Maykentl Salazarisdeounty.ca g
Kazmer, Gregory <Gregory.Kazmer@sdeounty.ca.gov=; Tuen, Jeffrey < Jeffrev. Tuenid sdeownty.ca.zor

(BOS) =Rebscca. Smith? (@ sdeoum =
<Amy Harberti@sdeounty.ca.gov>; Macham, Tomyi@/ CALFIRE =Te
=Mark Slovickid sdeounty ca. gov; efhetedgmail com; Lorenzana, Bianca <Bianca Lorenzanai sdeownty.ca.gov=;
Montagne, Sarzh “mentagneinst-fire.org™; mequead@rsi-fire.org; asherafiansf-fire org; ullgreni@irsi-five crg;
malinr:f-fire arg; stine@rsf-fira orz; palomaguime@zmal comy; imecann@clmlavistaca gov;
distrietligchulavistaca gov; Vivian@vivianmereno.com; MollyWigsandiezo. gov, Weber, Mally

=Mally Webera sdeounty ca.gov; Pallinger, David <David Pallinger@sdoounty ca.zov=; Bamhart, Douzlas
<Diouglas Bamhart@sdeounty.ca. gov=; Edwards, Michae] (LUEG) =Michasl Edwardsi@sdeounty. ca.gov=; Hitzke,
Gmizer =Gmzer Fhtzkedisdeounty. ca govs; Ashmen Ronald <Renzld Ashman@ sdeounty ca zove; Calve, Yolanda
“Yolanda.Calvoidsdeounty.ca.gov UEG, PDS PlanningConnmizsion

<PDS PlanningCommissiond sdcounty.ca.gov=

Subject: [External] Proposed Harmony Grove South

Mechamiifire.ca g

Honorable Superzzors:

Hello,

I am writmg as a plea for the safety of cwrent Hammeny Grove residents as well as potential future residents. The
risk from wildfives to this proposed development 15 far too lhugh. Curently there is ONE evacuation route from this
area.

For MINDMUM SAFETY to all in this area, at lezst one more route would nsed to be creatsd. The surrounding
terram is far toe steep fo achieve an evacuation rowte.

The proposed area 15 labeled 2 “very high five hazard severity zone”. Addmz more people to this already congestad

hizh rizk zone, would be hazardous fo us all.

Current residents are having difficulties contimung or obtaming new fire maurance for their existing home. Surely it
will be far more diffienlt for the propesed development given the cwrent state of the LA fires.

Please consider the safety of the restdents over any monetary gam to anyone.
Simearaly,

Eristi and Brast Kennay,
Concerned Fesidents

Sent fom my iPad

Relb-1

Response to Late Comment Rel46-1

The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel37 regarding need for an additional
evacuation route, very high fire hazard severity zones, additional residents and
potential for increased risk, and difficulty over obtaining fire insurance.

RTC-Rel46-1
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Comment Letter Reld7

From: Meubauer, Eric <eric.neubauer@sduhsd.net=

Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2025 5:52 PM

To: Lawson-Remer, Terra <Terra Lawson-Remer@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Anderson, Joel
<Joel.Anderson@sdcounty.ca.gow=; MontgomerySteppe, Monica
<Monica.MontgomerySteppe@sdcounty.ca.gove; Desmaond, lim <Jim.Desmond @sdcounty.ca.govs;
Salazar, Maykent L <Maykentl Salazar@sdcounty.ca gove; Kazmer, Gregory

<Gregory. Kazmer@sdcounty.ca gove; Yuen, Jeffrey <leffrey. Yuen@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Henson, Eric
<Eric. Henson@sdcounty.ca.gov>; McDonald, Hunter =sHunter McDonald@sdcounty.ca.gove; Smith,
Rebecca (BOS) <Rebecca.Smith2@sdcounty.ca.govs; Lynch, Dahvia
=Dahvia.Lynchi@sdcounty.ca.gov>; Harbert, Amy <Amy Harbert@sdcounty_ca.govs; Slovick, Mark
<Mark.Slovick@sdcounty.ca gove; Elfin Forest Harmony Grove Town Council <efhgtci@gmail.coms;
Lorenzana, Bianca «Bianca.Llorenzana@sdcounty.ca govs; Montagne, Sarah =<montagne@rsf-

fire.org=; David C. McQuead <mcquead @ rsf-fire.org>; ashcraft@rsf-fire.org; hillgren@rsi-fire.org;
malin@rsf-fire.org; stine@rsf-fire.org; palomaguirre@gmail.com; jmocann@chulavistaca.gov;
district1@chulavistaca gov; Vivian@vivianmoreno.com; MollyW@sandiego_gov; Weber, Molly
<Molly.Weber@sdcounty.ca.govs; Pallinger, David <David.Pallinger@sdoounty.ca.gov=; Barnhart,
Douglas =Douglas. Barnhart@sdcounty.ca govs; Edwards, Michael (LUEG)
<Michael.Edwards@sdcounty.ca.gov>; Hitzke, Ginger <Ginger Hitzke @sdcounty.ca.gov>; Ashman,
Ronald <Ronald.Ashman @sdcounty.ca.gove; Calvo, Yolanda <Yolanda. Calvo@sdcounty.ca.gove;
LUEG, PD5.PlanningCommission <PDS.PlanningCommission@sdcounty.ca.gov>

Subject: [External] Please don't approve HEY South.

Honorable Supervisors, Commissioners, Fire District, staff and potential District 1
candidates:

Having survived the Cocos Fire that ravaged our fire-prone neighborhood and burned
down 30 of my neighbors' homes, I am now witnessing the horrendous situation unfolding
in Los Angeles and reliving that trauma every time I turn on the news.

To add insult to injury, it is hard to believe that County and Fire District are really
considering waiving crucial fire code requirements for the developer of Harmony Grove
Village South. It would be insane to allow this project to move forward with only one egress,
despite it being in a Very High Fire Severity Zone in a neighborhood that has burned down
at least twice a decade since the 1980s. This neighborhoed has lost many homes over the
vears and had a fatality when a community member was killed trying to escape the
Harmony Grove fire. It's hard o understand how this project could move forward without
adeguate fire safety measures in place, something as basic as a secondary evacnation route
and expanded road capacity. With what we're seeing in LA, it is unconscionable.

The Cocos Fire of 2014 really scared those of us who were around at the time, People were
stuck in standstill fraffic on both ends of the valley, with some barely making it out before
the fire reached their neighborhoods. This was before the Harmony Grove Village (not
south) project was even built. My property is only a couple hundred yards from the HGVS
project and the attached picture is as the 2014 Cocos fire approached my property line with
my house in the foreground. Thank God my EroFertj,' line is the furthest south it made it
but not so lucky for my next door neighbor who lost their house and many others on the
other side of her property.

ReM7-1

Response to Late Comment Rel47-1

The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel37 regarding prior (Cocos) fire
experience, renewed concern based on January 2025 fires in Los Angeles,
perceived waiver of fire safety standards, concern over evacuation routes and
need for secondary access/egress, very high fire hazard severity zones, loss of
neighborhood homes, 1996 tragic loss of a neighbor, adequacy of Proposed
Project fire safety measures, Cocos Fire evacuation experience, belief that
HGYV “would be it” in terms of area development, additional residents/vehicles,
potential for increased risk during evacuation, request for
review/secondary access, and overall Project opposition.

new

RTC-Rel47-1




COMMENTS RESPONSES

Comment Letter Reld7

Our community dutifully supported HGV (not South) because the County promised us that
this would fulfill our obligation to bring housing to our little rural community. Dahvia
Lynch, the DCAO of land use and planning today, was the planner at the time and she held
visioning workshops and diplomatically brought our community around to supporting a
project that would double our population with 742 homes, We were assured by staff and by
the Supervisors at the time that, due to the limited evacuation infrastructure and increased
wildfire risk, this would be the last big project for a very long while. Mot 2 years later, a
Colorado billionaire buys up foreclosed land and embarks on a quest to unidermine the
community for the deceptively named Harmony Grove Village South. Ironically, that same
billionaire lost his family home in 2022 during the Marshall fires.

If the HGV South project is approved there will be approximately six times more cars
evacuating than we saw during Cocos fire, but no new road capacity. Something like 3500
vehicles will pack onto two-lane roads trving to escape a fast moving fire. According to an
independent evacuation expert, it would take 7 hours to evacuate the immediate vicinity. A
fire starting within 6 miles of us could overwhelm the community in less than 2 hours. 1 flekizA
evacuated with the strike crews from this area as the flames raged in. It is violent and et
deadly and we know another brush fire is going to happen in this area as thev do almost
every 10 vears like clockwork.

Please, the last Board got it wrong. I urge you fo vote no on this dangerous project, or at
the very least require a thorough new fire safety analysis and demand a secondary earess.
Our lives and our pets' lives depend on if. When the next fire hits, vou, as decision-makers,
will live with the consequences of your ultimate decision. It will be your legacy. Let’s hope it
will be the right legacy.

Thank you in advance,

Eric Neubauer
Harmary Growve Resident

RTC-Rel47-2
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Comment Letter Rel43

From: Stacey Nichols <staceyn2323/@gmail.com=
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2025 1:09 PM
To: Lawson-Femer, Terra =Terra. Lawson-Remer(@sdeounty.ca.gov=; Anderson, Joel

=Joel. Anderson@sdcounty.ca.gov=; MontgomerySteppe, Monica

=Monica MontgomerySteppe(d sdcounty.ca.gov=; Desmond, Jim

=Jim Desmond dcounty.ca.gov=; Salazar, Mnken L =Maykentl Salazar@sdcounty.ca.gov
Kazmer, Gregory =Gregory. Ixazme:w sdcounty.ca.gov=; Tuen, Jeffrey

=Jeffrey. Yueninsdmuun- ca.gov=; Henson, Eric <Eric. Henson/@sdcounty.ca.gov=; McDonald,
Hunter =Hunter McDonald@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Smith, Rebecca (BOS)

~Rebecca Smith2@sdeounty.ca gov=; Lynch, Dahvia -Dahwvia. Lynch/@sdeounty ca.gov=; Harbert,
Amy =Amy Harbert(@ adcou_ut\ ca.g cham, Tony@CALFIRE

=Tony.Mecham/@: fire.ca. gov=; Slovick, Mark =Mark. Slaxlck-:.' sdcounty.ca.gov=;
efhgtedd gmail com; Lo'enzana Bianca =Bianca.Lorenzana :dcmmt\ £a.gov=;

u_outag;ue-ursf fire org=; mequead(@rst-fire org; asherafi@rst-fire.org; hil lgrenia
malin@rsf-fire.ors; stine(@rsf-fire org; palﬂmagume wgmail com;
district](@chmlavistaca. gov; Vivian/@vivianmoreno.com; MollyW ndiego.gov; Weber, Mo Iy

=Meolly. Weber(@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Pallinger, David <Dawid. Pa.lmD ':.'-=dcmu.1t\ ca. gov=  Barnhart,
Duualas ‘Douglas Barmhart(@sdeounty.ca_gov=; Edwards, Wichael |LLE.G)

“Michael Edwards/ asdcounty.ca gov= : Hitzke, Ginger =Ginger Hitzke/@sdeounty.ca_gov=;
Ashman, Ronald <Ronald As hman county.ca.go alvo, Yolanda

=Yolanda Calve(@sdeounty.ca. gov UEG, PDS. PlanningCommussien

<PDS PlanningCommission@ xd{‘UTLLl[\ ca.gov=
Subject: [Ext e—ual] No on HGV South

dontagne, Sarah
sf-fire.org;
nccanni@chulavistaca gov;

Response to Late Comment Rel48-1
The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to

Honerable Supervisors and staff:

Iam alocal resident and firefighter. I have personally seen the damage and destruction of fire over Comments pI‘OVidCd for late Letter Rel37 regarding prior (COCOS) fire

the course of my career. I worked on a fire engine during many of San Diego counties major . .

wildfires - the Harris Fire and the Witch Fire to name a few. The Cocos Fire ravaged our experience, loss of nelghborhOOd homes, renewed concern based on January

neighborhood and burned down 30 of my neighbors” homes. [ am now witnessing the hommendous : : :

situation unfolding in Los Angeles and saddened by the loss of life and homes. The courageous men 2025 fires in Los Angeles’ percelved waiver of fire safety Standards’ concern

and women of the fire service are nisking their lives to save others. By building more homes in areas over evacuation routes and need for secondary access/egress, very hlgh fire

with one evacuation route you are putting not only our lives as residents on the Ime but those as . . .

firefighters. hazard severity zones, 1996 tragic loss of a neighbor, adequacy of Proposed
ReME-1 . . . . .

To add insult to mjury, it is hard te believe that County and Fire District are really considering PI'O_]CCt fire Safety measurcs, Cocos Fire evacuation congestion, belief that

waiving crucial fire code requirements for the dewv eluper of Harmony Grove Village South. It would « [T .. . .

i s Al T o A s B il s i et Mt B e ol o Wiy Yiigh HGYV “would be it” in terms of area development, additional residents/vehicles,

Fire Severity Zone in a neighborhood that has bumed down at least twice a decade since the 1980s. potential for increased risk during evacuation, evacuation timing, request for

This neighborhood has lost many homes over the vears and had a fatality when a community

member was killed trying to escape the Harmony Grove fire. It's hard to understand how tlus project new review/secondary access, and overall Project OppOSitiOl’l.

could move forward without adequate fire safety measures in place, something as basic as a
secondary evacuation route and expanded road capacity.

The Cocos Fire of 2014 really scared those of us who were around at the time_ People were stuck
standstill traffic on both ends of the valley, with some barely making it out before the fire reached
their neighborhoods. This was before the Harmony Grove Village (not south) project was even bult.
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Our community dusifully supported HGV (not South) because the County promised us that this
would fulfill our cbligation to bring housimg to our hittle mral community. Dahvia Lynch, the DCAO
of land use and planning today, was the planner at the time and she held visioning workshops and
diplomatically brought our community around to supporting a project that would double our
population with 742 homes. We were assured by staff and by the Supervisors at the time that, due to
the limited evacuation infrastructure and increased wildfire risk, this would be the last big project for
a very long while. Not 2 vears later. a Colorado billionaire buys up foreclosed land and embarks on a
quest to undermine the commumity for the deceptively named Harmony Grove Village South.
Ironically. that same billionaire lost his fanuly home in 2022 during the Marshall fires.

If the HGV South preject 1s approved there will be approximately six times more cars evacuating
than we saw during Cocos fire, but no new road capacity. Something hike 3500 vehicles will pack
onto two-lane roads trying to escape a fast moving fire. According to an independent evacuation
expert, 1t would take 7 hours to evacnate the immediate vicimty. A fire starting within & miles of us
could overwhelm the commumity in less than 2 hours.

Turge you to vote no on this dangerous project, or at the very least require a thorough new fire safety
analysis and demand a secondary egress. Our lives depend on it. When the next fire hits, you, as
decision-makers, will live with the consequences of your nltimate decision. It will be your legacy.
Let’s hope it will be the right legacy.

Sincerely,
Stacey Nichols

RelE-1
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From: Debbis ONeill <doneill 2255&@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2025 2:40F
To:
<Joel Andersoni@sdoounty_ca.gove; MontgomerySteppe, Monica

wsan-Remer, Terra <Terra.Llawson-Remer@sdcounty ca.gove; Anderson, Joe

<Monica MontgomerySteppe@sdoounty.ca gove; Desmand, Jim <lim.Desmaond @sdcounty.ca.govs;
Salazar, Maykent L <hMaykentl Salzzar@sdoounty.ca govs; Kazmer, Gragory
<Eregory.kazmer@sdoounty.ca.gov; Yuen, leffrey <leffrey.Yuen@sdoounty.ca.gove; Henson, Eric
ic Henson@sdeounty.ca gove; McDonald, Hunter <Hunter. McDonald @zdcounty.ca.govs; Smith,

Rebeccs (BOS) <Rebecrca Smith2 @sdeounty.

.govF; Lynch, Dahwia
<Dahvia Lynch@sdcounty.ca.gove; Harbert, Amy <Amy.Harbert@sdcounty.ca.gove; Slovick, Mark
<hark.Slovick @ sdcounty.ca.gov; efhgtc@gmail.com; Lorenzanz, Bianca

anca.Lorenzana@sdoounty.ca.gov>; Montagne, Sarsh <montagne @rsi-fire.org®; mcguead @rsf-
fire.org; asheraft@rzf-fire_org; hillgren @ rsf-fire.org; malin @rsf-fire.org; stine@r=f-fire.org;

A

palomaguirre@gmail.com; jmccann@chulavistaca.gov; districtl@chulaviztaca.gov;

Vivian@vivianmaoreno.com; MollyW@sandiego.gov; Weber, Molly

Veber@sdoounty.ca.gove; Pallinger, David <David Pallinger@sdoounty.ca.gov; Barnhart,

Douglas <Douglzs Barnharu@ sdeounty.ca.gove; Edwards, Michzel [LUEE)
M .Ed

Ronald <Ronzld.Ashman@sdoounty.ca.gon

<Michael.Edwards @sdcounty.ca.gov>; Hitzke, Ginger <Ginger.Hitzke@ sdoounty.ca.gove; Ashman,

; Calvo, Yolanda <Yolanda.Calvo@sdcounty.ca.gove;
LUEG, PD5.PlanningCommission <PDS. PlanningCommission @sdcounty.ca. gove
Subject: [External] Harmony Grove Village South proposed development

Dear Supervisors and County Professionals,

The fires in Los Angeles are a terrifying reminder of how poorly planned housing developments in
the Wildlznd Urban Interface with limized

Jacuation routes are placing citizens in dangerous

situations when the inevitable 5anta Ana

nds gccur in combination with drought conditions. For
10 years now, our community has been imploring the County of 5an Diego to heed these warnings
and not approve Harmaony Grove Village South in the community of Harmany Grove in a Very High
Fire Severity Zone a5 designated by Cal Fire.

The Zzn Diego County Planning Department supports the HGWVS development against the wishes of

the community, and despite the fact that this development, as planned, does not meet the state fire
code which requires at least two or more egresses for safety during a wildfire. The road in question
is @ two-lane road, Country Club Drive, which goes ower the Escondido Creek bridge, then evacuates
to the tw

ane road, Harmeny Greve Road, or continues through Harmony Grove Village, with 750
nomes. It is unconscionable to add an additional 453 homes, or approximately 1000 additional
peaple without requiring an additional exit. The developer claims itisn't pozsible to get an

additional exit. There iz open land from the development ta Del Dios Highway, but the developer

would have to negotiate and pay the landowners for easement. For whatever reason, he has
decided that making donations to peliticians and agencies to ignore fire codes would be a better way
to go. He spent somewhere around $155,000 trying to gt k

vin Faulconer elzcted against Terrz

Lawszon-Remer, haping to influence the Board of Supervizors to vote for HGVS. The fact that this out

af d what is required as

te developer is willing to spend so much extra money, sbove and bayeo

part of the building application fees and taxes, demonstrates that he is trying to force through 2

Relb-1

Response to Late Comment Rel49-1

The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel37 regarding concern based on January
2025 fires in Los Angeles, very high fire hazard severity zones, perceived
waiver of fire safety standards regarding egress, concern over evacuation routes
and need for secondary access/egress, potential for increased risk during
evacuation, General Plan compliance, request for new review/secondary
access, and overall Project opposition.

RTC-Rel49-1
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developrent that isn't appropriate. The County of 5an Diego developed a multi-million dollar A

General Plan for development in the unincorporated areas of San Diego County. Thiz plan took into

account the best areas for development, 2nd what size development should happenin
pazed on infrastructure and safety. If

n area

V& complied with the General Plan ave alrzady

been spproved and D Imstead, this out-of-state developer bought rural land and tried to bribe

hiz way into a larger, and less safe development.

Pleasze don't place me and my family behind 1000 new residents trying te evacuate in a fire. We had

to evacuate past flames during the Coco's fire when the wind changed direction and the fire came RelE-

hiere were only about 75 residents cont.

burning down the hills into our neighborhood. Fortunately

2 in our area south of Harmony Grove Road so we were able to get cut. Itis unreasona

le

continue ©

mming housing into such a fire prone area.
Sincerely,
Debra J. O'Neil

2566 Cordrey Drive
Escondido, CA 52025

RTC-Rel49-2
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From: Morgan Radford <mecmeferd? 1@ gmail com=

Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2025 7:09 FM

To: Lawzon-Remer, Terra <Tena Lawson-Remerid sdeoumty.ca.gov; Andersen, Joel

<Joel Andersonidsdeownty.cagov=; MontzomeryStappe, Monica <Monica Montgomery Steppeidisdeounty.ca. goves;
Desmend, Jire <Jmn Desmond i sdeomty ca gove; Salazar, Maykent L <Maykentl Salazariisdeounty ca govs;
Eazmer, Gragory <Gregory Kazmer@isdeounty ca gov=; Tuen, Jeffrey <Jeffrey Yuen/d@sdeomnty.ca gon En501,
Erie =Fric Hensonlisdeounty ca gov=; MeDonald, Hunter <Hunter MeDonald @ sdeounty ca.gove; Smith, Rebecca
(BOS) =Febecca Smith?(@sdeounty.ca.gov=; Lynch, Dabvia ~Dahvia Lynchi sdcownty. ca. gove=; Harbert, Amy
=Amy Harbertzsdeounty.ca gov=; Mecham, Tony@ CALFIRE =Tomy Mecham(d/fire ca gove=; Slovick, Mark
=Mark. Slovickig sdeounty ca.gov=; efhgtci@zmail com; Lovenzana, Bianca <Bianca Lorenzanaii sdeounty ca.gov=;
Montagne, Sarah =montagne/irsf-fire org=; mequead@rsf-fire org; asheraft@irsf-five orz; hllgreniirsf-fire org:
malin@rsf-fire.org; stine@rsf-five orz; palomaguime/@zmail. cony mecanm@chulavistaca. gov;
distrietligchulavistaca gov; tangvivianmerens.com; MollyWigsandiezo gov, Weber, Molly

=Melly. Weberiasdeounty.ca.gov=; Pallinger, David =David Pallinger; cunty.ca.gov=; Bamhart, Douglas
=Diouglas Bamharnt @sdeounty ca. gov=; Edwards, Michael (LUEG) <Michaal Edwardsi@sdeounty ca.gove; Hitzke,
Gmzer =Gmgzar Fhtzkeisdeounty. ca gove; Ashmen Fonald <Renald Ashman@ sdeounty ca gove; Calve, Yolanda
<Yolanda Calveddsdeounty ea gove; LUEG, PDS PlamingCommission

=PDE PlanmingCommissiond sdeounty ca. gov=

Subject: [External] One way out is just not safe. Please force developer of HGV South to buld a secondary road.
Diox't lat us zet ennzpped duing the next five.

Response to Late Comment Rel50-1
The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to

To whom it may conceny

I lived through the Cocos Fire and witmessed firsthand how quickly 2 blaze can tear through owr commumty. Thuty

of my neighbors lost their homes. Watching the current devastation in Los Angeles brings back those same fears Comments provided for late Letter ReI37 regarding Cocos fire experience, loss
1¢'s hard to fathom that the County and Fire District might allow Harmouy Grove Villaze South to move forward of neighborhood homes, speed of area burns, need for secondary access, very
with only cne exit—even theugh it's in a Very High Fue Seventy Zone that has bumned multiple times since the . . . . .
1580z, One parzon died attemptmg to flae the last Hamony Grove fire, and now we risk an even greater tragedy iff hlgh ﬁre haZard SeVerlty zones, 1996 traglc IOSS of a nelghb0r> Cocos Fire
thousands of residents are trapped durmg a fast-reoving wildfire. With standstll traffic durmg the 2014 Cocos Fue . . eyt . . . .
—and that was befors Harmony Grove Villaze (aot South) was built—yos can insagine how dire things could evacuation experience, additional residents and potential for increased risk
Toecoums s i s oo Carx. during evacuation, belief that HGV “would be it” in terms of area development,
W were promised that Harmony Grove Village (not South) would meet our housing cbligations and that we mns | concern over additional cars on the roads during evacuation, evacuation timing,
wouldn’t have any more developments jammmg 1000°: mere cars ente cur limited mural evacuation voute. Yet hera K X .

we are, discussing 3 massive new development with no expanded read capacity and no sseondary evacuation route. request for new reVlew/Secondary access, and OVerall Proj ect Opposnlon.

Experts say it could take seven hours to evacuate; a wildfive can anvive m two.

I rezpectfully ask you fo reject this proposal, or at least demand a thovough new fire safery analysis and require a
secondary egvass. When the next five erupts, vour decision today could save—or endanger—thousands of lives.

Sincerely,

Morgan Fedford
Colorade State University

Equine Science
£19-885-1124

RTC-Rel50-1
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From: Juztin Rodriguez <justin.red40@gmail com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 14 2025 £:54 P
son-Remer@sdoounty.ca.gove; Anderson, Josl

To: Lawson-Remer, Terra <Ten
derson@sdoounty.ca.go

id, Jim <Jim. Dezmond @sdoounty.ca govs;
Kazmer, Gregory
y.ca.govi; Yuen, Jeffrey <leffrey. Yuen@sdoounty.ca.gov=; Henson, Eric

BTy

<Eric Henson@sd

Rebeccs (BOS) <Rebecca.Smith2@sdoounty.ca.govs; Lynch, Dahvia

<Dahvia. Lynch@sdoounty .ce.gove; Harbert, Am Harbert@sdc y.ca.govE; Mecham,

Tony@CALFRE «Tony Mecham@fire.ca_gows; Slovick, Mark <Mark_ Slovick@sdeounty.ca.gove;

efhgro@gmail.com; Lorenzana, Biznca <Bianca. Lorenzanz @sdoounty.ca. Montagne, Sarzh

<montagne@rsffire.org®; moguead @rsf-fire.org; ashcraft@rsffire.org; hillgren @rsf-fire.org;
mazguirre@gmail.com; jmocann@chulzvistaca gov;

Moy

; Barnhart,

unty.ca.gov®; McDonsld, Hunter <Hunter.McDonald@sdoounty.ca.gov=; Smith,

vivianmoreno.com; MaollyW @sandiego gov; Weber,
nger, Davi zvid.Fallinger @sdoounty.ca.go
glaz <Douglas.Barnhart@sdoounty .ca.gov; Edwards, Michasl (LUEG)

<Michzel Edwards @sdcounty.ca.gove; Hitzke, Ginger <Ginger Hitzke@sdcounty.ca.gove; Ashman,

Ronald <Ronald. Ashman@sdcounty.ca gove; Calve, Yalanda <Yeolanda Calvo@sdoounty.ca. govs;
LUEG, PD5.PlanningCommission <PDS. PlanningCommissicni@ sdoourty.ca. gove
Subject: [Externzl] Don't let & bad decision haunt you forever. Force developer of HGY South to build

3 secondary exit.

rable County Supervisors, Fire Officials, Planning Commissioners, and Potential District 1
Candidates:

lived through the Cocos Fire and witnessed firsthand how guickly a blaze can tear through our
community. Thirty of my neighbors lost their homes. Watching the current devastation in Los
Angeles brings back those same fears.

t's hard to fathom that the County and Fire District might allow Harmany Grove Village South to
move forward with only one exit—even though it's in a Very High Fire Severity Zone that has burned
multiple times since the 1980z, One person died sttempting to fles the last Harmony we fire, and
w2 rizk an even grester tragedy if thouzands of residents are trepped during 2 fast-maving
wildfire. With standstill traffic during the 2014 Corcos Fire—and that was before Harmony Growve

Village [not 3outh) was built—you can imagine how dire things could become with six times more
cars

‘We were promized that Harmony Grove Village [not 3outh] would meet our housing obligations and
that we wouldn't have any more developments jamming 1000's maore ed rural

cars anto our li
Svacuation route. Yet here we are, discussing & massive new development with no expanded road
capacity and no s=condary evacuation route. Experts say it could take seven hours to evacuate; a
wildfire can arrive in two.

respectfully azk you to reject thiz propozal, or at least demand 2 thorough new fire safety analyzis
and require a secondary egress. When the next fire erupts, your dedsion today could save—oar

endanger—thousands of lves.

Sincerely,

Ralf1-1

Response to Late Comment Rel51-1

The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel37 regarding prior (Cocos) fire
experience, loss of neighborhood homes, renewed concern based on January
2025 fires in Los Angeles, concern over evacuation routes and need for
secondary access/egress, very high fire hazard severity zones, 1996 tragic loss
of a neighbor, adequacy of Proposed Project fire safety measures, Cocos Fire
evacuation experience, belief that HGV “would be it” in terms of area
development, additional residents/vehicles, potential for increased risk during
evacuation, request for new review/secondary access, and overall Project
opposition.
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From: melissarcsno@gmail.com <melissarosno@gmail com=

Sent: Tuesday, lanuary 14, 2025 12:05 PM

To: Lawson-Remer, Terra <Terra.Lawson-Remer@sdoounty.ca.gov=; Anderson, loel

<loel Anderson@sdcounty.ca.gove; MontgomerySteppe, Monica

< a.MontgomerySteppe@sdcounty.ca.govs; Desmond, lim <lim.Desmond @sdoounty.ca.govs;
Salazar, Maykent L «<Maykentl.5alazar@sdcounty.ca.gov>; Kazmer, Gregory

<Gregory Kazmer@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Yuen, Jeffrey <Jeffrey.Yuen@sdcounty.ca.gov>; Henson, Eric
<Eric.Henson@sdcounty.ca.gov=; McDonald, Hunter <Hunter. McDonald@sdcounty.ca.govs; Smith,
Rebecca (BOS) <Rebecca.Smith2@sdcounty.ca.govs; Lynch, Dahvia

<Dahvia Lynch@sdoounty.ca.gove; Harbert, Amy <Amy. Harbert@sdcoounty.ca.gove; Mecham,
Tory@CALFIRE <Tony. Mecham@fire.ca.gov=; Slovick, Mark <Mark.Slovick@sdcounty.ca.govs;
efhgtc@gmail.com; Lorenzana, Bianca <Bianca.Lorenzanzs @sdcounty.ca.gov=; Montagne, Sarah
<mentagne @rsf-fire.org>; moguead @ rsf-fire_org; ashcraft@rsf-fire.org; hillgren@rsi-fire.org;
malin@rsf-fire org; stine@rsf-fire org; palomaguirre@gmail com; jmocann@chulavistaca gov;
districtl@chulavistaca gov; Vivian @vivianmoreno.com; i @sandiego.gov; Weber, Mally
<ol eber@sdcounty.ca.gove; Pallinger, David <David.Pallinger@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Barnhart,
Douglas <Douglas.Barnhart@sdcounty.ca.govs; Edwards, Michasl (LUEG)

=Michael Edwards@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Hitzke, Ginger <Ginger.Hitzke @sdcounty.ca gov>; Ashman,
Ronald <Ronald Ashman@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Calvo, Yolanda <Yolanda.Calvo@sdcounty.ca.govs;
LUEG, PDS.PlanningCommission <PDS_PlanningCommissicn@sdoounty.ca.gove>

Subject: [External] As LA burns, 30 County waives fire code for developers in very high wildfire risk
areas. Please vote No on HGV South.

Honorable Supervisors, Commissioners, Fire District, staff and potential District 1 candidates:

As a current resident of Harmony Grove Village and a former Los
Angeles resident, [ have watched the devastation caused by recent fires
in Los Angeles with deep sadness. [ also have friends in San Dhego who
lost their homes during the Cocos Fire, and their experiences weigh
heavily on me as I think about the very real fire dangers in our
community. s
It 1s alarming to hear that the County and Fire District are considering
waitving crifical fire code requirements for the proposed Harmony
Grove Village South development. Approving this project with only
one evacuation route in a Fery High Fire Severity Zone—a community
that has bumed repeatedly since the 1980s—is both reckless and
dangerous. This area has already suffered sigmificant loss, including the
tragic death of a community member who was unable to escape during
the Harmony Grove fire.

Response to Late Comment Rel52-1

The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel37 regarding concern based on January
2025 fires in Los Angeles, friends who lost homes during the Cocos Fire,
perceived waiver of critical fire code requirements, need for secondary access,
very high fire hazard severity zones, 1996 tragic loss of a neighbor, Cocos Fire
evacuation congestion, concern over additional cars on the roads during
evacuation, evacuation timing and rate of fire spread, belief that HGV “would
be it” in terms of area development, and request for new review/secondary
access, and overall Project opposition.
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Without essential fire safety measures like a secondary evacuation route
and expanded road capacity, approving this project puts thousands of
lives at risk. What we are witnessing in Los Angeles right now should
serve as a dire warning. Ignoring these nisks would be unconscionable.

Dunng the 2014 Cocos Fire, residents were trapped 1 standstill traffic
on both ends of the valley, with some barely escaping before the fire
reached their homes. This was before the original Harmony Grove
Village development was even built. Now, with the proposed HGV
South project. we could see six tunes more vehicles attempting to
evacuate—approximately 3,500 cars—without anv improvements to
our evacuation infrastructure. An independent evacuation expert has
warned that 1t could take seven hours to evacuate, while a fire starting
within s1x miles could reach our community i less than two hours.

Our community supported the original HGV project because we were
assured 1t would be the last major development in this area due to our

limited evacuation routes and high wildfire risk. Yet. just two years
later, this new project threatens to undermine those promises and put

even more lives in danger.

[ urge vou to vote NO on the Harmony Grove Village South project. At
the very least, demand a comprehensive new fire safety analysis and
require a secondary evacuation route. Our lives depend on it.

Your decision will have lasting consequences for this community.
Please choose safety and responsibility.

Sincerely,

Melissa Rosno

Harmony Grove Village Resident
Former Los Angeles Resident

Smcerely,

Sant from my iPhone

Rel52-1
cont.
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From: karsandler <karsandler@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2025 6:00 PM

To: Lawson-Remer, Terra <Terra.Lawson-Remer @sdcounty.ca.gove; Andersan, loel

<Joel. Anderson@sdcounty.ca.gov=; MontgomerySieppe, Monica
<Manica.MontgomerySteppe@sdcounty.ca.gove; Desmond, lim <Jlim.Desmond @sdcounty_ca gove;

Salazar, Maykent L <Mayxentl.3alazar@sdcoun
<Gregory_Kazmer@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Yuen, Jeffrey <leffrey Yuen@sdoounty_ca.gov=; Henson, Eric
<Eric.Henson@sdcounty.ca.gov>; McDonald, Hunter <Hunter.McDonald @ sdcounty.ca.gov=; 3mith,

ca.gov>; Kazmer, Gregory

Rebecca (B0S) <Rebecca.5mith2@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Lynch, Dahvia

<Dahvia.Lynch@sdcounty ca gove; Harbert, Amy <Amy. Harbert@sdcounty.ca.gove; Mecham,
Tony@CALFIRE <Tony.Mecham @fire.ca.gov=; Slovick, Mark =Mark Slovick@sdcounty.ca.gove;
efhgtc@gmail.com; Lerenzana, Bianca <Bianca.Lorenzana@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Montagne, Sarah
<montagne@rsf-fire.org=; mcquead@ rsf-fire.org; ashcraft@rsf-fire.org; hillgren@rsf-fire.org;
malin@ rsf-fire.org; stine@rsf-fire.org; palomaguirre@gmail.com; jmccann@chulavisiaca.gov;
districtl@chulavistaca.gov; Vivian@vivianmoreno.cam; MellyW@sandiego.gov; Weber, Mally
<Maolly. Weber@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Pallinger, David <David_Pallinger@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Barnhart,
Douglas <Douglas.Barnhart@sdcounty.ca.gove; Edwards, Michael {LUEG)
<Michael.Edwards@sdcounty.ca.gavs; Hitzke, Ginger <Gingar. Hitzke@sdcoounty.ca.gov>; Ashman,
Ronald <Ronald.Ashman@sdcounty.ca.gove; Calvo, Yolands <Yolanda.Calve@sdcounty.ca.govs;
LUEG, PDS PlanningCommissicn <PDS_PlanningCommissicn@sdcounty.ca.gove

Subject: [External] Haven't we learnad our lesson? How is SD County waiving fire code for
developers in very high wildfire risk areas. Please vote No on HEV South.

Honorable Supervisors, Commissioners, Fire District, staff and potential District 1 candidates:

Having survived the Cocos Fire that ravaged our fire-prone neighborhood and burned down 30 of my
neighbors’ homes, | am now witnessing the horrendous situation unfolding in Los Angeles and
reliving that trauma every time | turn on the news.

T add insult te inju is hard to believe that County and Fire District are really considering waiving
crucial fire code reguirements for the developer of Harmony Grove Village South. It would be insane
to allow this project to move forward with only one egress, despite it being in & Very High Fire
Severity Zone in a neighborhood that has burned down at least twice a decade since the 1980s. This
neighborhood has lost many homes over the years and had a fatality when a community member
was killed trying to escape the Harmony Grove fire. It's hard to understand how this project could
mave forward without adequate fire safety measures in place, something as basic as a secondary
evacuation route and expanded road capacity. With what we’re seging in LA, it is unconscionable.

The Cocos Fire of 2014 really scared thosa of us who were around at the time. People were stuck in
standstill traffic on both ends of the valley, with some barely making it out before the fire reached
their neighborhoods. This was before the Harmony Grove Village (not south) project was aven built.

Rel53a-1

Response to Late Comment Rel53a-1

The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel37 regarding prior (Cocos) fire
experience, renewed concern based on January 2025 fires in Los Angeles,
perceived waiver of fire safety standards, concern over evacuation routes and
need for secondary access/egress, very high fire hazard severity zones, loss of
neighborhood homes, 1996 tragic loss of a neighbor, adequacy of Proposed
Project fire safety measures, Cocos Fire evacuation experience, belief that
HGYV “would be it” in terms of area development, additional residents/vehicles,
potential for increased risk during evacuation, request for new
review/secondary access, and overall Project opposition.
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Qur community dutifully supported HGV (not South) because the County promised us that this
would fulfill gur ebligation te bring housing to our little rural community. Dahvia Lynch, the DCAQ of
and use and planning today, was the planner at the time and she held visicning worksheps and
diplematically brought our community around to supporting 3 project that would double our
population with 742 homes. We were assured by staff and by the Supervisors at the time that, due
to the limited evacuation infrastructure and increased wildfire risk, this would be the last big project
for a very long while. Not 2 years later, a Colorado billionaire buys up foreclosed land and embarks
on a quest to undermine the community for the deceptively named Harmony Grove Village South.
Ironically, that same billionaire lost his family home in 2022 during the Marshall fires.

If the HGV Scuth project is approved there will be approximately six times mare cars evacuating than
we saw during Cocos fire, but no new road capacity. Something like 3300 vehicles will pack onto
twao-lane roads trying to escape a fast maving fire. According to an independent evacuation expert, it
would take 7 hours to evacuate the immediate vicinity. A fire starting within & miles of us could
overwhelm the community in less than 2 hours.

Please, the last Board got it wrong. | urge you to vote no on this dangerous project, or at the very
east reguire a tharough new fire safety analysis and demand a secondary egress. Our lives depend
hen the next fire hits, you, as decision-makers, will live with the conseguences of your

on it.
ultimate decision. It will be your legacy. Let's hope it will be the right legacy.

Sincerely,

ung Galaxy MoteD, an ATET 5G Evolution capable smartphone

Rel53a-1
cont.
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From: karsandler <karsandler@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2025 6:01 P

To: Lawson-Remer, Terra <Terra.Lawson-Remer@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Anderson, loel

=Joel. Anderson@sdcounty.ca.gove; MontgomerySteppe, Monica

<Monica.Montgomerysteppe @sdcounty.ca.gov=; Desmond, Jim <lim.Desmond@sdcounty.ca.govs;
Salazar, Maykent L <MaykentL.3alazar@sdcounty.ca.gove; Kazmer, Gregory

=Gregory Kazmer@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Yuen, leffrey <leffrey.Yuen@sdcounty.ca.gov
<Eric. Henson@sdcounty.ca.gov=; McDonald, Hunter <Hunter.McDonald @ sdcounty
Rebecca (BO5) <Rebecca.s 12 @sdoounty.ca.gove; Lynch, Dahvia
<Dahwvia.Lynch@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Harbert, Amy <Amy. Harbert@sdcounty.ca.gove>; Mecham,
Tony@ CALFIRE <Tony.Mecham @fire.ca.gove; Slovick, Mark <Mark_Slovick@sdcounty.ca.govs;
efhgrc@gmail.cam; Lerenzana, Bianca <Bianca.Lorenzana@sdcounty.ca.gov>; Maontagne, Sarah
<montagne@rsf-fire.org=; moquead@rsi-fire.org; ashcraft@rsi-fire_org; hillgren@rsf-fireorg;
malin@rsf-fire.org; stine@rsf-fire.org; palomaguirre@gmail.com; jmccann@ chulavistaca.gov;
district1@chulavistaca.gov; Vivian@vivianmoreno.com; MollyW@sandiego.gov; Weber, Mally
<Moaolly Weber@sdcounty.ca.govs; Pallinger, David <David_Pallinger@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Barnhart,
Douglas <Douglas.Barnhart@sdcounty.ca.gov>; Edwards, Michael (LUEG])
<Michael.Edwards@sdcounty.ca.gov>; Hitzks, Ginger <Ginger.Hitzke@sdoounty.ca.gov>; Ashman,
Ronald <Ronald.Ashman@sdcounty.ca.gov=; Calvo, Yolanda <Yolanda.Calvo@sdcounty.ca_ govs;
LUEG, PD5.PlanningCommission <PDS.PlanningCommission @sdcounty.ca.govs>

Subject: [External] LA County will be haunted by itz bad decisions, will 5an Diego follow in its
footsteps? Don't let developers slide on public safety.

Henson, Eric
La.gov=; smith,

Honcrable County Supervisors, Fire Officials, Planning Cemmissioners, and BO3 District 1 Candidates:

Harmony Grove is a small rural community in the unincorporated County, near Escondido. While

in a Viery High Fire Severity Zone, surrounded by thousands of acre of flammable

andscape. Those of us who live here have faced dozens of evacuations over the years, hundreds of
nomes lost due to wildfire (Cocos, Harmony Grove, Del Dios to name a few) and unfortunately even
fatalities.

As we sit here with a red flag warning and warnings of a power shutoff, we are watching what is
unfolding in LA County with harror. We see the foreshadowing of the next firestorm that will

certainly come our way and wonder what our decision-makers are deing to help keep us safe.

When HGV South was first proposed to the County, they were wisely told that a secondary egress

was required, to which the developer claimed “it's not feasible.” The developer consuliants
promised “mitigation” that came no where near offering the safety of @ secondary egress. They

proceeded to exploit the County's limited knowledge of cur community and promised an emergency

exit through a known dirt trail that is unimproved, strewn with boulders and vegetation and
impassable by passenger vehicles. They have no rights to that path, cannot improve it and have no
permissien to use it.

Rel53b-1

Response to Late Comment Rel53b-1

The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel37 regarding very high fire hazard
severity zones, past evacuations and fire-associated deaths, loss of
neighborhood homes, renewed concern based on January 2025 fires in Los
Angeles, need for secondary access/egress, perceived waiver of fire safety
standards, status of and potential use of a dirt road, rate and severity of
wildfires, adequacy of Proposed Project fire safety measures, and request for
secondary access or rejection of the Project.

RTC-Rel53b-1
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Comment Letter Rel53k

Despite having been the subject of numerous successful lawsuits by environmentalists and the
community, having their project fully rescinded by the Board, they are back again with the same
disingenueus fire safety plan.

tat ar it fires i Curi i n. Ihe =
he state's largest fires have occurred since then. The rate
. Tweo separate, independent fire and evacuation

A lot has happened since 2018. Half of
and severity of fires has grown exponenti

experts have analyzed the evacuation routes and have determined that an entrapment situation is a
matter not of “if* but “when.” We truly believe cur community deserves better than the lip service
this developer is giving to our safety.

Please reject HGVY South or at least demand a secondary egress and improve the little country roads
that serve as the evacuation infrastructure. Otherwise, I'm afr be a tragedy of

unimaginakle proportions.

Respectfully,

Sent viz the Samsung Salaxy Motes, zn ATET 56 Evolution capable smartphone
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Comment Letter Rela4a

From: Cory Schmelzer <coryschmelzer@gmail.com>
sday, January 14, 2025 7:07 PM

To: Lawson-Remer, Terra <Terra.
derson@sdoounty.ca.gove; MontgomerySteppe, Manica

Sent:

wison-Remer@sdoounty_ca.gov=; Anderso

<loal.

<Maonica.

omerySteppe@sdoounty.ca.gove; Desmond, lim <lim Desmond @sdoounty .ca.gove;
Salazar, Maykent L <Maykentl 3alaza

deounty.ca.g
<@regory.Kazmer@sdoounty.ca.gov®; Yuen, Jeffrey <)

. Kazmer, Gregory

v.Yuen@sdcounty.ca.gov>; Henson, Eric

<Eric. Henson@ sdoounty. Smith,

ov=; McDonald, Hunter
mith2@sdcounty.ca.govs;

unter McDonald @sdcounty ca.gove;
nch, Dahvia
<Dahvia.Lynch@sdcounty.ca.gov; Harbert, Amy <Amy.Harbert@sd

Rebecca [BOS) <Rebecca

Tony @CALFIRE <Tony Mecham@fire.ca.gov; Slovick, Mark <Mark.
efhgtc@gmail.com; Lorenzana, Bianca <Biznca.Lorenzans @sdoounty.ca.gov; Montagne, &
<montagne @rsf-fire.org>; mequead @rsf-fire.org; ashcraft@rsi-fire.org; hillgren @rsf-fire.org;

<Mally.Weber@sdoounty.ca.gov>; Pallinge

Douglas
<Michae
Renald <Ronzld Ashman@sdcounty.ca.gove; Calve, Yolanda <Yolanda.Calvo @sdcounty.ca.govs;

Douglas. Barnhart@sdcounty.ca gove; Edwards, Michael
[Edwards @sdoounty.ca.gov®; Hitzke, Ginger <Ginger.Hitzke @sdoounty.ca.gove; Ashman,

LUEG, PDS.PlanningCommizsion <PDS.PlanningCommission@sdooun o

Subject: [External] One way out is just not safe. Please force developer of HEV South to build &

secondary road. Don't let us get entrapped during the next fire, Response to Late COmment Re|54a_1

T i M e [ The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
I lived through the Cocos Fire and witnessed firsthand how quickly a blaze can tear through our Comments provided for late Letter ReI37 regarding COCOS fire experience, IOSS
community. Thirty of my neighbors lost their homes. 'Watching the current devastation in Loz .

Angeles brings back those sama fears. of neighborhood homes, speed of area burns, renewed concern based on
It's hard to fathom that the County and Fire District might allow Harmony Grove Village South to January 2025 ﬁreS n LOS Angeles’ need for Secondary access’ Very hlgh ﬁre
mawve forward with only one exit—even though it's in a Wery High Fire Severity Zone that has burned hazard Severlty ZoneS, 1996 traglc IOSS of a nelghbor’ addltlonal reSIdentS and
multiple times since the 1980=. One person died attempting to flee the last Harmony Growve fire, and . . . . . . .
now we risk an even greater tragedy if th nds of residents are trapped during a fast-maving pOtentlal for increased risk durlng eVacuatlon, Cocos Fire evacuation
wildfire. With standstill traffic during the 2014 Cocos Fire—and that was before Harmony Grove . . . 99 ¢

Villzge (rot 3outh) was built—you can imagine how dire things could become with six times more congeSt10n5 behef that HGV Would be lt n terms Of arca deVelOpment,
e, kst | concern over additional cars on the roads during evacuation, evacuation timing,
We were promised that Harmony Grove Village (not South) would meet sur housing obligations and request for new reVieW/SeCOﬂdary access, and OVerall Project Opposition.

that we wouldn't have any more developments jamming 1000z maore cars onto our fimited rural
evacuation route. Yet here we are, discussing a massive new development with no expanded road

ca and no secondary evacuation route. Experts say it could take seven hours to evacuate; a

wildfire can arrive in two
| respectfully ask you to reject this proposal, or at least demand a thorough new fire safety analysis
and reguire a secondary egress. When the next fire erupts, your decision today could save—or

endanger—thousands of lves.

Sincerely,

RTC-Rel54a-1
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Comment Letter Rela4b

Frem: Cory Schmelzer <cory elzer@gmail.com=

Sent: Tussday

To: Lawson-Remer, Terra <Terra.Lawson-Remer@sdcounty.ca.gove; Anderson, Joe

<Jgel. Anderson @sdcounty_ca.gove; MontgomerySteppe, Monic

<Maonica.MontgomerySteppe@sdcounty.ca.gove; Desmond, Jim <lim.Desmond @ sdcounty.ca.gove;

Salazar, Maykent L <Mayke azar@sdcounty.ca.gove; Kazmer, Gregory

«Gregory. Kazmer@ sdcounty.

ow; Yuen, leffrey <leffrey Yuen @ =dcounty.ca.gove; Henzan,

<Eric.Henzen @sdcounty.ca.gov>; McDonald, Hunter <Hunter.McDonald@sdcounty.
Rebecca [BO3)
<Dahvia Lynch @3
Tony @ CALFIRE

<Rebecca Smith2 @ sdcounty.ca.gove

rberz, Amy v.Harbert@sdeco

ounty.ca.gov:

= Slowick, Mark <Mark.51

“Tony Mecham@

=
-8

= ]
efhgrc@gmail

“<montzgne@rsf-fire.org®; meguead @rsf-fire.org; ashoraft@ref-fire.org; hillgren@rzf-fire.

om; Lorenzana, Bian anca.Lorenzana @ sdoount

malin @ rsf-fire.org; stin

org; palomaguirre@gmail.com; jmccann @ chulavi
an@viv

Pallinger, David <David.Pallinger

districtl @ chulavistaca.gaow; \Viv
<Maol

Douglas <Douglas Barnhart@ s

anmarens.com; Molly'W @

eber@sdcounty.cag

y.ca.gow>; Edwards, Michael (LU

<Michael. Edwards&sdcount ; Hitzke, Ginger <Ginger.Hitzke®@sdoounty.ca.gov>; Ashman,

V¥.CE.EQV

Ronald <Ronald Ashman@sdcounty.ca.govs; Calve, Yolanda <Yolanda.
LUEG, PDE.PlanningCo
Subject: [Extarnal] Will County officials be haunted by their bad decisions? Dan't let developers slide

ro@sdoounty.ca.govE;
lanningCommission@sdcounty.ca.gove

imission <PDS

an public safety.
Dear elected officials and staff:
Harmony Grove is 2 small rural community in the unincorporated County, near Ezcondido. While

c, it iz in a Very High Fire Severity Zone, surrcunded by thousands of acre of flammable

landszcape. Those of us who live here have faced dozens of evacuations over the years, hundreds of

homes lost due to wildfire {Cocos, Harmony Grove, Del Dios to name a few) and unferiunately even

Az we =it here with 2 red flag warning and warnings of 2 power shutoff, we are watching what is

ng in LA County with horror. We see the foreshadowing of the next firestorm that wil
certainky come our way and wonder what our decision-makers are doing to help keep us safe.
Rel54h-1

When HGV

South was first proposed to the County, they were wisely told that 3 secondary egress

‘was reguired, to which the developer claimed “it's not fessible.” The developer consultants

promised “mitigation” that came no where near offering the safety of a secondary egress. They
proceeded to exploit the County's limited knowledge of cur community and promised an emergsncy

exit through a known dirt trail that is unimproved, strewn with boulders and vegetation and

impassable by o that path, cannot improve it and have no

senger vehicles. They have no rights

permission to

Dezpite having been the subject of numerous successful lawsuits by environmentalists and the

community, having their project fully rescinded by the Board, they are back sgain with the z:ame

disingenuous fire safety plan.

Response to Late Comment Rel54b-1

The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel37 regarding very high fire hazard
severity zones, past evacuations and fire-associated deaths, loss of
neighborhood homes, renewed concern based on January 2025 fires in Los
Angeles, need for secondary access/egress, perceived waiver of fire safety
standards, status of and potential use of a dirt road, rate and severity of
wildfires, adequacy of Proposed Project fire safety measures, request for
secondary access or rejection of the Project.
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A lot has happened since 2018, Half of the

experts have analyzed the evacuation routes

matter not of

Please reject HEY South or at least demand 2

that serve as the evacu

unimaginable praportions.

pecifu

ut “when.” We truly believe our community deserves better than the lip service
this developer is giving to our safety.

ion infrastructure. Otherwise, I'm afraid the next fire will be 3 tragedy of

largest fires have occurred since then. The rate
and zseverity of fires has grown exponentially. Two s2parate, independent fire and evacuation

and have determined that an entrapment situation is a

secondary egress and improve the little country roads

Comment Letter Rel54kb

Rel34b-1
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Comment Letter Rel55

From: Erin Thomas <erin.weiss @gmail.com=
Sent: Tussday, Januery 14, 2025 12:22 PM
To: Erin Thomas <erin.weiss @gmail.com:>

Subject: [Externzl] Plesse don't approve HGY South!

Homorakle Supervisors, Commigsioners, Fire District, staff and potential Cistrict 1
candidates:

| am now witnessing the homrendous situation unfolding in Los Angeles and want to siress
the impeoriance of MOT approving the development of HGY South.

It is hard fo believe that the County and Fire District are really considering waiving crucial
fire code reguirements for the developer of Harmony Grove Village South. It would be
insane to allow this project to move foreard with only one egress, despite it being in a Very
High Fire Severity Zone in a neighberhood that has bumed down at least twice a decade
singe the 1980s. Thiz neighborhood has lost many homes over the years and had a fatality
when a community member was killed irying to escape the Harmony Grove fire. It's hard to
understand how this project could move forward without adeguate fire safety measurss in
place, something as basic as a secondary evacuation route and expanded road capacity.
With what we're seeing in LA, it is unconscionable.

The Cocos Fire of 2014 really scared us. Pecple were stuck in standstill traffic on both ends
of the valley, with some barely making it cut before the fire reached their neighborhoods.
Thig was before the Hamony Grove Village (not south) project was even built.

Cur community dutifully supported HGY (not South) because the County promised us that
this would fulfill cur obligation to bring housing to our litile rural community. Dahvia Lynch,
the DCAQ of land use and planning today, was the planner at the fime and she held
visioning workshops and diglomatically brought our community arcund to supporting a
project that would double our population with 742 homes. We weres assured by staff and by
the Supervisors at the time that, dus to the limited evacuation infrastructurs and increased
wildfire risk, this would be the last big project for a very long while. Mot 2 years later, a
Colorado billionaire buys up foreclosed land and embarks on a guest to undermine the
community for the deceptively named Harmony Grove Village South. Ironically, that same
billionair lost his family home in 2022 during the Marshall fires.

If the HGY South project is approved there will be approximately six times maore cars
evacuating than we saw during Cocos firs, but no new road capacity. Something like 3500
wehicles will pack onfo two-lane roads trnying to escape a fast moving fire. According to an
independent evacuation expert, it would take T hours o evacuats the immediate vicinity. A
fire starting within & miles of us could overwhelm the community in less than 2 hours.

Please, the last Board got it wrong. | urge you to vote ne on this dangerous project, or at
the very least require a thorough new fire safety analysis and demand a secondary egrass.
Our lives depend on it. When the nesxt fire hits, you, as decision-makers, will live with the
conseguences of your ullimate decision. It will be your legacy. Let's hope it will be the nght

legacy.
Sincersly,
Erin Thomas (homeowner in Harmony Grove Village and mom of two small toddlers who's

already terrified of our current evacuation paths, | can't imagine the danger if thiz new
development iz appgroved. Please help me slesp at night.)

Relg5-1

Response to Late Comment Rel55-1

The County appreciates the comments. Please refer to the Responses to
Comments provided for late Letter Rel37 regarding concern based on January
2025 fires in Los Angeles, perceived waiver of fire safety standards, concern
over evacuation routes and need for secondary access/egress, very high fire
hazard severity zones, loss of neighborhood homes, 1996 tragic loss of a
neighbor, adequacy of Proposed Project fire safety measures, prior (Cocos) fire
experience, belief that HGV “would be it” in terms of area development,
additional residents/vehicles, potential for increased risk during evacuation,
Cocos Fire evacuation congestion, request for new review/secondary access,
and overall Project opposition.

RTC-Rel55-1
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