


1

Stephanie Rojas

From: Ann Laddon <annmladdon@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 28, 2026 1:47 PM
To: City Clerk; City Council
Cc: Ann Laddon
Subject: Letter in regards to Guajome Lake Homes Appeal
Attachments: A Laddon letter to Council 1 28 26.pdf

EXTERNAL MESSAGE: Use caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding. When in doubt, 
please contact CustomerCare@oceansideca.org 

Dear City Clerk and Council, 
 
Please find attached my letter outlining deficiencies and inadequacies in the EIR for Guajome Lake 
Homes. 
 
I appreciate your time considering this project--approval will forever negatively impact what your own 
draft General Plan has recognized as one of Oceanside's, "Remarkable Communities." 
 
Please don't be the council that is branded with "The mistake by the Lake" 
 
Please be the council that uses the full discretion you are allowed, and deny this horrible project. 
 
Sincerely yours, 
 
Ann Laddon  
annmladdon@gmail.com 
619-933-6233 (mobile) 
5435 Albright St, Oceanside, CA 92057 
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Stephanie Rojas

From: Barbara Swanson <baswanson100@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 28, 2026 11:52 AM
To: City Council; City Clerk
Cc: guardguajome@yahoo.com
Subject: oppose EIR for Guajome Regional Park housing development

EXTERNAL MESSAGE: Use caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding. When in doubt, 
please contact CustomerCare@oceansideca.org 

Dear Oceanside City Council members, 
 
I live in Encinitas and am the Vice President of the Buena Vista Audubon Society. I lead bird walks and 
nature journaling outings to Guajome Regional Park, and enjoy the large park with its variety of habitats, 
plants and animals. Because Guajome Regional Park is a special environment within our dwindling 
amount of open space, I urge you to deny the certification of the Environmental Impact Report. 
 
While the EIR for the proposed housing development appears to inadequately address many issues, I will 
highlight a few that especially concern me. 
 
1.  Can the road safely handle so many more vehicle trips? What about all the additional dust that will be 
generated and the impact on people, horses and wildlife? Could everyone safely evacuate with their 
animals from this neighborhood in the case of a fast-moving wildfire approaching the area? 
 
2.  Removing habitat will impact wildlife in the area. Once species of concern is the California 
Gnatcatcher. What are the specific plans and timeline to mitigate for removing nesting habitat from the 
area such that there would not be impact on the birds? These birds are very site-specific, and the current 
plan mentioned in the EIR may not be adequate. 
 
A large study was released a few years ago, showing that birds are declining by about 4% a year. It is easy 
to see why this can happen, as habitat is continually removed to make way for human-related uses such 
as housing. How will you mitigate losing all this habitat so that this project isn’t responsible for the loss 
of bird and other wildlife? 
 
3. How will putting so many dense houses interrupt the flow of wildlife in the area? For many animals, 
this development will be a barrier in the years to come. The actual building process will also be very 
disruptive to wildlife; what will be done to mitigate that? For example, birds nest in a specific, usually 
short time, and if they miss that window of opportunity, they will not breed for that year.  
 
4.  How does this project conserve and protect natural resources and views near Guajome Regional Park, 
which is part of the Scenic Park Overlay? It appears to be contrary to the goals of this policy. 
 
I believe that we should all have answers to these and other questions involving the EIR, based on 
science and thoughtful consideration. Please deny the certification of the Environmental Impact Report. 
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Thank you. 
 
Barbara Swanson, Ph.D. 
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Stephanie Rojas

From: C <chereanabowman@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 28, 2026 11:27 AM
To: City Council; City Clerk
Cc: guardguajome@yahoo.com
Subject: Deny Certification of EIR Report
Attachments: Dear City Council Members.pdf

EXTERNAL MESSAGE: Use caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding. When in doubt, 
please contact CustomerCare@oceansideca.org 

Attached is my letter to the City Council Members:   
 
 



Dear City Council Members,  
 

As a resident of Oceanside near Guajome Park, I urge the City Council to deny 
certification of the Environmental Impact Report. Guajome Park is the most beautiful park in 
Oceanside and building homes in this area has major negative impacts on residents, our land, 
animals, and environment.  
 
 

The EIR has many deficiencies and it should not be given certification. It lacks analysis 
of how it will impact wildlife and animal habitats, water quality and road safety. This is very 
dangerous and cannot be approved without being further evaluated.   
 

Thank you for your consideration and denial of the EIR.  

 

Sincerely,  

Chereana Bowman 
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Stephanie Rojas

From: Claudia Goedde <claudiagoedde@icloud.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 28, 2026 11:40 AM
To: council@oceanside.org; City Clerk
Subject: Guajome Park 

EXTERNAL MESSAGE: Use caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding. When in doubt, 
please contact CustomerCare@oceansideca.org 

As a resident and equestrian of Oceanside, I urge the City Council to deny certification of the 
environmental impact report. As a hiker, nature lover, and horse rider, we already have too little nature 
trails in the area. Guajome has been a joy for me and my family to take trail rides in and go for walks or 
bike rides. We are deeply concerned and saddened that this will change. I am also very worried about all 
the precious wildlife. As I was informed there are many safety risks to horses, wildlife, and people if this 
housing project goes ahead. The EIR does not adequately account for the many risk factors, it does not 
adequately analyze cumulative impacts from this project combined with other nearby developments that 
would add traffic to Guajome Lake Road and nearby intersections.  There are many other reasons which 
have already be named. I just wanted to add our family to the list of very concerned citizens and urge you 
to deny the certification of this Environmental Impact Report. Thank you very much.  
Respectfully, 
 
Claudia Goedde, Stephen Sova, Tobey Sova, and Celina Sova 
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Stephanie Rojas

From: David Oppenheim <david72199@icloud.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 28, 2026 11:08 AM
To: City Council; City Clerk
Cc: guardguajome@yahoo.com
Subject: Urgent Request to Deny Certification of Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for Guajome 

Lake Homes Project

EXTERNAL MESSAGE: Use caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding. When in doubt, 
please contact CustomerCare@oceansideca.org 

David Oppenheim   
5349 Blackberry Way, Oceanside, Ca 92057 
760-889-1964 
david72199@icloud.com 
1/28/2026 
 
 
 
The Honorable City Council Members 
City of Oceanside 
300 N. Coast Highway 
Oceanside, CA 92054 
 
Subject: Urgent Request to Deny Certification of Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for Guajome Lake 
Homes Project 
 
Dear Esteemed City Council Members, 
As a resident of Oceanside, bird watcher, nature lover and retired state highway maintenance and safety 
worker, I am writing to express my profound concern and strong opposition to the proposed Guajome 
Lake Homes project.  
 
I emphatically urge the City Council to deny certification of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for this 
development. Guajome Regional Park and its surrounding natural environment are invaluable 
community assets, and this EIR critically fails to adequately assess and mitigate the significant, adverse 
impacts this project would undeniably create. 
 
While I am not inherently opposed to responsible housing, I believe any development in such a sensitive 
area demands a transparent, thorough, and accurate environmental review. The current EIR for the 
Guajome Lake Homes project suffers from fundamental deficiencies that prevent it from fulfilling its 
legal and ethical obligation to inform the public and ensure environmental protection. These critical 
shortcomings include: 
 
ᅃ Regarding Public Health & Safety: 
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Guajome Lake Road Risks: The EIR fundamentally fails to analyze the severe safety risks on Guajome 
Lake Road, including its dangerous blind curves, narrow width, lack of shoulders, and long unpaved 
segments. This omission is unacceptable, especially given the project's projection of 830 new daily car 
trips on this already perilous route. 
Dust and Visibility Hazards: With 800 feet of Guajome Lake Road remaining unpaved, the EIR neglects to 
evaluate how increased traffic dust will impair visibility, compromise driving safety, and pose health risks 
to equestrians and park users. 

Wildfire Evacuation Deficiencies: The EIR makes no meaningful assessment of safe evacuation routes 
for residents, emergency responders, or equestrians (with horse trailers) during a wildfire. This is 
particularly alarming as portions of Guajome Lake Road do not even meet current fire code standards, 
and only a segment would be paved. 
 
Ignored Equestrian/Pedestrian Safety: The EIR entirely ignores the safety risks to horses, riders, and 
pedestrians who regularly use Guajome Lake Road and adjacent trails, despite the inevitable surge in 
traffic and dust. 
 
 :Regarding Wildlife and Habitat Connectivityޡ
 
Disrupted Wildlife Corridors: The EIR inadequately analyzes how this project would severely disrupt vital 
wildlife movement and habitat connectivity between Guajome Regional Park, Jeffries Ranch, and 
surrounding open space, crucial for regional biodiversity. 
 
Inadequate Gnatcatcher Mitigation: While acknowledging impacts to the Federally-protected California 
Gnatcatcher habitat, the EIR's reliance on deferred and off-site mitigation is unsubstantiated. It fails to 
robustly demonstrate how these impacts would genuinely be reduced to less than significant levels. 
 
Unsubstantiated Claims: The EIR's claim that off-site mitigation reflects a preference of the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service lacks supporting evidence, undermining its credibility. 
 
 :۰۱۲۳۴۵Regarding Equestrian/Land Use Incompatibilityۯ
 
Erosion of Equestrian Overlay Protections: The project proposes waiving critical Equestrian Overlay 
protections. The EIR, however, completely fails to analyze the environmental and safety consequences 
of removing these protections, which were specifically established to preserve the area's rural and 
equestrian character. 
 
Misleading Compatibility Claims: The EIR's assertion that the project is compatible with surrounding land 
uses is demonstrably false. Nearby properties consist predominantly of large-lot equestrian homes, 
making the proposed much smaller, higher-density lots a fundamental and incompatible alteration to 
the established community character. 
 
㡤㡥㡦㡧Regarding Water Quality and Impacts to Guajome Lake: 
 
Insufficient Lake Assessment: Guajome Lake is an impaired waterbody, yet the EIR fails to establish a 
clear baseline for existing lake conditions or adequately analyze whether stormwater runoff from the 
project would exacerbate existing pollution. 
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Unmitigated Pollution Risks: The project’s own stormwater plan concedes that some pollution controls 
do not fully meet performance standards. Despite this, the EIR concludes impacts would be less than 
significant without proposing additional, robust mitigation measures, which is unacceptable. 
 
㍘㍙㍚㍛Regarding Growth Inducement: 
 
Underestimated Growth Impacts: The EIR significantly downplays the growth-inducing impacts of 
extending sewer infrastructure near Guajome Regional Park. This infrastructure could inadvertently 
facilitate future, unplanned development, leading to increased long-term environmental degradation in a 
sensitive area. 
 
ᓭᓮᓯᓰᓱᓲᓳRegarding the Scenic Park Overlay: 
 
Violation of Overlay Purpose: The project site lies within the Scenic Park Overlay, intended to conserve 
and protect valuable natural resources near Guajome Regional Park. The EIR, however, fails to 
meaningfully analyze the project's compliance with this vital purpose. 
 
Disregard for Scenic Value: The EIR inaccurately claims the area lacks scenic value, directly 
contradicting the project’s proximity to protected parkland and the open views that City policy 
specifically intends to preserve. 
 
࿥࿦࿧࿨࿩࿪ Regarding Vista & County-Specific Concerns and Inter-Jurisdictional Impacts: 
 
Neglected General Plan Policies: The City’s General Plan requires soliciting comments from the 
Guajome Regional Park Area Planning and Coordinating Committee for projects near the park. The EIR 
fails to disclose that this required consultation did not occur, yet still relies on findings of General Plan 
consistency. This undermines inter-agency coordination. 
 
Unanalyzed Regional Impacts: Guajome Lake Road and surrounding access routes traverse multiple 
jurisdictions, including the City of Vista and unincorporated County areas. The EIR critically fails to 
analyze how project impacts would affect residents, emergency access, or evacuation beyond 
Oceanside’s municipal boundaries. 
 
Incomplete Cumulative Impact Analysis: The EIR also fails to adequately evaluate cumulative safety and 
environmental impacts on regional infrastructure and park users who rely on these cross-jurisdictional 
roadways. This includes the inexplicable omission of the Camino Largo housing project, which will add 
substantial traffic to Guajome Lake Road. 
 
Approving this EIR in its current form would not only set a dangerous precedent but would inflict 
irreversible harm on a cherished natural resource and significantly diminish the quality of life for 
residents across multiple jurisdictions. We implore you to prioritize the health, safety, and environmental 
integrity of our community. 
Therefore, I respectfully request that the City Council deny certification of the Environmental Impact 
Report (EIR) for the Guajome Lake Homes project. We demand a truly adequate environmental review 
that genuinely addresses these significant concerns before any further consideration of this 
development. 
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Thank you for your time, consideration, and dedication to serving all residents and protecting our 
precious natural environment. 
 
Sincerely, 
David William Oppenheim  
 
 

 
 

 
Sent from my iPad 
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Stephanie Rojas

From: DIANE HAWKINS <5roadrunners@cox.net>
Sent: Wednesday, January 28, 2026 11:48 AM
To: City Council
Cc: Undisclosed Recipients
Subject: Request to reconsider Guajome Park high density housing project

EXTERNAL MESSAGE: Use caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding. When in doubt, 
please contact CustomerCare@oceansideca.org 

Dear Mayor and City Council Members, My name is Diane Hawkins and I am a 35 year resident of Oceanside. I am writing to 
respectfully urge you to reconsider the proposed high-density housing 
 project of 83 homes on acerage adjacent to the Guajome County park and lake that serve as a designated wildlife habitat and 
horse trails. This area adjacent to the park is not an ordinary parcel of land. It functions as a critical buffer for wildlife 
movement, 
 water quality protection for the lake, and open-space relief for residents who rely on the park for recreation and 
environmental balance. A density of more than 10 homes per acre directly adjacent to the park risks permanent disruption to 
habitat connectivity, 
 increased runoff into the lake, traffic and noise impacts on the park, and long-term strain on local infrastructure. I am not 
opposed to housing, nor to responsible development. However, I strongly encourage the Council to consider a lower-density 
alternative 
 that better aligns with the environmental sensitivity of this location and the housing that would surround this development. A 
reduced number of homes would still allow development while preserving the integrity of the wildlife habitat, protecting the 
lake, 
 and respecting the public investment already made in the county park. Once this land is fragmented, it cannot be restored. The 
decision before you today will have lasting consequences far beyond the immediate housing yield. Thoughtful planning now—
by scaling 
 back density—can balance housing needs with environmental stewardship and quality of life for current and future residents. 
Thank you for your time, consideration, and service to our community! Respectfully Diane Hawkins  
 
Yahoo Mail: Search, Organize, Conquer 

















1

Stephanie Rojas

From: Jonathan Frankel <jfrankel@rincongrp.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 28, 2026 12:11 PM
To: Manuel Baeza
Cc: Kimberly Foy; Darlene Nicandro; City Clerk; Barbara L. Hamilton
Subject: Guajome Lake Homes - Responses to Late Comments
Attachments: 2026.01.28_ Responses to late comments.pdf

EXTERNAL MESSAGE: Use caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding. When in doubt, 
please contact CustomerCare@oceansideca.org 

Hi Manny, 
 
For the record, attached please find responses to the late comments received from the appellant Ms. 
Jacobs and Preserve Calavera.   
 
Please confirm that these have been received and transmitted to the City council for their review. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Jonathan Frankel 
Vice President, Forward Planning 
Rincon Homes  
5315 Avenida Encinas, Suite 200 
Carlsbad, CA 92008 
Direct: 925-708-3638 
www.rincon-homes.com  
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Stephanie Rojas

From: Rachel Britts <rachelbritts@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 28, 2026 12:35 PM
To: City Clerk; City Council; Jennifer Schauble
Subject: Guajome Lake development project

EXTERNAL MESSAGE: Use caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding. When in doubt, 
please contact CustomerCare@oceansideca.org 

Hi, my name is Rachel Britts, and I live at 2827 Guajome Lake Road—right in the middle of the dangerous 
dirt S-curve that the developer is not intending to pave or widen. 

Thank you City Council for your willingness to listen to us and our concerns for this development project. 
I want to reiterate as many others have stated: I am not opposed to wise development. In the almost 25 
years that I have lived in Oceanside, I have seen our downtown area develop beautifully through careful 
planning that has spanned decades, thanks to the wisdom of the Oceanside City Council and Planning 
Commission. Oceanside deserves that kind of healthy growth. But the growth proposed by this 
development is not healthy or wise and that is why I am asking the City Council to deny certification of 
the Environmental Impact Report until our legitimate concerns have been sufficiently addressed by the 
developers.  

I have reached out several times to the developers regarding my concerns and potential solutions, but 
they have frankly dismissed our conversations, because if the city doesn’t hold them accountable, then 
why would they voluntarily add costs to their scope of work and thus decrease their profits? This is why 
the city must deny the EIR and require them to fix the flaws before proceeding with their project.  

There are many aspects of the EIR that are flawed or insufficient, but my biggest personal concern is the 
safety of the road that will welcome 830 or more new car trips every day. I know increased traffic is not a 
concern for the EIR, but safety is supposed to be, and I cannot fathom how the report did not identify the 
additional safety risks that this development will cause.  

There are 4 main “pinch points” on Guajome Lake Road, all of which will be traffic safety liabilities if this 
many homes are allowed to be built.  
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Pinch point 1: intersection of Guajome Lake Road and Highway 76.  

Guajome Lake Road is VERY narrow at this significant intersection, and the light to turn onto Hwy 76 is 
long, so even now, cars back up pretty far during the morning and afternoon rushes. Guajome Park’s 
entrance has a curb that juts out significantly into the road and already makes it tricky to navigate, but 
with the increased traffic from these homes, this will be an increased danger zone. Not to mention, as 
the only paved ingress/egress for the neighborhood, it becomes a serious safety consideration in case of 
evacuation. I lived in Jeffries Ranch during the Lilac fires years ago, which also only has a single 
ingress/egress (albeit it a wide, PAVED, 4 outbound lanes with expansive views in either direction—in 
contrast to Guajome Lake Road’s narrow, 1 lane, with BLIND view point from both directions!). Our entire 
neighborhood was evacuated before the fire was even close because of the traffic concerns. Now 
imagine a fire like what happened on Sunday afternoon this fall got out of hand. Back in September 
(2025), that entire Guajome/76 intersection was blocked off by a fire!!! So where is the evacuation route?  

The developer has previously hinted that, “well, that won’t likely happen. We can’t build based on some 
unlikely fears!”   But it did happen. Three months ago.  

And just ask our home insurance companies about our fire risk thanks to Guajome park and the creek 
riparian growth. We live in an “increased fire risk area”—to the tune of $7500/year! That’s if your home 
insurance doesn’t just cancel you here.  
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That the EIR neglected to consider these increased risks makes me wonder if they really did due 
diligence.  

  

Pinch point 2: roadside park parking 

This is another narrow stretch of road, utilized heavily throughout the day and even more on weekends by 
people wanting to enjoy Guajome Park. This stretch of road is the only available parking adjacent to the 
park. There are often children and dogs and strollers that dart out into the road. With the increased traffic 
from this development, fatalities are unavoidable. And since the city has been warned, if you do nothing 
to mitigate this danger, then the city of Oceanside holds liability.  

  

Pinch point 3: the curve at the top of the hill.  

This blind curve is already too narrow, with absolutely no shoulder. My car has often been scratched by 
the cactus and weeds growing on the sides of the road as I try to hug the side to avoid cars that speed 
around the curve in both lanes. I have caught my breath many times, grateful to have barely escaped yet 
another head on collision around this curve. This is another area where the increased traffic guarantees 
increased collisions, and it is surprising the report did not list this as a safety hazard. 

  

Pinch point 4: s-curve on dirt road. 

This is my most personal concern, as this is where my house is located, and it is a constant source of 
concern for me as I pull out of my driveway every day. There is a blind curve to my right and left, and for 
some reason, cars find it enjoyable to speed through them in both lanes, often in a sort of off-roading 
glee thanks to the constant deep ruts and bumps on the dirt road (that never fully go away, even after the 
city’s grading crews do their most-monthly maintenance). The road is not wide enough here for 2 cars to 
pass at normal speed. One car always needs to swerve into the unmaintained embankment to let the 
other car pass by. I am a very cautious driver, and I cannot pull out of my driveway to the right without 
encroaching into the oncoming side of the road because it is so narrow around that blind curve. Again, 
this is another area where an obvious safety concern is egregiously missing from the report. The 
development spokesperson even accidentally admitted to this when asked why the development’s 2 
ingress/egress points were placed so close together, and he mentioned the danger of the blind curve!!! 
They are aware of the danger!!! So please, please, make them address it.  

  

Potential solutions: 

I know development is impossible to avoid, so I have been trying to think of potential solutions to these 
problems. 
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Holding this development to the already approved half-acre parcels would be one solution. This would 
be healthy development in line with the original intentions of this area sub plan, that would allow room 
for an environmental corridor and wouldn’t add as many vehicles to the road.  

Pinch points 1 and 2 are complex, and I have not discovered a satisfactory solution myself. Please think 
through this and hold the developer responsible to address these safety issues.  

Pinch point 3 is tricky because it would require acquiring land from the owner of the hillside, but that hill 
could be easily graded to widen the road and add a pedestrian/equestrian sidewalk. (Because this is part 
of the equestrian overlay.)  

(Another Side note on the equestrian overlay: several years ago, we sought to subdivide our 6 acres so 
that both we and my parents could build homes and live close together. The creek/environmental 
concerns narrowed the buildable land on our property, but the final dream crusher for us was the city 
planning office insisting that we include equestrian access paths through our (private, inaccessible) 
property because we are in an equestrian overlay. They wouldn’t budge. And we only wanted to build a 
house to live near my aging parents.  So to hear that this developer is requesting an exception from this 
overlay…to build an amount of homes that pose a safety threat…is just absurd. The equestrian and park 
overlays were put in place for a purpose, and should not so easily be waived. They are part of what make 
this part of Oceanside so special!) 

  

I believe the solution to pinch point 4 is for the city to make use of the road easement on bordering 
properties and finally straighten out the dangerous S curve. This part of the road was never intended for 
heavy traffic. What started as a foot path turned horse path following the topography of the land is now 
being asked to support an amount of cars that it was not made for. Both the developer and the city needs 
to be held responsible for the safety of citizens. If this development is allowed to cram so many houses 
onto this undeveloped road, then they must provide the necessary support. 

(See image below. Yellow is the current insufficiently developed Guajome Lake Road, pink is how the city 
should develop the road—straight, wide, paved, with equestrian walkways on the side (like in Jeffries 
Ranch Community). The red is the proposed development, the green is the other side of all of our 
properties that the road cuts through (easements). I live at property 3. Even though it looks like a shallow 
barely curve on this title map, I invite you to experience it from my driveway at about 8:30 in the morning 
or 3:30 in the afternoon.)  
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I am sure one of the arguments against this solution is that future developments that border the S-curve 
will be responsible for fixing that portion of the road. However, that is highly unlikely. Currently, my 
neighbor with the 2 acres does not have electricity nor sewer on their property, and the cost to develop 
those 2 acres would already be cost prohibitive WITHOUT the cost of paving and widening the road. My 
neighbor with the 6 acres is seeking a developer, and we have talked with that realtor, but they also will 
lose buildable space due to the protected wetlands delineation AND the Melrose Extension, which gives 
the city eminent domain over a wide swath of that property. So as you can see, it is economically 
unfeasible for those properties to be developed in the foreseeable future. But meanwhile, this dangerous 
road that was intended to be a light use path for a few residents, will now carry 1,000 or more vehicles a 
day with insufficient safety considerations.  

I haven’t even mentioned the air quality concerns with the excessive dust that already exists, and is 
about to get a lot worse. This picture was taken a couple of days ago, AFTER the city sent out a water 
truck to mitigate the dust. There is a constant blanket of dust that sits right above the road and 
surrounding properties that this sunset lighting revealed in a disturbing way. 
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Please consider the safety concerns that the EIR omitted. Make this development mitigate the risks, so 
that the city isn’t held liable in the future. It is not a matter of “if” there will be loss of life, but WHEN, and 
I don’t think you want that on your conscience.   

  

Thank you.  

—Rachel Britts  

760-583-8438 
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Stephanie Rojas

From: rhondajzl <rhondajzl@cox.net>
Sent: Wednesday, January 28, 2026 11:18 AM
To: City Council; City Clerk
Subject: Please Dont RUIN Guajome Park!

EXTERNAL MESSAGE: Use caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding. When in doubt, 
please contact CustomerCare@oceansideca.org 

I have lived in this neighborhood for over 25 years. I ride my bike at Guajome. I hike at Guajome. I walk my 
dogs at Guajome. I camp at Guajome. It is the last area of "nature" that Oceanside has. We are turning 
the city into nothing but CEMENT!  
 
MY QUESTION IS TO YOU CITY COUNCIL....how many of you live east of College Blvd?????? Do you even 
know how AWFUL the traffic is? We wait at the stoplights on the 76 for 3 or 4 or 5 or 6 rotarions. TOO 
MUCH TRAFFIC AND THE ROADS CANNOT HANDLE IT! Adding 80+ homes in that area will be completely 
unbearable. 
 
In closing, I have a disabled son that I have to drive to his bowling keague. I have to drive him to his 
hiphop classes. I have to drive him to his Faith Group meetings. There is NO BUS STOP east of S. Sante 
Fe. No bus stop in Jeffries Ranch! I have fought for 16 years to get one. But I have given up.  
Please Quit being money hungry for property taxes amd stop building in Oceanside! 
 
Angry as hell, 
Rhonda Morel 

Yahoo Mail: Search, Organize, Conquer 
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Stephanie Rojas

From: Robin Robinson <r.robinson1113@att.net>
Sent: Wednesday, January 28, 2026 9:17 AM
To: City Council; City Clerk
Subject: Support for the Guajome Lake Homes Project

EXTERNAL MESSAGE: Use cauƟon when opening aƩachments, clicking links, or responding. When in doubt, please 
contact CustomerCare@oceansideca.org 
 
________________________________ 
 
Dear Oceanside City Council, 
 
Thank you for opportunity to provide comments in support of Rincon Homes' Guajome Lake Homes project.  I believe 
this residenƟal development a balanced approach to not only addressing our local housing crisis but also prioriƟzes 
environmental preservaƟon and community safety. 
 
 
* Housing is needed!  This development will provide 83 single family homes designed for working families and 
professionals, as well as four for-sale affordable homes for very low-income households. 
  
  
* Infrastructure improvements are important! Currently, a porƟon of Guajome Lake Road is an unpaved dirt road.  
This project commits to fully paving the road along the project frontage and beyond to Albright St., adding sidewalks, and 
implemenƟng traffic calming measures. This will improve accessibility for residents and ensure safe access for our first 
responders. 
  
  
* I'm impressed that the Rincon Homes will preserve 7 acres as open space and placement of homes near exisƟng 
infrastructure minimizes impacts on sensiƟve habitats. 
  
  
* The sources indicate that the Guajome Lake Homes project will result in no significant environmental impacts to 
Guajome Regional Park and will instead provide new residents who will be a posiƟve addiƟon to the park community. 
 
 
This developer has done a good job of thoughƞul planning and design that will provide much needed aƩainable housing 
and vital infrastructure upgrades for Oceanside.  I hope that you will vote to approve this project.  Thank you. 
 
I look forward to hearing good news from today's meeƟng. 
 
Robin Robinson 
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Stephanie Rojas

From: jackie graziano <pudntaine@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 28, 2026 12:11 PM
To: City Council; City Clerk
Cc: guardguajome@yahoo.com
Subject: A Plea from the Heart of This Land: Deny Certification of the Environmental Impact 

Report (EIR) for the Guajome Lake Homes Project

EXTERNAL MESSAGE: Use caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding. When in doubt, 
please contact CustomerCare@oceansideca.org 

Jackie Graziano 
4580 Blackwell Rd, Oceanside, CA 92056 
(760) 807-1555 
pudntaine@gmail.com 
 
 
January 28, 2026 
 
Dear Council Members, 
 
I write to you today not merely as a resident, but as one who has walked these lands and breathed this air 
for 72 years. I have seen the seasons turn, watched children grow, and witnessed the enduring spirit of 
Guajome. It is with a heart full of deep concern and a lifetime of understanding that I urge the City 
Council to deny certification of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed Guajome Lake 
Homes project. Guajome Regional Park and its surrounding wild spaces are more than just parcels of 
land; they are a living, breathing entity, a sanctuary that has sustained us for generations, and this EIR, in 
its current form, does not honor its sacred trust. 
 
My years have taught me that true growth comes from harmony, not from imbalance. While I understand 
the need for shelter, it must not come at the cost of the Earth's health or the well-being of our 
community. The current EIR for the Guajome Lake Homes project contains profound shortcomings that 
betray its purpose to truly assess and protect this precious environment. These critical oversights speak 
to a disconnect from the deep wisdom of the land itself: 
 
Regarding the Safety and Sacredness of All Life: 
 
Guajome Lake Road's Ancient Path: I have known Guajome Lake Road through countless sunrises and 
sunsets. Its narrow, winding, unpaved stretches are not meant for the burden of an additional 830 daily 
car trips. This is a path, not a highway, and to force such change is to invite danger for all who travel it, 
human and animal alike. 
 
The Air We Share: Leaving 800 feet of this road unpaved with increased traffic means the very air we 
breathe will be choked with dust. This impacts the visibility for drivers, yes, but more deeply, it harms the 
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lungs of those who live here, the equestrians, and the quiet park users who seek solace in nature's clean 
breath. 
 
Safe Passage in Times of Trial: My memory holds the wisdom of many seasons, including those of fire. To 
proceed without clear, safe evacuation routes for our families, our first responders, and our beloved 
horses during a wildfire, especially when parts of the road do not meet basic safety codes, is to disregard 
the fundamental need for protection. 
 
Honoring Every Footstep: I have watched horses and riders, and families on foot, find peace along 
Guajome Lake Road and its trails. The EIR regrettably overlooks the profound safety risks that increased 
traffic and dust will bring to these gentle souls, disrupting their ancient rhythms and sacred spaces. 
 
Regarding the Delicate Balance of Wildlife and Habitat: 
 
The Weaving of Life: The EIR inadequately perceives how this project would tear at the delicate fabric of 
wildlife movement and habitat connecting Guajome Regional Park, Jeffries Ranch, and the surrounding 
open spaces. This is about preserving the very soul of this ecosystem, a gift passed down through time. 
 
A Whisper of Protection for the Gnatcatcher: While acknowledging impacts to the Federally-protected 
California Gnatcatcher, the EIR's reliance on deferred and off-site mitigation feels like a hollow promise. 
It fails to truly demonstrate a genuine commitment to safeguarding the ancient home of this precious 
bird. 
 
Truth from the Earth: The EIR's claim that off-site mitigation reflects the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's 
preference lacks the clear, verifiable evidence that the Earth herself demands for such assertions. 
 
Regarding the Spirit of the Land and Its Uses: 
 
Erosion of Our Heritage: The project proposes to disregard the vital Equestrian Overlay protections. The 
EIR tragically fails to understand the deep wisdom and history embedded in these safeguards, which 
were lovingly established to preserve the rural and equestrian heart of this area for all time. 
 
A Disharmonious Vision: The EIR's assertion that this project aligns with surrounding land uses simply 
does not resonate with my 72 years of observation. Our community has cherished its large-lot equestrian 
homes; to introduce much smaller, higher-density lots is to create a profound discord that clashes with 
the established spirit of the land. 
 
Regarding the Purity of Guajome Lake's Waters: 
 
The Lake's Silent Plea: Our sacred Guajome Lake is already an impaired waterbody, a testament to past 
burdens. The EIR, however, fails to offer a clear understanding of its current health or adequately analyze 
how stormwater runoff from this project would further wound its fragile waters. 
Unheeded Warnings: Even the project's own stormwater plan admits its controls fall short. To then 
conclude that impacts would be insignificant without robust, additional measures is to ignore the Earth's 
quiet warnings and invite deeper harm to this vital aquatic haven. 
 
Regarding Mindful Growth for Future Generations: 
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The Unseen Seeds of Change: The EIR gravely underestimates the growth-inducing impacts of extending 
sewer infrastructure near Guajome Regional Park. To pave the way for future, unplanned sprawl without 
a holistic vision is to disregard the long-term well-being of this cherished landscape, a future we hold in 
trust for our grandchildren. 
 
Regarding the Sacred Views and Unseen Beauty: 
 
A Blind Spot to Beauty: The project site lies within the Scenic Park Overlay, a designation born from a 
deep desire to protect the invaluable natural gifts near Guajome Regional Park. The EIR, regrettably, fails 
to see or honor the project's compliance with this vital purpose. 
 
The Soul's Nourishment: The EIR's claim that this area lacks scenic value is a profound disconnect from 
the truth I have witnessed for decades. It disregards the inherent beauty that nourishes our souls and the 
open vistas that City policy specifically intends to preserve for all to cherish. 
 
Regarding the Interconnectedness of Our Community: 
 
The Circle of Voices: The City’s General Plan wisely calls for seeking counsel from the Guajome Regional 
Park Area Planning and Coordinating Committee. The EIR regrettably does not disclose that this crucial 
conversation did not occur, yet it still claims consistency. True harmony demands that all voices, all 
perspectives, be heard and honored. 
 
Beyond the Lines We Draw: Guajome Lake Road and its paths flow through many lands, through 
Oceanside, Vista, and the County. The EIR critically fails to understand how this project's impacts would 
ripple across these boundaries, affecting our neighbors, our shared emergency access, and the very 
pathways we rely on. 
 
The Unfinished Story of Impacts: The EIR's analysis of cumulative impacts is incomplete, a story half-
told. It omits crucial elements, such as the Camino Largo housing project, which will inevitably add its 
weight to the path of Guajome Lake Road. To truly understand the whole, we must listen to all the 
chapters. 
 
To certify this EIR in its current form would be to betray the trust of generations and inflict irreversible 
harm on a cherished natural sanctuary, diminishing the quality of life for all beings in our interconnected 
community. We implore you to listen to the wisdom of the land and the heartfelt concerns of those who 
have been its guardians for so long. 
 
Therefore, I respectfully request that the City Council deny certification of the Environmental Impact 
Report (EIR) for the Guajome Lake Homes project. Let us seek a truly adequate, compassionate, and 
comprehensive environmental review that genuinely addresses these profound concerns before any 
further steps are taken towards this development. 
 
Thank you for holding the well-being of our Mother Earth and our community in your hearts. 
 
With a spirit of respect and hope for a balanced future, 
 
Jackie Graziano 
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Stephanie Rojas

From: Jessamyn Keenan <jessamynk@mac.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 28, 2026 10:57 AM
To: City Council; City Clerk
Cc: guardguajome@yahoo.com
Subject: Re: Item 16, Oceanside City Council Agenda, January 28, 2026 Guajome Lake 

ProjectOppose Adoption of EIR, MMR & Overturn Planning Commission Resolution No. 
2025-P20

Attachments: Guajome Lake Road Project_012626.pdf

EXTERNAL MESSAGE: Use caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding. When in doubt, 
please contact CustomerCare@oceansideca.org 

Dear Oceanside City Council - Attached is a letter for your review regarding the Guajome Lake Homes 
project appeal on the 1/28/26 agenda.  
 
Thank you! 
Jessamyn Keenan 
562 Hoover Street 
Oceanside  
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Stephanie Rojas

From: John Bottorff <j@cleanearth4kids.org>
Sent: Wednesday, January 28, 2026 10:33 AM
To: City Council; City Clerk
Subject: Council Item #16 Comment: Deny EIR certification for Guajome Lake Homes
Attachments: Oceanside Guajome Lake Homes EIR Comment Letter FINAL.pdf

EXTERNAL MESSAGE: Use caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding. When in doubt, 
please contact CustomerCare@oceansideca.org 

Our comment opposing the EIR certification is attached. 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
John Bottorff 
CleanEarth4Kids.org 
949-439-5459 
J@CleanEarth4Kids.org 
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