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Response to Comment PCI3-1 
Comments noted. They do not pertain to adequacy of the environmental 
analysis presented in the EIR and do not require response. 
 
Response to Comment PCI3-2 
The comment does not raise specific issues regarding substantive 
environmental analysis within the EIR. The County has responsibility as a 
land use planning agency to move forward in as expeditious a manner as 
possible with lawful applications filed by property owners. The goal is not 
to pass developments “quickly” before voters can vote on projects. Voting 
on projects is not part of the ordinary project approval process under CEQA, 
although it can occur if sufficient signatures are gathered to require a 
referendum. That is not the case here. Regardless, the County cannot defer 
its obligation to act as a land use planning agency in accordance with state 
law to see if such a vote may occur.  
 
Response to Comment PCI3-3 
The attempted evacuation experience during the Cocos fire is noted. This 
evacuation process occurred prior to roadway improvements being 
completed by Harmony Grove Village (including improving segments of 
Country Club Drive, providing a new road to the east [Harmony Grove 
Village Parkway] and building a bridge over Escondido Creek, providing 
an improved route east and out of the valley). Regardless, it is noted that 
every fire event and evacuation effort is different. The County disagrees that 
risk “increases drastically” with additional development. In fact, 
development of communities requiring more recent fire codes compliance, 
as well as increased irrigated and low-flammability vegetation next to 
wildfire areas may lower risk. Please see the Global Responses to Fire 
Hazards Impact Analysis and Adequacy of Emergency Evacuation and 
Access for information related to Project analyses on these topics. 
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