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Traffic safety and control.
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Economic development concerns
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Cultural Sensitivity

Construction Concerns
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Impacts on habitat and wildlife
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Zoning

Water

Wastewater

Events

EXHIBIT D PART 2 - 13 of 465



Noise and Light Pollution

Native Plants

Helipad

Fault Zone
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Cultural Resources
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April 26, 2021 

Jim Morrissey 
Contract Planner 
County of San Bernardino Land Use Services 
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 

Comments on the Application of a Conditional Use Permit for the Proposed Project PROJ-2020-00191, 
APN 0629-181-01, Landers, CA 92285 

Dear Mr. Morrissey, 

I am respectfully submitting comments on the proposed project PROJ-2020-00191.  The project consists 
of clustered tent camping sites with support facilities sited over a 640-acre parcel adjacent to Reche 
Wash.  The project is located within the Homestead Valley zoned for residential housing.  The project 
site is located within an environmentally sensitive area for vegetation and wildlife that will be 
significantly impacted by development.  This project should be required to perform a detailed 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) due to the sensitivity of the site. 

There are endangered species that live in the vicinity of the project site; the desert tortoise and the 
Mohave Ground Squirrel.  There are two desert tortoises living in Reche Wash near the proposed site.  
Other impacts would be to habitat for the antelope squirrel, jackrabbits, coyotes, rattlesnakes, various 
bird species, and many other wildlife species.  Construction at the site would cause the destruction of 
640 acres of creosote, Joshua tree, and cholla habitat.   

With increased visitation to Joshua Tree National Park and Johnson Valley Off-Highway Vehicle Area 
there has been a significant increase in food/camping garbage and debris being thrown out in the desert 
areas.  Campers leave full garbage bags on the sides of roads or place their garbage in dumpsters and 
trash cans of residents.  This garbage attracts ravens which are detrimental to the juvenile desert 
tortoise.  Consumption of garbage by various wildlife species can also be fatal.  This needs to be 
considered in the EIR. 

It is unclear at this time how water will be supplied to the project site.  Groundwater in the area is 
greater than 300 feet below ground surface.  With the current drought conditions, water quantity is an 
issue and this project would add more stress to an already greatly stressed aquifer.  Impacts from 
increased water use should be considered.  If the project will be using septic, impacts from the septic 
system should also be considered.  The project should also consider impacts from discharges of 
stormwater to Reche Wash or the surrounding area. 

The project may cause air quality impacts on the community.  Dust from traffic on dirt roads should be 
mitigated.  An increase in traffic on the roads will bring the impacts of automobile emissions and may 
contribute to an increase in smog across the greater area.  Traffic congestion could potentially be an 
issue as well if multiple cars are meeting at campsites, meaning more than 75 cars on any given day.  
Other impacts from the project will be noise and light pollution. 

The impacts will cause a nuisance to community and the environment.  The project should address in 
the EIR what measures will be taken to protect the community and wildlife habitat from increased 
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automobile and foot traffic through the desert including such impacts as destruction of vegetation by 
being walked on or ran over by an automobile.  The EIR should also address the impacts and provide 
mitigation measures for human and wildlife interaction, such as feeding of wild animals.   

This type of development is best fit for an area closer to Joshua Tree National Park, in the business areas 
along Highway 62.  It is best kept out of the residential areas to preserve the desert lifestyle and 
remaining wildlife habitat. 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. 

Sincerely, 

Amanda Lopez 

y,

Amanda Lopez 
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Specifically, the Pipes W ash is a critical wildlife corridor, connecting Sand to 
Snow National M onum ent and the Bighorn W ilderness to Joshua Tree National 
Park.
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April 26, 2021

To: Jim Morrissey

From: Kristie Kinman-Resident of Yucca Valley


Please find our concerns put together by my sister Kim White and myself Kristie White


*I submit that this area is a priority connectivity corridor between Sand to Snow National 
Monument, the Bighorn Wilderness, Joshua Tree National Park, and points north.

*The configuration of Route 247 near the site means adding large amounts of traffic entering 
the roadway could be extremely dangerous on a highway with an inordinate amount of high 
speed collisions.  

*I submit that 75 campsites potentially means frequent nights with 75 simultaneous campfires, 
raising serious concerns about both air quality and fire safety, with a large population of State 
Threatened species candidate western Joshua Trees just downwind

*I submit the potential for pollution of groundwater in Pipes Canyon Wash from septic systems, 
visitor vehicle oil and coolant leaks, or campers carelessly discarding dishwater and similar 
items into the soil or wash is grounds for further investigation

*I submit this glampsite will allow significant noise pollution and  have a negative impact on 
residents and wildlife

*I submit that the effect on the immediate vicinity from increased unplanned tourism 
development will negatively impact the residents of Landers and Flamingo Heights.

*I submit that this is a High Wind-Event area and structures must be able to sustain 70mph 
winds.

*I suggest that this, in conjunction with several other proposed camp sites, will lead to an influx 
of traffic, especially on already crowded weekends, and that limits must be imposed.

*Environmental Impact Studies must be up-to-date (not 2008)

*Cal-Trans Studies are requested

*I strongly urge developer to meet with community and Planning Department simultaneously 

*I Request Project Designation Study for new construction be set in motion

*I suggest residential zoning does not allow for commercial enterprises of this magnitude and 
should be reconsidered

*I suggest that this delicate area would be better suited for a Desert Nature Preserve

*I submit that helicopters will create dust and disturb wildlife as well as create ongoing 
nuisance for neighboring communities

*I would also like to add that California is in an extreme drought, according to the map released 
by Gavin Newsom last week. 


I’m surprised this has been given the green light before the people got their say, we all know 
money talks, we all know how much money developers have, we are not stupid. 


Please do the right thing, you live here too. 


Thank you,
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Biggs, Lupe

From: caroline partamian <caroline.partamian@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 5:04 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: PROJ-2020-00191 Parcel no. 0629-181-01
Attachments: PetitionSignatures_SaveFlamingoHeights_4.26.21.pdf; PetitionComments_SaveFlamingoHeights_

4.26.21.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Jim Morrissey,

I hope you have had time to thoughtfully read through all the emails you are receiving about this project.

I send you this email as an addendum to my initial one sent to you on April 22, 2021 with my comments outlined against
this project. I am attaching the petition #saveflamingoheights I started with my community members written in
opposition to the Project # 2020 00191 on Parcel no. 0629 181 01 as an additional official realization of how many
individuals from our community and beyond are opposed to this project. The first attachment is a signature document
with 2,658 signatures against the project with today's date. The number of signatures has been growing every day. The
second attachment includes additional comments with today's date against this project submitted via this forum.

Thank you for your time in reviewing all of these.

Best,
Caroline Partamian
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I demand you do a traffic report. 
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- a CEQA report. 
- an Environmental Impact Report
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Via email 

No Oil, Inc. v. City of Los Angeles

Laurel Heights 
Improvement Ass’n v. Regents of Univ. of Cal. Laurel Heights I
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may

Communities for a Better Env’t v. South Coast Air Quality Mgmt. Dist.
no

Architectural Heritage Assn. v. County of Monterey

per se Vineyard Area Citizens for Responsible Growth, Inc. v. 
City of Rancho Cordova Vineyard
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is in the very area
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Chris Clarke <cclarke@npca.org>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 3:14 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Comments on Project# PROJ-2020-00191  Assessor Parcel Number: 0629-181-01  
Attachments: Flamingo 640 NPCA comments.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Jim Morrissey, Contract Planner ` Monday, April 26, 2021
County of San Bernardino
Jim.Morrissey@lus.sbcounty.gov
Re: Project# PROJ 2020 00191
Assessor Parcel Number: 0629 181 01

Jim;

Please accept these comments, pasted below and attached as a PDF, on the “Flamingo 640” camping proposal in
Landers. I am happy to answer any questions you might have.

Chris

Chris Clarke
Ruth Hammett Associate Director, California Desert Program  
National Parks Conservation Association
(760) 600 0038 | cclarke@npca.org  |  Twitter | Instagram
#BlackLivesMatter.
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Mr. Morrissey: 
 
Please accept the comments of the National Parks Conservation Association on the so called
“Flamingo 640” resort proposed to be built on APN 0629 181 01, at the southeast corner of
Old Woman Springs Road and Luna Vista in Landers. I request that you add me to your contact
list for updates and announcements regarding this project at: 
 
Chris Clarke, NPCA 
61325 29 Palms Highway, Suite D 
Joshua Tree, CA 92252 
cclarke@npca.org 
 
NPCA is the only independent, nonpartisan membership organization devoted exclusively to
advocacy on behalf of the National Parks System. Its mission is to protect and enhance
America's National Park System for present and future generations. NPCA’s California Desert
Program works to preserve the integrity of the desert’s national parks and monuments, as well
as adjacent protected lands.  
  
We have serious concerns about the appropriateness of the Flamingo 640 project for the site
in question. 
 
National parks do not exist in a vacuum. In order to survive into the next century and beyond,
parks require connectivity with lands outside their boundaries to reduce or eliminate the
effects of isolation from similar habitat. My colleagues at groups such as Mojave Desert Land
Trust (MDLT), the Morongo Basin Conservation Association and others have taken pains to
detail important wildlife connectivity corridors for the Morongo Basin area. Attached below is
a map of those corridors created in 2018 by MDLT. As you will no doubt recognize, the parcel
for which this resort development is proposed not only lies entirely within an important
corridor linking Sand To Snow National Monument and San Bernardino National Forest to the
Rodman and Ord mountains area, but would substantially constrict that corridor, even with the
limited plan of development offered your department. 
 
 

Figure 1. Wildlife linkages in the western Morongo Basin. Map courtesy MDLT 

It is our understanding that MDLT has expressed a willingness to pay fair market value for this
land. We wholeheartedly support this resolution as most compatible with long term land
management and sustainable development. 
 
Before launching into the list of issues we have with this development as described, we have
two fundamental concerns we wish to express. 
 

EXHIBIT D PART 2 - 203 of 465



3

First, a Conditional Use Permit for a development of this scope, on land that is this crucial for
wildlife habitat connectivity, and which contains habitat for at least two state listed species,
absolutely requires being subjected to a full Environmental Impact Report rather than a
Negative Declaration.  
 
Second, while we trust in good faith the assurances by County staff that the proponent no
longer intends to pursue the proposed uses of the property that are most incompatible with
the current RL (Rural Living) zoning, such as a music festival grounds, and bar and restaurant,
and a helipad for non emergency use, we also recognize that such verbal assurances only go so
far. A written record that those uses are no longer on the table would go a long way to
restoring trust with the members of the community most likely to be affected by this
development. 
 
Our other concerns include:

Habitat destruction: This is important habitat for many species, including desert tortoise (state
endangered), western Joshua tree (state threatened), western burrowing owl (California
Species of Special Concern), migratory birds (protected under the migratory bird treaty act)
and other wildlife, including desert kit fox, mountain lion. Creosote rings and Mojave yucca
clonal rings are present as well, some of them potentially thousands of years old. Though
proponents’ biological resources assessment claims no desert tortoises are to be found on the
site, we are skeptical about their reported numbers and look forward to independent
verification of the species’ presence (or absence.) It is worth noting that the “DanMark survey”
of this same property, performed in 2006 by Circle Mountain Biological Consultants, found
seven tortoises in precisely the part of the parcel slated for development, with few to none on
the remainder of the parcel. It is true that 15 years have elapsed since 2006. It is also true that
conditions on site, including proximity to high speed traffic, prevalence of Upper Respiratory
Distress Syndrome, and multi year droughts are substantially the same in 2021 as they were in
2006.

Parcel is an important connectivity link and in a priority conservation area.

Fire pits included in the proposal prompt the question: will operations include onsite staff who
can restrict or prohibit fire pit use during burning bans, high wind events, or periods of high
particulate matter counts? If not, who will be responsible for fire safety, and for environmental
and public safety in general?

Wastewater: Plans suggest that wastewater will be directed to a leach field on the property,
north of the resort. A stormwater retention basin will be sited immediately east of the sewage
disposal leach field. What volume of wastewater is projected to be disposed of via this leach
field (considering perhaps 200 250 guests in a typical weekend in season)? Are hydrology
studies available that ensure this large addition of wastewater won’t infiltrate into neighbors’
wells (there are at least 61 domestic wells within a few miles downstream) or the aquifer
serving Bighorn Desert View Water Agency? Would stormwater capture from the project’s
hardened surfaces accentuate this percolation of sewage?
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Water supply:We understand that Bighorn Desert View Water Agency is willing in theory to
annex the parcel to its service district, pending the LAFCO process. What might be the
cumulative development impacts of extending BDV’s water service farther to the southeast?

Noise and light: Even assuming there will be no music festivals or other mass participation
events on the property: Will the entire facility be available for rent to one party for special
events, such as weddings, film shoots, conferences? How many emergency helicopter
landings/departures are envisioned per month? Studies of potential noise levels should be
undertaken. Lighting sufficient for hundreds of guests, plus ambient light from lodging units,
fires, visitor headlights, party lights, and other sources of illumination are likely to pose a
substantial addition to light trespass in this relatively dark area, posing threats to safety,
wildlife, and quiet enjoyment by neighbors.

Traffic safety: Old Woman Springs Road is a dangerous highway. According to UC Berkeley’s
Transportation Incident Mapping System[i], the stretch of 247 nearest the proposed project is
among the most dangerous along the entire length of Route 247 between Yucca Valley and
Barstow. Again, according to TIMS, he worst times for accidents here are Friday
afternoon/evening and to a lesser extent throughout the weekend. Adding more than 100 cars
exiting and entering the highway here during busy weekend hours will prove dangerous,
especially given drivers who pick up speed once they emerge from Pipes Canyon south of the
project. A thorough traffic study, dedicated turn lanes, and perhaps a stop light should be
considered if the project goes forward. The likelihood of extra costs to the county for first
responders should be assessed.

Other questions:

 Would the proposed project be accessible for those with physical limitations? 
 How would the proposed project utilize local labor and contractors to support the local

community?  
 How would the campground keep their guests from trespassing on adjacent properties? 
 What limits might the county have in mind for overall campground saturation in the

area, and to what extent will this project displace or prevent potential development of
more affordable camping accommodations within reach of the County’s underserved
populations?  

Again, we urge the County’s Land Use Services to conduct a full and rigorous Environmental
Impact Report process on this proposal.  
 
Thank you for your attention to this set of comments. I am happy to answer any questions you
might have. 
 

 
 
Chris Clarke  
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Ruth Hammett Associate Director 
California Desert Program  
National Parks Conservation Association  
(760) 600 0038  
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[i] https://tims.berkeley.edu/ 
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Specifically, the Pipes W ash is a critical wildlife corridor, connecting Sand to 
Snow National M onum ent and the Bighorn W ilderness to Joshua Tree National 
Park.
The proposed developm ent, including a 350 car parking lot will require clearing 
land which m eans rem oving endangered Joshua Trees. Once a Joshua Tree is 
rem oved, it is unlikely to survive replanting.
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23,743 USD
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Biggs, Lupe

From: David Dodge <info@portabledocument.org>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 4:38 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: AGAINST Flamingo 640 glamping
Attachments: AGAINST Flamingo 640 glamping

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments 
unless you can confirm the sender and know the content is safe. 
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From: David Dodge
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: AGAINST Flamingo 640 glamping
Date: Monday, April 26, 2021 4:38:25 PM

Dear Sir:

I am strongly opposed to the planned large scale glamping site proposed in Flamingo Heights (Proj: 2020-00191,
Parcel (0629-181-01). The water needs, waste needs, traffic implications, strain on wildlife, noise issues, light
pollution are all in extreme inverse to the way this land should be treated and developed. I am a longtime resident of
Joshua Tree and am already highly frustrated by the rampant stress caused by masses of transient visitors, traffic,
pollution, noise. This will only add to that in spades. Please count me as a voice against this type of large scale
poorly thought out development which in the end will only destroy the delicate beauty of the desert and further
stress its native inhabitants.

Sincerely,
David Dodge
Joshua Tree
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From: David Dodge
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: AGAINST Flamingo 640 glamping
Date: Monday, April 26, 2021 4:38:25 PM

Dear Sir:

I am strongly opposed to the planned large scale glamping site proposed in Flamingo Heights (Proj: 2020-00191,
Parcel (0629-181-01). The water needs, waste needs, traffic implications, strain on wildlife, noise issues, light
pollution are all in extreme inverse to the way this land should be treated and developed. I am a longtime resident of
Joshua Tree and am already highly frustrated by the rampant stress caused by masses of transient visitors, traffic,
pollution, noise. This will only add to that in spades. Please count me as a voice against this type of large scale
poorly thought out development which in the end will only destroy the delicate beauty of the desert and further
stress its native inhabitants.

Sincerely,
David Dodge
Joshua Tree
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Carla Davis <carlaj1@mac.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 6, 2022 10:26 AM
To: Morrissey , Jim; Supervisor Rowe
Cc: Warrick, Chris - LUS
Subject: Fwd: Amended Comment concerning PROJ 2020-00191, Parcel 0629-181-01, Pipes Wash Glamping 

Project aka Flamingo Project 640

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

We have discovered through the grapevine that a new report has been issued regarding the above described matter. As
residents in Flamingo Heights, we had requested notification of new reports and/or decisions about this project.See
email thread below. You did not do this directly. Please forward notifications and timelines for comments as now exist
directly to us. Also please provide any new documents concerning this. We are unsure as to what, if any, the legal effect
of lack of notice. But it sure makes it look like the County is unconcerned with hearing from residents effected by this
project.

Carla Davis
David McKean
760 288 6290
833 Wamego Trail
Yucca Valley 92284

Begin forwarded message:

From: Carla Davis <carlaj1@mac.com>
Subject: Fwd: Amended Comment concerning PROJ 2020-00191, Parcel 0629-181-01, 
Pipes Wash Glamping Project aka Flamingo Project 640
Date: April 23, 2021 at 10:00:45 AM PDT
To: jim.morrissey@lus.sbcounty.gov
Cc: Supervisor.Rowe@bos.sbcounty.gov

We have studied the documents Mr. Roth submitted with his application for the CUP. They seem to be a
product of templates used in the environmental consulting business. This was disappointing considering
the huge impact this development would have on zoning, the residents, and indeed, the land itself. We
remain convinced more neutral experts in each field would have much more to add to the developer’s
findings in re environmental impact.

We are very, very concerned about traffic. Mr. Roth’s traffic expert indicated no analysis was needed, by
simply doing the math. These folks have no idea the amount of semi track traffic there is on OWS Road,
or how many residents live out here using the road, or RV’er’s traveling between JT and the Eastern
Sierra. A traffic analysis is very necessary prior to any County approvals.
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The amount of input with reference to traffic concerns from the community should be enough to inform
the County it is on notice as to this important safety issue.

Additionally, we have made calls to the California Regional Water Quality Control Board to ascertain
their interest in the project’s plan for sewage disposal. We couldn’t find much info in the developer’s
submissions regarding sewage disposal and effect on the groundwater. Maybe this is a matter of course
that the project would be required to obtain a permit from the Colorado Basin Water Board. Please let
the community know what is required in this regard. We will continue our efforts to contact this agency.
It is very important for the community to understand this part of the issue. We do not want to end up
like Yucca Valley, unregulated septics causing us all to either drink very bad water or spend a great deal
of money for sewers in a rural living area. Water, ground water is our most important resource.
Questions must be addressed regarding the project’s impact on groundwater.

Finally, please add us to the list of persons to be informed as to any decisions the County comes to in
regard to this worrisome project.

Thank you.

Carla Davis
833 Wamego Trail

Begin forwarded message:

From: Carla Davis <carlaj1@mac.com>
Subject: Comment concerning PROJ 2020-00191, Parcel 0629-181-01, Pipes 
Wash Glamping Project aka Flamingo Project 640
Date: April 18, 2021 at 3:41:30 PM PDT
To: jim.morrissey@lus.sbcounty.gov
Cc: Supervisor.Rowe@bos.sbcounty.gov

This is to let you know that I oppose the granting of any conditional use permit or
variance for this project to move forward. This project will negatively impact the
landscape, the infrastructure, and community in the surrounding area. The project is the
equivalent of a housing subdivision, providing 75 structures, septics, and parking spaces
for tourists that may well come and go but remain the total number of approx. and at
the very least 150 persons on this land. The plan also includes a private restaurant, bar,
store, pool, offices, workshops, and all the attendant infrastructure such
facilities/amenities require. I also note that the plan includes an area for a private
heliport. I cannot even imagine the impact such a thing would have on the surrounding
land and residents.

I am very concerned about traffic on OWS Road (to say nothing about helicopter
traffic!). Traffic going to and from the project will be turning on a blind curve with semi
trucks going North and South at all times of the day and night. At night, I can see from
my house in Flamingo Heights a parade of cars traveling home after work. This traffic
will be encumbered with 75 and more persons traveling to and from and making turns
into and out of the glamping facility. There would be no amount of changes to this two
lane highway to make it safe to accommodate the added vehicles. This does not even
speak to the addition of exhaust fumes in the area.
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I am also concerned about the impact of a minimum of 150 persons in a concentrated
area using septic for sewage removal and the impact on groundwater.

Without environmental studies concerning the impact of this many people living in this
close proximity in an area designated as rural living, I fear permanent residents who
have chosen to live in a rural area will be left with denigration and not a thing to
improve quality of life.

As an interested person and local resident in Flamingo Heights, I am requesting that the
County hold a public hearing to review the impact of such a development. Please
provide me with notice of any scheduled hearing in this regard.

I am also requesting a copy of the project owner’s application for the variance and/or
conditional use permit, and any supporting evidence the project submitted in support of
this significant change.

Please consider this project and its impact on local resident carefully. It is a very private
facility with so much elitist amenities, but its impact on the land and residents will be
very public.

Thank you for your kind attention to this matter.

Carla Davis
833 Wamego Trail
92284
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Biggs, Lupe

From: 29 Palms Creative Center & Gallery <29palmscreativecenter@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, May 19, 2022 3:47 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim; Supervisor Rowe; COB - Internet E-Mail; Planning Commission Comments
Subject: Stop Flamingo 640 Proposed Project

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

 Greetings  
 County Planner, Jim Morrissey,  
  
 Supervisor Dawn Rowe, 
  
 The Clerk for the Board of Supervisors, and 
  
 The Planning Commission of San Bernardino County! 
  
 The development known as Flamingo 640 that is proposed in the high desert north of Yucca 

Valley has to be stopped. Not only is it another environmental disaster for endangered Joshua 
trees and desert tortoises, and all of the surrounding inhabitants; it is also a cultural and safety 
disaster for the roads, sheriff and fire departments of the Morongo Basin, which are already 
struggling to keep up with our rapid growth. 

  
 Please, consider how your decisions for today effect every aspect of our fragile ecosystem and 

infrastructure for generations to come. 
  
 Thank you for your support to stop the development proposal of Flamingo 640! 
  
 Sincerely,  
 Gretchen Grunt  
 6847 Adobe Road 
 29 Palms CA 92277 
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Hannah Lise Simonson
Architectural Historian / Cultural Resources Planner
Page & Turnbull
portfolio hannahlisesimonson.com 
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Heidi Schwegler <hms@heidischwegler.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 6:30 AM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Flamingo Heights Glamping Resort

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

                 

Dear Jim.
As a resident of Yucca Mesa since 2018 I am deeply concerned about the 640 acre Flamingo Heights 
Glamping Resort from the RoBott Land Company in Beverly Hills, CA. 
Thank you for taking the time to consider our community's concerns.
Heidi

Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 0629-181-01 
Project # PROJ-2020-00191 

My concerns and questions:
Habitat destruction: This is important habitat for many species, including desert tortoise (state endangered), 
western Joshua tree (state threatened), western burrowing owl (California Species of Special Concern), 
migratory birds (protected under the migratory bird treaty act) and other wildlife, including desert kit fox, 
mountain lion. Creosote rings and Mojave yucca clonal rings are present as well, some of them potentially 
thousands of years old. The 2006 biological survey report is here: 

Parcel is also an important connectivity link between San Bernardino Mountains/Sand to Snow National 
Monument, Bighorn Mountain Wilderness, Marine Corps base, and Joshua Tree National Park. Development 
would remove that ecological value.

Parcel is in a priority conservation area, and land trusts are ready to offer fair market value for the property, 
protecting it in perpetuity.

Parcel is zoned RL (Rural Living), and conditional use permit wouldn’t mitigate the erosion of neighbors’ quiet 
enjoyment the RL zoning is designed to protect. This is especially true if the described helipad sees significant 
use. The proposed bar and restaurant add to the concern, as does the possibility that this would become an 
event venue.

Fire pits included in the proposal prompt the question: will operations include onsite staff who can restrict fire 
pit use during burning bans, high-wind events, or periods of high particulate matter counts? If not, who will be 
responsible for fire safety, and for environmental and public safety in general?

Wastewater: Plans suggest that wastewater will be directed to a leach field on the property, north of the resort. 
A stormwater retention basin will be sited immediately east of the sewage disposal leach field. What volume of 
waste water is projected to be disposed of via this leach field (considering perhaps 200-300 guests in a typical 
weekend in season)? Are hydrology studies available that ensure this large addition of wastewater won’t 
infiltrate into neighbors’ wells (there are at least 61 domestic wells within a few miles downstream) or the 
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aquifer serving Bighorn Desert View Water Agency? Would stormwater capture from the project’s hardened 
surfaces accentuate this percolation of sewage?

Water supply: there is no water supply to this property. The parcel is not in the service area of either 
Bighorn Desert View or High Desert Water District. In order to develop the property in line with basic building 
codes, Bighorn Desert View would have to agree to build a pipeline to serve the property, at the land owner’s 
expense. Have owners contacted Bighorn Desert View, and what is the likelihood that the water agency would 
actually agree to serve this facility? 

Noise and light: Will the entire facility be available for rent to one party for special events? Will concerts or 
festivals be planned here? How many helicopter landings/departures are envisioned per month? Studies of 
potential noise levels should be undertaken. Lighting sufficient for hundreds of guests, plus ambient light from 
lodging units, fires, visitor headlights, party lights, and other sources of illumination are likely to pose a 
substantial addition to light trespass in this relatively dark area, posing threats to safety, wildlife, and quiet 
enjoyment by neighbors.  

Traffic safety: Old Woman Springs Road is a dangerous highway, more so when crowded. In the last five 
years there have been more than a dozen accidents in the stretch of highway between  Aberdeen and 
Reche that were serious enough to have had first responder involvement. Adding more than 100 cars exiting 
and entering the highway here during busy hours will prove dangerous, especially given drivers who pick up 
speed once they emerge from Pipes Canyon south of the project. A thorough traffic study, dedicated turn 
lanes, and perhaps a stop light should be considered if the project goes forward. The likelihood of extra costs 
to the county for first responders should be assessed.

Would the proposed project be accessible for those with physical limitations?

How would the proposed project utilize local labor and contractors to support the local community?

How would the campground keep their guests from trespassing on adjacent properties?
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Jack Fallucca <Jack_Fallucca@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, April 25, 2021 11:18 AM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: PROJ-2020-00191 Assessor Parcel 0629-181-01

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mr. Morrissey,

I am writing to you to express my concern regarding the Jericho Systems Glamping development in the
Flamingo Heights area of Johnson Valley. This is a quiet, rural, residential area. Families like mine have
chosen to live out here because of the privacy, peace, and quiet.

If the zoning is changed and this development is allowed, it will change the nature of our high desert,
forever. In addition to increased vehicle traffic, we will now have increased air traffic; a heli
pad? Really? WOW, talk about disturbing the peace. Our highways are already crowded and it is difficult to
get from one end of the valley to the other in a decent amount of time on the weekends. We don't need or
want additional, wider, or bigger highways. We don't want or need our taxes increased, again, to pay for
additional roads and infrastructure that only benefit people from out of town.

There is also the issue of water, as this is the DESERT and water is scarce. We have to ration water in drier
years, can longer water our landscaping, and have removed all of our grass in order to conserve our precious
resources; and now we should be expected to give up this resource for a bunch of party animals, rich people,
and movie stars, to come out here and tear up our towns every weekend? NO.

Now let's talk about the critical habitat where the Joshua Trees and Desert Tortoises have lived for thousands
of years, basically undisturbed. I laughed when I read that the developer stated there are no desert tortoises
on the 640 acre parcel. Did they do an actual environmental impact study or do you just accept the word of a
rich developer in order to pass their project? Did they survey every foot of the parcel, look under the plants
and rocks where the tortoises shade themselves during the heat of day? I SERIOUSLY doubt it. These are a
protected plants and animals and part of the natural beauty of our area that should remain wild and free.

The amount of light pollution should also be considered, as this area is one of the best places in the entire US
to view the wonders of the night sky. These developments will impact the darkness of the night sky, rendering
it so bright that no one will be able to enjoy it. Hotels and large glamping developments such as this one and
the Auto Camp going in to Joshua Tree are the beginning of the end for the lands we love.

I believe part of your task as a county official is have a balanced approach to the types and sizes of
development projects for rural areas and to make decisions that will NOT negatively impact the residents and
the land. Please consider the area, the residents, the animals, plants, and our night sky and find it in your
heart to look out for the interests of the voters and the land, not to look out for the interests of
developers. This development will negatively impact the residents and the land.
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Our area has to some, very modest development in order to have modest growth, provide jobs, and remain a
viable and vibrant community. Large developments such as these should not be allowed to occur in the high
desert and I strongly urge you to stop this before the next domino falls and the area that we know and love
will be negatively impacted forever.

Sincerely,
Jack and Carole Fallucca
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Jacobine Van der Meer <jacobinevandermeer@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, April 25, 2021 10:01 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Flamingo 640

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Jim, 
 
Regarding: 
 
Project # PROJ-2020-00191  
Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 0629-181-01  
 
 
 
I strongly oppose a conditional use permit for the Flamingo 640 development. 
As a resident of Landers since 2004 I have seen the area surrounding Joshua Tree National Park change drastically. As 
we all know tourism has grown tremendously and with that come good things like jobs and bad things like increased 
traffic, increased water use, natural habitat destruction and pollution/ trash. 
The rural community of Flamingo Heights, Pipes Canyon and Landers with residents loving their peace and quiet, 
unobstructed views and night skies, would be negatively impacted by this project. There is a reason this area is zoned RL. 
 
Traffic on Old Woman Springs Road/ Hwy 247 has increased substantially, there are constantly near accidents and sadly 
an uptick in often very serious accidents (head on collisions). 
Adding traffic to and from 75 ‘glamping’ spots sounds like a very dangerous disaster in the making, even if extra turning 
lanes are added.  
 
The construction of a helipad seems absurd. On top of an increase in car traffic there would be air traffic, disturbing fauna 
and residents in the area. 
 
Governor Newsom just declared that California has entered another period of drought. Adding constant water use by 
‘glampers’ will only exacerbate this very serious issue. The water table in the area is already dropping. 
 
The area is host to a variety of threatened animal and plant species like the desert tortoise and the Joshua Tree, they 
would be severely disturbed by this development. 
 
Is the developer aware that a very large part of the parcel consist of a wash which carries storm water from the Pipes 
Canyon Mountain Preserve area all the way to Landers? I have witnessed violent flash floods with raging water and clay 
through these washes.  
 
The possibility of large events like concerts puts even more pressure on the community and flora and fauna. Most of us 
live here because we want to be away from city noise and crowds. Even if this does not materialize, the fact that the 
developer came up with this idea shows that there is no knowledge of and connection to the community and the area. 
 
I hope with all my heart that this project will be shelved in a closet with a big lock on it. It could change the area so much 
that I might not want to live here anymore. I know many residents feel the same but not everyone might have the option to 
move somewhere else, especially the animals who are already seeing their habitat diminished at a rapid pace. At one 
point they don’t have anywhere to go. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
All my best, 
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Jacobine van der Meer 
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Jane Fawke <laragna.web@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, April 25, 2021 11:39 AM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Project # PROJ-2020-00191

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments 
unless you can confirm the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
 
Sir, 
I am a retired park ranger, and certified Desert Sands and Sky Islands master naturalist. 
This huge glamping project will be a disaster for our fragile desert ecosystem. 
This area is a wildlife corridor from Black top and Hondo over to Goat and Bartlett mountains. This awful 
project will affect our incredibly fragile Joshua Tree and Yucca forest. 
Roads will disintegrate, and the noise and dust storms created by 250,000 people descending here for 
concerts will ruin the quality of our lives for years to come. 
The idea of using Pipes wash as a campground is utterly stupid, as recent massive rainstorms have proven 
utterly destructive. 
Water and power usage, in this time of climate change, on such a huge site, will be incredibly wasteful, we 
can’t rely on strangers to the area to be careful of these resources. 
This project needs to be shelved in perpetuity. 
Thank you for your attention. 
Jane "Spider" Fawke 
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Jane Sheldon
W: janesheldonsoprano.com
E: jane.e.sheldon@gmail.com
PH: +61413027755 (AU), +16174622681 (US)
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Janelle Miller <janelledimiller@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 22, 2021 4:11 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Fwd: Project#PROJ2020-00191; Assessor Parcel#0629-181-01

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Mr. Morrissey,
I forgot to add that Highway 247 has a dangerous blind curve right where this proposed site is.
Again, I thank you for your time.
Janelle D. Miller

Forwarded message
From: Janelle Miller <janelledimiller@gmail.com>
Date: Thu, Apr 22, 2021 at 3:26 PM
Subject: Fwd: Project#PROJ2020 00191; Assessor Parcel#0629 181 01
To: <SupervisorRowe@sbcounty.gov>

Supervisor Dawn Rowe,
Thank you so much for attending our community meeting. I wish I had been able to attend your meeting on Tuesday.
Sincerely, Janelle D. Miller

Forwarded message
From: Janelle Miller <janelledimiller@gmail.com>
Date: Thu, Apr 22, 2021 at 3:21 PM
Subject: Project#PROJ2020 00191; Assessor Parcel#0629 181 01
To: <Jim.Morrissey@lus.sbcounty.gov>

Mr Morrissey,
As a long time homeowner in Flamingo Heights, I am very concerned regarding the proposed Glamping site here.
1) I am wondering how a glamping site with 75 Airstream campers, a restaurant, a bar,etc. will be able to support our
dark skies initiative.
2) Even though the residences here are far apart, this is a residential area. How does this company plan to control noise
pollution?
3) Is this company willing to pay for 24/7 security? Due to the fact that our 2 San Bernardino County Sheriffs cover the
unincorporated areas of Amboy, Cadiz, Flamingo Heights, Johnson Valley, Joshua Tree, Landers, Morongo Valley,
Pioneertown, Wonder Valley and Yucca Mesa, they may not be immediately available for any "issues" at this site.
4) I have concerns regarding the wildlife here. This area is a wildlife corridor. Is this company willing to pay an
independent, professional study of the endangered species, i.e. the desert tortoise?
5) There is also the fact that Highway 247 is being considered for a Scenic Highway designation.
6) I also question why this company wants to build here in Flamingo Heights when there are more appropriate
commercial sites along Highway 62.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Janelle D. Miller
1525 Inca Trail
Yucca Valley, CA 92284
(760)333 1953
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Jeanette McCarthy <jeanetteannemccarthy@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 11:50 AM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Flamingo Glamping Site PROJ-2020-00191

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

To: Jim Morrissey
Date: April 26, 2021
Re: PROJ 2020 00191

I am writing as a concerned resident and home owner inYucca Valley, CA. My concern is regarding the proposed
glamping resort for a 640 acre site in Flamingo Heights PROJ 2020 00191. I am not against responsible development
in the area, but want to request that several impact reports are conducted before this site moves forward. I want to
be assured that the responsible agencies are not overlooking major concerns with regards to environmental,
community and economic impacts.

The area in question is a priority connectivity corridor between Sand to Snow National Monument, the Bighorn
Wilderness, Joshua Tree National Park, and points north. Any and all impact to the habitat and wildlife in the area
must be studied and reported. As guardians of the desert we must insist that the wildlife and habitat in this corridor
be protected, most obviously the desert tortoise, the creosote, the yuccas, the night sky, the peace and quiet, and of
course the Joshua trees. The uprooting of State Threatened Western Joshua Trees and basic clearing of desert lands
to make way for roads, structures and parking is unacceptable.

The following risks to habitat and wildlife not to mention the local community are only a few of the risks that must
be managed:

The configuration of Route 247 near the site means adding large amounts of traffic entering the roadway could be
extremely dangerous on a highway with an inordinate amount of high speed collisions. This, in conjunction with
several other proposed camp sites, will lead to an influx of traffic, especially on already crowded weekends, limits
must be imposed or our neighborhoods will be inundated.

Each 700 square foot fire pit for 75 campsites, raises serious concerns about air quality and fire safety. Morongo
Basin is a high drought area. Fire safety is of particular concern as this is also a high wind event area

The potential for pollution of groundwater in Pipes Canyon Wash from septic systems, visitor vehicle oil and
coolant leaks, or campers carelessly discarding dishwater and similar items into the soil or wash is grounds for
further investigation.

Water supply. The question whether there is enough water for such a facility must be answered.

Noise and light pollution from campsites, restaurants, bars, cars, helicopters, concerts, campers and more will pose
an extreme risk to wildlife and will incur a negative impact on residents. Helicopters (whether emergency or VIP)
will create dust and disturb wildlife as well as create ongoing nuisance for neighboring communities.
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This parcel is in a Rural Living zone, which must allow for quiet, rural living. If the zoning is changed, it must be
approved by residents

Additional law enforcement must be considered in an area already extremely under policed

The effect on the immediate vicinity from increased and unplanned tourism development will negatively impact
the residents of Landers, Flamingo Heights, Joshua Tree, Yucca Valley, 29 Palms

This high end glamping resort must not negatively impact the local residents quality of life, but should
alternatively offer great benefits to the community. An enclave for the rich in one of the poorest counties in the
nation is highly undesirable

The following impact studies should be paid for by the developers in question, and must be done. This will also
set a precedent for future developers. All the proposed sites (in addition to the Flamingo PROJ 2020 00191) , need to
provide impact reports and be voted for by the whole community in advance of any construction.

I am sure there exist more concerns than I am aware of. What I know is that it would be tragic to sell out this
desert paradise to outside corporations. Think Big Bear; it s a nightmare to go there. It is bumper to bumper traffic,
pollution, noise, etc. I stopped visiting.

The following studies are requested:

New Environmental Impact Studies

Cal Trans Studies & Traffic Impact Studies

A complete Project Designation Study for new construction needs to be set in motion

Finally, I strongly urge the developer to meet with the community and Planning Department together and have
such meeting be widely advertised. The property in question is not zoned for commercial enterprises of this
magnitude and perhaps should be reconsidered. My guess is that the findings of the necessary impact studies will
suggest that this delicate area would be better suited for a Desert Nature Preserve. It is my understanding that the
parcel in question is a priority for conservation and a land trust is open to purchasing the property for preservation.

Thank you for your consideration. I would like to be informed on any updates to this issue and have included my
contact info below.

Sincerely,

Jeanette McCarthy
jeanetteannemccarthy@gmail.com
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Biggs, Lupe

From: jennifer morris <mjennifermorris@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 5:13 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: PROJ:2020-00191 / Parcel#0629-181-01

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments 
unless you can confirm the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
 
Dear Mr. Morrissey, 
 
I am writing in opposition to the proposed “Flamingo 640”. My family and friends have been visiting that part of 
Yucca Valley for many years. We have family who has lived very close to the proposed site for decades. We 
go there to enjoy the quiet, big dark night skies, to get away from traffic and pollution. My aunt and uncle who 
live in Yucca Valley live there because of the same reasons. It is a special place, a respite, full of delicate wild 
life that has adapted to such specific and rare environment. 
 
There is so much change and development happening in California, with a rabid interest in the desert. If all of 
the open spaces are built on and developed, I fear that the things that we all love the desert for, will be lost. 
 
I am sure that hundreds of people have written to you about the tortoises, bobcats, and joshua trees. They are 
probably pleading more eloquently than I am, but I want to cast my vote and have mine along with my family’s 
voice be heard among those that love, adore and appreciate the lack of sprawl in the desert. I am a firm 
believer in urban density and hope that development can continue in town where the county will continue to 
grow its very important tax base. 
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
Jennifer Morris 
Harland Morris 
Thomas Morris 
Amy Morris 
Stella Morris Greenfield 
David Greenfield 
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Biggs, Lupe

From: seventeen seconds design <seventeensecondsdesign@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, April 25, 2021 8:21 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: In regard (PROJ-2020-00191)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello,
I'm reaching out in regards to PROJ 2020 00191. Myself and many community members/neighbors are opposed to this
moving forward
for a variety of concerns. Personally for me it's
1. The impact it will have on the landscape and wild life,
2. The sheer volume of traffic on an already dangerous high way
3. Last but not least how it will effect the serenity of this beautiful community

I'm not against tourism nor the influx of new home and or land owners in the community. However this
proposed endevor seems to be the beginning of the end. Thank You for your time and consideration.

sincerely,
jerome brown

SEVENTEEN SECONDS DESIGN
4537 Huntington Dr. South  
LA, CA 90032
PHONE: 323.972.2510
https://www.instagram.com/seventeenseconds_design/ / seventeensecondsdesign@gmail.com
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Jesse Atkinson <jesse.atkinson78@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, April 25, 2021 12:56 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Cc: Supervisor Rowe
Subject: Comment on Project # PROJ-2020-00191 - If you wouldn't approve this across the street from your 

house, please don't approve it across the street from ours!

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello Mr. Morrissey and Supervisor Rowe

My family and I live at 2224 Yellow Knife Rd. in Flamingo Heights, directly across Hwy 247 from the proposed glamping
and event site on APN: 0629 181 01. I am writing to enthusiastically oppose this development, in its entirety, in the
strongest of possible terms. This proposed development of a "glamping resort" is an attempted cash grab by
commercial developers looking to maximize their profits, while exploiting/destroying the area's natural ecosystem and
serenity. Most importantly to myself and neighbors is the added noise, light pollution, fire danger, the dramatic impacts
to traffic safety, and the erosion of such a fragile ecosystem.

Parcel has a current buyer ready to pay "fair market value" The Mojave Desert Land Trust, in collaboration with other
land preservation organizations, are ready to offer fair market value for the property, protecting it in perpetuity. It is in
a priority conservation area, and has been identified by the Mojave Desert Land Trust as a critical connectivity
link between San Bernardino Mountains/Sand to Snow National Monument, Bighorn Mountain Wilderness, Marine
Corps base, and Joshua Tree National Park. Development would remove that ecological value. When contacted by the
MDLT the developers gave them, what can only be described as a "F%$^ Y*&%" price, of $10 Million Dollars

Increase of illegal Off Highway Vehicles on Private Property and Public Roads The area is already seeing an increase of
OHV travel on the shoulder of HWY 247 and unpaved, neighborhood surface streets. Having 75+ patrons bringing
truckloads of Quads, Dirt Bikes and Side by Sides will only add to the aggravation of neighbors and continue to burden
an already stretched thin San Bernardino County Sheriff's Department with the imminent increase in accident and
nuisance calls.

Parcel is zoned RL (Rural Living), and offering a conditional use permit for this type of development would massively
erode my community's quiet enjoyment the RL zoning is designed to protect. This is especially true if the described
helipad sees significant use. The proposed bar and restaurant add to the concern, as does the possibility that this would
become an event venue. The EVENT PORTION of this development is extremely worrying; this area should NOT be able
to accomodate large events proposed by the developer.
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Traffic safety: Old Woman Springs Road is a dangerous highway, more so when crowded. My family drives on this road
every day, both to Landers and to Yucca Valley, and this stretch of road in particular is extremely dangerous because it is
where everyone tries to pass. In the last five years there have been more than a dozen accidents in the stretch of
highway between Aberdeen and Reche (cite) that were serious enough to have had first responder involvement. Adding
more than 100 cars exiting and entering the highway here during busy hours (possibly intoxicated due to the proposed
bar and restaurant in this development), in addition to all of the large work vehicles used during development, will prove
dangerous, especially given drivers who pick up speed once they emerge from Pipes Canyon south of the project. A
thorough traffic study, dedicated turn lanes, and perhaps a stop light should be considered if (God forbid) the project
goes forward. The likelihood of extra costs to the county for first responders should be assessed.

Habitat destruction: This is critical habitat for many species, including desert tortoise (state endangered), western
Joshua tree (state threatened), western burrowing owl (California Species of Special Concern), migratory birds
(protected under the migratory bird treaty act) and other wildlife, including desert kit fox, mountain lion. Creosote rings
and Mojave yucca clonal rings are present as well, some of them potentially thousands of years old.

Fire pits included in the proposal prompt the question: will operations include onsite staff who can restrict fire pit use
during burning bans, high wind events, or periods of high particulate matter counts? If not, who will be responsible for
fire safety, and for environmental and public safety in general?

Wastewater: Plans (see Mojave Watch) suggest that wastewater will be directed to a leach field on the property, north
of the resort. A stormwater retention basin will be sited immediately east of the sewage disposal leach field. What
volume of waste water is projected to be disposed of via this leach field (considering perhaps 200 300 guests in a typical
weekend in season)? Are hydrology studies available that ensure this large addition of wastewater won’t infiltrate into
neighbors’ wells (there are at least 61 domestic wells within a few miles downstream) or the aquifer serving Bighorn
Desert View Water Agency? Would stormwater capture from the project’s hardened surfaces accentuate this
percolation of sewage?

Water supply: there is no water supply to this property. The parcel is not in the service area of either Bighorn Desert
View or High Desert Water District. In order to develop the property in line with basic building codes, Bighorn Desert
View would have to agree to build a pipeline to serve the property, at the land owner’s expense. Have owners contacted
Bighorn Desert View, and what is the likelihood that the water agency would actually agree to serve this facility?

Noise and light:Will the entire facility be available for rent to one party for special events? Will concerts or festivals be
planned here? How many helicopter landings/departures are envisioned per month? Studies of potential noise levels
should be undertaken. Lighting sufficient for hundreds of guests, plus ambient light from lodging units, fires, visitor
headlights, party lights, and other sources of illumination are likely to pose a substantial addition to light trespass in this
relatively dark area, posing threats to safety, wildlife, and quiet enjoyment by my family and community.
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If you wouldn't approve this across the street from your house, please don't approve it across the street from ours!

For the sake of one of the last remaining quiet and rural communities in the Morongo Basin, do NOT approve this
development.

Respectfully,

Jesse Atkinson

2224 Yellow Knife Rd

Yucca Valley, Ca 92284
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Specifically, the Pipes W ash is a critical wildlife corridor, connecting Sand to 
Snow National M onum ent and the Bighorn W ilderness to Joshua Tree National 
Park.

2. It will harm  the residents of this proposed site. Bringing too m uch pollution and noise to their 
hom es.
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Jessica Graybill <jagraybill@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 22, 2021 8:24 AM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Development in the hi desert

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Good morning Mr. Morrissey,
I am writing to voice my opposition on a proposed glamping development in the Flamingo Heights area of Yucca Valley,
Project #PROJ 2020 00191 on APN 0629 181 01.
There are a number of proposed glamping developments at various stages in the works currently, and this
overdevelopment is not only detrimental to the environment but also will be detrimental to the way of life most locals
moved here to cultivate. Our formerly quiet, peaceful town is already inundated with tourists, and placing them in large
numbers via glamping developments in residential neighborhoods is not the proper solution. That particular parcel is
zoned for rural living, but the proposed helipad and concert venue for up to 25,000 people would threaten the
neighbors' peace and quiet and pose a horrendous traffic concern, and the fire pits will be a wildfire risk if not managed
properly.
Additionally, this development would cause habitat destruction for the endangered desert tortoise, western burrowing
owl, and western Joshua Tree, as well as migratory birds and other wildlife. This is an important wildlife linkage between
the San Bernardino Mountains and Sand to Snow National Monument, Bighorn Mountain Wilderness, and Joshua Tree
National Park.
Overdevelopment of the desert not only removes the ecological value of the area, but it threatens tourism too because
one of the main reasons folks visit the desert is because it is unique; there are not many places in California (or the rest
of the nation) where you can see such raw, wild beauty, and land is a non renewable resource.
Please reconsider not only this development, but all developments going forward. I know some people see the desert as
a place to build on, but I and many others think it is perfect as it is.
Thanks very kindly for your consideration,
Jessica Graybill
Yucca Valley, CA
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Biggs, Lupe

From: jessica jones <stratatattoolab@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 7:23 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim; Tonya Van Parys
Subject: Proj-2020-00191

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mr. Morrissey,

I'm writing today to thoroughly object to a proposed destination resort project, referred to in your files as: PROJ 2020
00191

A number of elements point to the developer's disingenuousness, and refusal to own their accountability for the effects
they will impose on the area.

TRAFFIC

For example, the fact that the developers want to put a helipad in to avoid the very traffic snarl they know they're going
to impose on the community puts the lie to their claim that they won't impact the area much.

This area is already a primary, connective corridor between the Sand to Snow National Monument, the Bighorn
Wilderness, Joshua Tree National Park, and points north. The configuration of Route 247 near the site means adding
excessive amounts of traffic entering a dangerous roadway, a highway already known for an inordinate count of high
speed collisions yearly.

Obviously, the proposed project, in conjunction with several other proposed (and likewise opposed) camp sites, will
likely lead to an influx of traffic, especially on already crowded weekends. Our neighborhoods will be inundated by
revelers' traffic, and fatal accidents will boom.

FIRE and ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

The effect on the immediate vicinity from increased and unplanned tourism development will negatively and profoundly
impact the residents of Landers and Flamingo Heights.

The developers also want to avoid doing an environmental impact statement by expecting us to accept their own biased,
in house opinion, which conveniently turned out in their favor?

Nope.

Many found it odd that the biological survey conducted by a reputable biologist in 2006 (when this project was originally
proposed as a housing development) showed significant signs of desert tortoise on the site, including around seven live
tortoises and nearly 30 burrows. But somehow, the developer's own 2020 biological survey showed absolutely no sign of
tortoise. I'm not buyign that.
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The 2020 biological survey also claimed that no sign had been reported on the site, nor near the site, which is obviously
not true, as the site's own previous biological survey completely contradicts that assertion.

Damaging and inappropriate proposal elements also include:

*The project's three, 700 square foot fire pits raise serious concerns about the developers' intentions regarding local air
quality and fire safety. Morongo Basin is a high drought area, and fires have swept through the area before.

*The project proposes uprooting threatened Western Joshua Trees to make way for roads, structures and parking.
Unacceptable.

*The project potentially pollutes groundwater in Pipes Canyon Wash from septic systems, visitors' vehicle oil and
coolant leaks, and/or campers carelessly discarding dishwater and similar items into the soil or wash. This all merits
further investigation.

*Their proposed glampsite will allow significant noise and light pollution and have a negative impact on residents and
wildlife.

*This is a High wind event area, which is also on track to increase in intensity, as weather becomes more
extreme. Therefore, all structures must be able to sustain 70mph winds. It's also likely that this development will mean
more trash blowing in the wind and affecting the surrounding neighborhood and wildlife.

REQUESTS and DEMANDS

*New, legitimate Environmental Impact Study
*Cal Trans Studies & Traffic Impact Studies
*Developer to meet with the community and Planning Department together.
*A complete Project Designation Study for new construction
*Property is not zoned for commercial enterprises of this magnitude and therefore, should be Denied
*This delicate area would be best suited for a Desert Nature Preserve
*Helicopters (whether emergency of VIP) will create dust and disturb wildlife as well as create ongoing nuisance for
neighboring communities.
Under no circumstances can there be any helipads

Thank you,

Sent from my T Mobile 5G Device
Get Outlook for Android
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Jillian Sandell <jilliansandell@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, April 24, 2021 7:05 AM
To: Supervisor Rowe; Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Proposed Flamingo Heights project (PROJ-2020-00191 on Parcel 0629-181-01)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Supervisor Dawn Rowe and Contract Planner Jim Morrissey 
 
Re: Project # PROJ-2020-00191 on Parcel # 0629-181-01 
 
I am a resident of Joshua Tree and I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed Flamingo Heights 
project.  
 

1. This area is part of a critical wildlife corridor and the habitat of the desert tortoise (threatened species) 
and western Joshua Tree (candidate for threatened species), as well as many other native animals and 
birds, which would be destroyed by the proposed development.  

2. The massive crowds coming to camp and attend events, and the proposed helipad, will create noise 
and light pollution, which is not appropriate for an area zoned for rural living. 

3. There is a high risk of unattended fires, increasing the wildfire risk, with limited fire station services and 
thus severe wildfire damage.  

4. The project will put a huge strain on the water supply and sewage system. 
5. The local roads, both highways and dirt roads, cannot support the increased traffic this proposed 

project will bring to the area. 
6. The project does not serve the local community, which needs more affordable housing. 

 
This piece of land needs to be protected, not developed! It is an area of critical environmental value and cannot 
support this proposed project.  
 
Thank you for listening to local residents and their concerns. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Jillian Sandell 
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Jo Ann Bollen <votemorongobasin@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, April 23, 2021 7:00 AM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Cc: Supervisor Rowe
Subject: Landers Glamping Resort Pipes Canyon

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello Jim,
I’d like to say that I oppose PROJ 2020 00191. I’m worried about the environmental impact on our desert. I'm especially
worried about water use, wildfire danger, more traffic accidents on the already frightening 247, and damage to wildlife
and the ecosystem in that area.
Please add my comment to the public record.
Thanks so much,
Jo Ann Bollen
Yucca Valley, CA

Jo Ann Bollen (She/Her)
Democratic Assembly District Delegate AD42
Field Director, Field Team 6/CA 08 Chapter
Founder, Vote Morongo Basin
VP, Democrats of the Morongo Basin
Chair, Voter Registration Committee, San Bernardino County Democratic Central Committee
(760) 702 0639
Register To Vote
at https://voterizer.org/
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Prusch, David - LUS
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 12:09 PM
To: Jo Ann Bollen
Cc: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: RE: Landers Glamping Resort Pipes Canyon

Hi Jo Ann,

Thanks for forwarding your message to Jim to me.

There is no imminent deadline relative to this project proposal. Jim will keep your comments on this project in the
project file.

Thanks

David Prusch, AICP 
Supervising Planner 
Land Use Services Department 
Phone: 909-387-4122 
Cell: 909-601-4724 
Fax: 909-387-3223 
385 North Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187 
 

 
  

Our job is to create a county in which those who reside and invest can prosper and achieve well-being. 
www.SBCounty.gov 
  

County of San Bernardino Confidentiality Notice: This communication contains confidential information sent solely for the use of the intended recipient. If you are 
not the intended recipient of this communication, you are not authorized to use it in any manner, except to immediately destroy it and notify the sender. 

From: Jo Ann Bollen <votemorongobasin@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, April 23, 2021 7:05 AM
To: Prusch, David LUS <David.Prusch@lus.sbcounty.gov>
Subject: Landers Glamping Resort Pipes Canyon

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi David,
I'm forwarding this because I got a notice that Jim was away. Wasn't sure if my emailed comment needed to be
recorded right away.
Thanks,
Jo Ann Bollen
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Forwarded message
From: Jo Ann Bollen <votemorongobasin@gmail.com>
Date: Fri, Apr 23, 2021, 6:59 AM
Subject: Landers Glamping Resort Pipes Canyon
To: <jim.morrissey@lus.sbcounty.gov>
Cc: <Supervisor.Rowe@bos.sbcounty.gov>

Hello Jim,
I’d like to say that I oppose PROJ 2020 00191. I’m worried about the environmental impact on our desert. I'm especially
worried about water use, wildfire danger, more traffic accidents on the already frightening 247, and damage to wildlife
and the ecosystem in that area.
Please add my comment to the public record.
Thanks so much,
Jo Ann Bollen
Yucca Valley, CA

Jo Ann Bollen (She/Her)
Democratic Assembly District Delegate AD42
Field Director, Field Team 6/CA 08 Chapter
Founder, Vote Morongo Basin
VP, Democrats of the Morongo Basin
Chair, Voter Registration Committee, San Bernardino County Democratic Central Committee
(760) 702 0639
Register To Vote
at https://voterizer.org/
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Joan Taylor <palmcanyon@mac.com>
Sent: Saturday, April 24, 2021 9:57 AM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Project # PROJ-2020-00191                  Assessor Parcel Number: 0629-181-01   
Attachments: Scan018.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Attached Please find Sierra Club comments on Project # PROJ-2020-00191                 

Assessor Parcel Number: 0629-181-01 

Please confirm receipt of this email, thanks.
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Traffic safety and control. 

First and foremost, traffic safety and control must be addressed for this project.  All traffic from this resort heading to 
Joshua Tree National Park, the Sand to Snow National Monument, the towns of Yucca Valley, Joshua Tree, Pioneertown, 
and Twentynine Palms, will be turning left from this resort out onto Highway 247.  Highway 247/Old Woman Springs Road 
is not only becoming rapidly obsolete in its ability to carry the levels of traffic it is now faced with carrying in its current
construction of one lane in each direction, but it is also an extremely dangerous highway, and more dangerous for visitors 
who do not know it well.

Ultimately, Highway 247 should be developed into a four-lane highway, north from Yucca Valley to Landers, with 
additional passing lanes created past Landers, through Johnson Valley to Lucerne Valley.  This project will result in 
significant increases in traffic, and will be joined by an increase in traffic to the areas served by Highway 247 in the hi-
desert.  Other developments are proposed for Landers and Pioneertown that will, if completed, result in additional 
significant increases in traffic entering onto the highway.  Traffic concerns must be addressed with additional hospitality 
projects and residential and commercial development included.

CalTrans must conduct a thorough traffic study and provide input prior to this application moving forward, and the costs of 
the study need to be borne by the applicant.  Knowing the highway, its traffic, and the propensity for drivers to illegally 
pass and drive at high rates of speed in that area (I personally, have been passed illegally on Highway 247 by dirt bikes, 
18-wheelers, and an assortment of cars and trucks, all while driving at, or above, the posted speed limits), and the 
potential for off-road vehicles to enter the highway at various points in that area (see my comment about dirt bikes illegally 
passing me), I would strongly suggest dedicated turn lanes for this resort be mandated for both directions, not just for 
entry into the resort, but also the construction of lanes for accessing the highway from the resort.  The main goal for any 
hospitality-related project needs to be the proper protection of guests, staff, and residents.  If no turn lanes and access 
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lanes are created for this project, it is my strong belief that serious accidents can and will result.  Not addressing traffic 
safety at the beginning of this project  constitutes negligence, and Highway 247 is already dangerous enough without 
creating an additional major safety hazard.  Costs need to be borne by the applicant, and if the applicant is unwilling or 
unable to provide these safety provisions for their guests and locals, then their application must be denied.

The applicant notes that they are creating a 350-space parking area, so any attempt to downplay the amount of traffic that 
would be coming and going from this resort must be dismissed.  This will constitute a major intersection.  It may call for 
installation of additional traffic controls, including a dedicated traffic light for the intersection, in addition to the turn and
access lanes.  The applicant has proposed that the project be exempt from preparing a required traffic impact study.  A 
full traffic impact study must be required for this project.

Economic development concerns

While this project can be an attractive addition to lodging facilities in the Joshua Tree National Park gateway communities, 
it also may not result in profits returning to those communities.  Out-of-town owners may receive much of the economic 
benefit, with only low-paying service jobs being created locally.  As that is likely, the project needs to not degrade the 
quality of life for local residents.  With the resort being fairly self-contained with its own recreational facilities, dining, etc., 
the project's applicants should more fully detail what economic benefits our local communities will receive from the 
project's construction.  If our benefits are to be increased traffic and more dangerous highways; low-paying jobs; 
increased fire hazards, noise, light pollution; reduced wildlife corridors and habitat; etc., then this project application 
should be denied.  This project is billed as "high end" and "luxury."  That means it is a project that would be out of reach 
economically for most of our hi-desert residents.  Is that appropriate for this area?

This project application may be for an attractive and upscale resort facility, but it needs to also be reviewed as an enclave 
for the wealthy, which will not be accessible to local residents.  It is important that in considering this project, the impacts
and benefits to the local community must balance.  Local residents must not be burdened with additional impacts while 
benefits accrue to out-of-town owners and investors.  Promises of being a good neighbor are not enough.  A plan must be 
included for how exactly this project will benefit the local communities and residents.  It is also appropriate for San 
Bernardino County to craft a plan to return most of the TOT to the hi-desert.

Cultural Sensitivity

This project should immediately remove all references to "teepees" and substitute "A-frame" or "chalet" as terms for their 
"teepee" accommodations.  That reference is incorrect (they are not teepees), and are the cultural appropriation of Native 
American terminology in an inappropriate setting.  In addition, Mojave Desert Native American tribes did not reside in 
teepees.  It may be appropriate for the applicants to consult with Native American tribes of the region on how best to 
educate the project's clientele about the history and cultures of the tribes, and involve them with on-site programs if 
feasible.

Construction Concerns

It has become clear upon reviewing various projects for glamping resorts proposed for Flamingo Heights, Yucca Valley, 
Joshua Tree, and elsewhere, that the designers of these resorts obviously do not live in the desert.  Unfortunately for 
them, and for us residents of the desert, many of those tasked with reviewing and approving these projects also do not 
live in the desert.  This may result in some unforeseen (for them) consequences.

Glamping accommodations, by their very nature, are extremely vulnerable to the wind and sun.  This particular project, 
sited on the immediate side of the Pipes Canyon Wash, is quite exposed to winds that can range up to hurricane 
force.  This inevitability must be addressed, as the safety of guests and employees depends upon it.  While the sun will 
degrade canvas and wood construction over time, the wind can destroy tentlike structures in seconds, and placing 
glamping tent structures on the edge of a large wash, may make them even more vulnerable to wind shear.  One can 
imagine the utter displeasure of luxury glampers as their safari tent disintegrates about them and their belongings are 
scattered over the edge of the wash, and beyond.

It is easy for those unfamiliar with this area to discount this possibility, but then they do not have neighbors who have had 
a 2,500-gallon water storage tank blown four miles downwind, or a friend who lost half his home to a small tornado.

In addition, this resort has a number of large, communal fire pits planned.  Any resident downwind for miles, might be 
justified in thinking this is a direct and present danger to their home.  With strong winds being common, and devastating 
(see the summer of 2006 with the Sawtooth Complex Fire and several others that year, and since then, including the Lake 
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Fire), open fires are an extreme danger to residents and wildlife.  This has to be addressed in the strongest terms 
possible.

I watched in horror one evening as campers on the side of Mt. San Jacinto decided to build a small campfire during an 
evening with 45+ mph winds.  In 20 minutes, the tiny flame in the distance had become an out-of-control wildfire that was 
burning a significant portion of the side of the mountain.  By dawn, it was hundreds of acres in size and required millions 
of dollars of resources to control.  We've seen fires get out of control, and residents are all too aware of the careless 
approach toward open fires by visitors at vacation rentals and campsites.

This project requires a mandatory fire control plan that addresses the prospect of fires built at the resort, and possibly out 
of control.  Fire safety must be, like traffic safety, at the forefront of design and construction.  No resident wants to lose 
their home because some wealthy out-of-town guest wanted to make s'mores during a raging windstorm.

Impacts on habitat and wildlife

The 2006 biological survey of the project area found the majority of threatened desert tortoise sign was found in the area 
of the project that will be developed.  A total of 86% of the tortoises, 96% of the burrows, 95% of fresh scat and 98% of 
older scat, and 100% of tortoise tracks, were found in the area planned for development.  The desert tortoise is not the 
only threatened species found on the site if that report is to be believed.  However, a 2020 biological survey reported no 
tortoise occurrences on the site or adjacent to it (according to the 2020 report, nothing evidently lives on the site).  This 
contradiction requires further investigation prior to approval.  A significant number of special-status bird species were also 
identified on-site, which is home as well to migratory birds.  As few Joshua trees should be removed or relocated as is 
possible.  With glamping sites, one should be able to move them a few feet in any direction to avoid destroying Joshua 
trees.  However, plans reveal many Joshua trees will be removed or destroyed if the resort is built according to plan.  This 
is unacceptable.

In addition to the "protected" western Joshua tree, there are a number of other plant species that are supposedly 
protected by county ordinances, including creosote and yuccas that are hundreds of years old (and sometimes 
older).  Those ordinances, however, are routinely ignored by Land Use Services, the Planning Commission, and the 
Board of Supervisors, when vetting projects for development, so they should not present an obstacle to development.

That said, there are a lot of us taxpaying county residents who would actually like county government to follow their own 
rules and regulations, and I would advocate for thorough protection of all supposedly protected species in any 
development of this property.

The land in question is an important part of a wildlife corridor linking mountain and desert habitats, and how the large 
portion of the Pipes Canyon Wash will be managed, is an important question.  Will the resort's property in the wash be 
fenced?  And if so, how?  Fencing could be harmful in preventing wildlife usage of this corridor, however, fencing could be 
beneficial, if done properly.  Appropriate fencing would stop off-roading use of the wash on this parcel, which, if wildlife 
could still migrate through the wash, would allow for wash habitat to be nearly devoid of vehicular traffic.  That could be 
beneficial.  However, locating hundreds of guests on the rim of the wash and setting up the wash property for guest use, 
would reverse any potential gains.

It is my understanding that the parcel is deemed a priority for conservation, and land trusts are open to purchasing the 
property for preservation.  That option should be explored.

Zoning

The parcel is zoned Rural Living.  Residents along the Highway 247 corridor, and along both sides of the Pipes Canyon 
Wash, should all be notified of this project prior to closure of the public comment period.  The county routinely only does 
the most minimal and legally required notifications for projects, which is grossly irresponsible to their mission, and to the 
county residents who fund their positions.  This is an enormous problem as the rural areas of the county lack thorough 
media coverage and the means to properly inform the public of projects that will impact them.  Any project with 350 
parking spaces in this area will have significant impact on local residents and public comment periods should not be 
closed until they have the opportunity to properly review and comment upon project information.  Design can mitigate 
much of the negative impacts, but the concerns of local residents must be included at the outset of the project, instead of 
after it is too late to address those concerns.

Water
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The parcel must be annexed into a water district to receive service.  Does the Bighorn-Desert View Water Agency have 
appropriate supply to meet the demands of this resort without any possible impacts to existing customers?

Wastewater

There needs to be a hydrological study of the potential impact of the wastewater coming from approximately 300-400 
guests and employees daily, upon the groundwater resources nearby, including residential wells.  Without such a study, 
impacts will be realized after the fact.  That is not acceptable.

Events

This site should either be a glamping resort or an event site, not both.  It is proposed as a glamping resort, but there is 
information that was produced noting the possibility of hosting large events on site as well.  Hosting large events at this 
location would be a disaster and would create dangerous traffic situations on Highway 247, and would directly contradict 
the intention of Rural Living zoning designation.  Any proposal for 90.5 acres of temporary parking and concerts with up to 
25,000 guests, should be nixed immediately.  Should they not be, I would recommend the developers be required to pay 
for expanding Highway 247 to four lanes plus appropriate turn on/off lanes, from the intersection with Route 62 to 
Landers, prior to approval.  It sounds extreme, but if they want to profit by creating disasters for local residents, they need
to mitigate for those disasters up front.

Noise and Light Pollution

Reviewing plan materials for this project, it appears the lighting has been designed by urban designers with a romantic 
notion of desert life.  That's fun, to an extent, however, the potential for excessive light pollution is significant if not 
addressed at this stage of the process.  Lights need to be focused downward, with caps on top, to prevent as much light 
pollution as is possible.  This will benefit not only local residents, but guests as well, who will enjoy being able to see the
desert night sky.  String lights on 5 meter light posts should not be utilized except perhaps in an outdoor dining area.

Loud music and noise should be prevented or mitigated in keeping with the Rural Living zoning of this property and 
surrounding properties.

Native Plants

The use of non-native plants for the project should be discouraged.  There is no need for a saguaro forest in the Mojave 
Desert.  Saguaro do not natively grow here, and it would be obscene to allow the removal of native Mojave Desert plants 
while non-native plants are substituted to create an artificial landscape.  I strongly recommend working with a native plant 
biologist like Robin Kobaly to craft a landscape utilizing the native desert plants on site and available.  Either that, or plant
a giant petunia forest to truly baffle guests.  Why these folks need an agave farm, is mystifying, but after a few of the 
guests' children puncture themselves, they may have a change of heart.

Helipad

Perhaps this, coupled with the recording studio, and the proposal for 90.5 acres of parking and the ability to host 25,000 
people at periodic concerts, are all part of the allure of this luxury glamping resort.  In any event, how can this helipad be 
designed to be as safe as possible in an area frequently subjected to high winds, dust devils, and severe heat?  Is this 
necessary?  Why is this necessary?  Could there be potential safety risks from power lines?  

Fault Zone

Hi-desert residents who lived here in 1992, remember the Landers Earthquake quite well.  Per the Fault Hazard Study 
conducted for the site, "surface fault rupture occurred within the western margin of the site along the trace of the Johnson 
Valley fault during the 1992 Landers earthquake.  Evidence for the 1992 surface rupture was still apparent during the 
2007 field investigation."

The report noted, "Primary faulting is indicated in only three of the ten trenches excavated and is shown with little 
apparent offset.  This is somewhat troubling, especially consiering the suspected Pleistocene age of the lower 
sedimentary units exposed within the trenches and suggests that the materials were too massive to clearly reveal offsets 
and/or not old enough to reveal repeated displacements... For purposes of established building setbacks, Landmark has 
included fractures within the overall fault zone and has recommended a conservative 75 foot setback from the fracture 
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zone.  This results in a non-buildable zone that varies from approximately 100 to 400 feet in width along the western site 
boundary."

The potential for significant seismic activity should be included in review of any site plans for this project.  With most 
disruption occurring along the western side of the parcel, potential exists for water and power service to the site to be 
disrupted, as well as access to and from the site to Highway 247.

Cultural Resources

While a survey found few Native American cultural resources on site, they did find a prehistoric campsite with broken 
arrowheads and a possible prehistoric rock alignment, along with a rhyolite scraper, multiple cutting tools, and a mano 
fragment.  Construction on this site should require a Native American site monitor.
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Biggs, Lupe

From: John Calvert <johnm@fastmail.net>
Sent: Saturday, April 24, 2021 8:00 AM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: PROJ-2020-00191. Assessor Parcel No 0629-181-01

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear sir
I am against the proposed development of this property this property is zoned Rl and should
remain so. The impact on the area the native flora and fauna increased traffic on highway 247 is
immeasurable.
This is important habitat for many species, including desert tortoise (state endangered), western
Joshua tree (state threatened), western burrowing owl (California Species of Special Concern),
migratory birds (protected under the migratory bird treaty act) and other wildlife, including desert
kit fox, mountain lion. Creosote rings and Mojave yucca clonal rings are present as well, some of
them potentially thousands of years old it is also an important link connecting the San Bernardino
Mountains/Sand to Snow National Monument, Bighorn Mountain Wilderness, Marine Corps base,
and Joshua Tree National Park. Development would remove that ecological value.

Old Woman Springs Road is a dangerous highway, more so when crowded. In the last five years
there have been more than a dozen accidents in the stretch of highway between Aberdeen and
Reche that were serious enough to have had first responder involvement. Adding more than 100
cars exiting and entering the highway here during busy hours will prove dangerous, especially
given drivers who pick up speed once they emerge from Pipes Canyon south of the project. A
thorough traffic study, dedicated turn lanes, and perhaps a stop light should be considered if the
project goes forward. The likelihood of extra costs to the county for first responders should be
assessed.

The parcel is zoned Rl, and conditional use permit wouldn’t mitigate the erosion of neighbors’
quiet enjoyment the RL zoning is designed to protect The proposed bar and restaurant add to the
concern, as does the possibility that this would become an event venue the say they have
removed it and the helipad but who knows what the future may hold.

Fire pits included in the proposal prompt the question will operations include onsite staff who can
restrict fire pit use during burning bans, high wind events, or periods of high particulate matter
counts? If not, who will be responsible for fire safety, and for environmental and public safety in
general. County fire despite getting their way with the fire tax is reducing not increasing service
out here and for many years the closest stationing Landers has been empty.
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Plans suggest that wastewater will be directed to a leach field on the property, north of the resort.
A stormwater retention basin will be sited immediately east of the sewage disposal leach field.
What volume of waste water is projected to be disposed of via this leach field (considering
perhaps 200 300 guests in a typical weekend in season)? Are hydrology studies available that
ensure this large addition of wastewater won’t infiltrate into neighbors’ wells (there are at least
61 domestic wells within a few miles downstream) or the aquifer serving Bighorn Desert View
Water Agency? Would stormwater capture from the project’s hardened surfaces accentuate this
percolation of sewage?

The parcel is not in the service area of either Bighorn Desert View or High Desert Water District. In
order to develop the property in line with basic building codes, Bighorn Desert View would have
to agree to build a pipeline to serve the property, at the land owner’s expense.

Studies of potential noise levels should be undertaken. Lighting sufficient for guests, plus ambient
light from lodging units, fires, visitor headlights, party lights, and other sources of illumination are
likely to pose a substantial addition to light trespass in this relatively dark area, posing threats to
safety, wildlife, and quiet enjoyment by neighbors.

There is an active earthquake fault under the property according to a survey done around 2005.

Glamping is not camping, a camp site is a plot rented by a person or persons for a period of time
to pitch a portable tent and when finished pack up and remove all their belongings leaving just the
empty plot. This is not a therefore a camp site, these proposed structures appear to be semi
permanent or permanent structures and do not fit the definition of camping.

This is an all round bad proposal and is detrimental not just to the immediate area but to the
Morongo basin and Joshua Tree national park as a whole.

Thank you for considering my comments
John Calvert
525 Artesia Ave
Yucca Valley
Ca 92284
760 364 0097
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Biggs, Lupe

From: John Lauretig <harpfojt@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 4:20 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: 640

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Is there enough water for this project ? As long as they follow all of the county rules & regulations.
In general I don't support this project. Water, traffic issues ( especially on the 247 hill ) night sky, noise in the
neighborhood .

John Lauretig
Executive Director
Friends of Joshua Tree
friendsofjosh.org
Instagram Facebook
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Jon @ Streetteam.net <jon@streetteam.net>
Sent: Saturday, April 24, 2021 7:22 AM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: parcel number (0692-181-01) / project ID (PROJ-2020-00191)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Mr Morrissey,

I am reaching out regarding my concern around the new glamping site being proposed in the Flamingo Heights area. As a full
time resident, who has been enjoying the high desert area since 1998, I do not believe this plan, especially the 25,000 capacity
venue, is very well thought out, and is not in the best interest of the community, the ecosystem or the wildlife. This glamping
proposal only benefits the few individuals who are trying to take advantage of a beautiful, fragile environment.

Joshua Tree, and the high desert, are already being overrun by a higher percentage of short term rentals than residents. We
can not continue to put the tourists in front of the residents who helped to make this a vital area, well before those tried to
take advantage of it. There are already two other glamping areas being built, along with the higher percentage of
Airbnb/short term rentals dwarfing the full time residential homes. The local cities do not have the infrastructure to
accommodate so many tourists. We have limited groceries, gas, first responders and health care services. This became more
and more evident during the pandemic as people fled the surrounding cities and came here, taking much needed supplies
away from the full time residents.

As someone who has spent the last 20+ years working the music industry, I want to first concentrate my concerns on the
venue/music festival. Old Woman Springs/247 is a main thoroughfare for 18 wheelers, as well as those trying to travel
between our community and Landers, Johnson Valley and other cities. To put into perspective, a 25,000 capacity is 1/3 bigger
than the Hollywood Bowl (17,500 capacity), which has 4 traffic lanes in each direction and still needs the help of local law
enforcement when there are activities planned. It can take over an hour to travel 1/2 mile due to the traffic congestion in that
area. This proposal does not account for only 1 lane in each direction which will cause the 247 to literally become a parking
lot. Old Woman Springs is not only just 1 lane in each direction, but it also not equipped to handle the additional traffic,
congestion and travel for locals trying to get from point A to B. The amount of congestion, wear & tear on the road, and
potential hazards/accidents from that amount of traffic should be very evident. I believe this is not only a greedy attempt to
profit, but is something that area is not equipped for.

Any venue of that size needs to adhere to many different regulations as well as much needed man power, that does not reside
in this area. As someone who has toured around the world, the amount of thought, preparation and skilled laborers to put on
an event far exceeds what is realistic for a one off or few times a year event. I can not even imagine what would happen if
they hired locals who have no experience on the construction, electrical, pyro tech, etc of a venue that does not have a built
in labor force. This is not only a strain on the environment and/or detriment to the locals, but also a legal nightmare if
someone gets hurt/killed due to the lack of foresight, planning, environmental studies, proper regulations adhered to, proper
security, lighting, construction (both during build and day of events), etc. The weather alone can cause so many issues due to
the 40 60 mph winds that are constant in the evenings.
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As many others have already pointed out, the lack of water in the this area is a true & real concern. With the increase in
traffic, visitors, and overnight guests, this will cause an increase in the water costs to the local residents. There simply is not
enough water; hauled, plumbed or otherwise, for the glamping site. The increase in water demand will 100% cause an
increase in the costs to us, the local residents. Water costs are already going up each year, due to hauling costs, drought,
scarcity, etc. No matter how this plays out, the local community will be penalized for this compound’s water usage. This is
simply unacceptable. As a community we do not want this glamping site, and we are the ones that, in the long run, will be
forced to pay an increase in water due to the scarcity of available water and water supply.

The high desert is a treasure that should not be stripped of its legacy, wonder & beauty, so we can have more people come
and erase about the beauty that nature has provided us. We have seen, again, due to the pandemic, so many tourists come
up here and cause more littering, more destruction of the Joshua Trees, more graffiti, more lack of respect for a once
respected area.

Mr Morrissey, respectfully, I ask that you please consider that you are in the position to either help us save a beautiful,
magical area or you will be someone who helps destroy an area that people once respected for the rare beauty. There are
few areas that have the ability and abundance of Joshua Trees left in the entire world. Are you willing to help protect this
area for future generations? Or do you want to add another flash in the pan glamping site, that will help cause the
destruction and end to a fleeting ecosystem, that once thrived out here?

I know there are many factors that need to be accounted for. I respect the position you are in. However, I hope you see that
this is nothing more than a cash grab by a few individuals that have not done the proper studies & research (environmental,
first responders, safety, waste management, ecosystem, traffic, essentials, water, etc). Please help us save our homes & our
community. Communities are becoming lost in a world of tract homes, mini subdivisions and people who no longer respect
the environment.

Thank you,

Jon Nelson
Joshua Tree
jon@streetteam.net
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Jon Pack <therealjpack@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 4:33 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Comments re: Project# PROJ-2020-00191; Parcel Number: 0629-181-01

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Project# PROJ-2020-00191 
Assessor Parcel Number: 0629-181-01 
 
Dear Mr. Morrissey,  
 
As a resident of Flamingo Heights directly adjacent to the 640 acre parcel in question, I wanted to submit my 
concerns around the Project# PROJ-2020-00191.  
 
The draw of Flamingo Heights in recent years has been the open space, including the large rural-living-
designated open land, the 640 acres in question, right out our window.  
 
We have serious personal concerns about the ramifications of the project on our solitude and the wildlife we 
encounter every day. Beyond the personal, we have community concerns as well. Traffic on the 247, which is 
already treacherous above pipes canyon is a principle concern. But most of all, noise and light pollution could 
completely alter our experience and take away the thing we cherish the most about Flamingo Heights.  
 
In lieu of this project, we would prefer to see MDLT purchase the land at value to project it, something they are 
financially prepared to do. We do want to see Flamingo Heights develop, but would love to see this occur with 
new businesses and features along the 247 between Valero and La Copine.  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. I appreciate your time.  
 
Jon Pack  
Local Resident 
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Biggs, Lupe

From: judith lynn laffoon <totallyjudy@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, April 25, 2021 9:14 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: PROJ-2020-00191, Parcel #0629-181-01

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

I recently learned that there is a developer requesting approval to build 
a “glamping” resort on a 640-acre parcel adjacent to Hwy 247. The 
developer is seeking approval for a “Conditional Use Permit” to be able to 
rezone this parcel from RL (rural living) which would allow them to 
develop this land without an EIR (environmental impact report) being 
required.  
 
There are multiple reasons why a large-scale “glamping” resort on this 
640-acre parcel is of serious concern to many homeowners in the immediate 
area. I am not attaching any of the numerous documents citing reasons this 
Project should be denied because you will have already received them.  
 
I did read today a report by Steve Brown about the drought that the 
Western States are in, and it is only going to get worse. California, 
being so much of it desert land, is really going to be in a major drought. 
What we do NOT need during this drought period is a new and unnecessary 
glamping destination resort. Eight (8) toilet buildings, and twenty (20) 
individual bathrooms for the Glamping Lofts.  
 
Being of Native American descent, and a card-carrying registered Native 
American by the Bureau of Indian Affairs, I take total exception to the 
Teepees that the Developer is proposing as part of this glamping 
experience. Teepees are insulting to Indigenous Peoples of America. Not 
every separate tribe of Peoples lived in Teepees. I know that my ancesters 
lived in structures, not tee pees.  
 
Below are other reasons compiled by myself and many others of Homestead 
Valley and other areas as to why we are opposed to the approval of this 
Project: PROG-2020-0191 Parcel #0629-181-01. 
 

*This area is a priority connectivity corridor between Sand to Snow 
National Monument, the Bighorn Wilderness, Joshua Tree National Park, and 
points north. 

*The configuration of Route 247 near the site means adding large amounts 
of traffic entering the roadway could be extremely dangerous on a highway 
with an inordinate amount of high speed collisions.  

*I believe that 75 campsites potentially means frequent nights with large 
campfires, raising serious concerns about both air quality and fire 
safety, with a large population of State Threatened species candidate 
western Joshua Trees just downwind, in an area with frequent “wind-events” 
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The suggested 3-each 700 sq ft fire pits seems excessive and leads me to 
believe something bigger may be at hand 

*I submit the potential for pollution of groundwater in Pipes Canyon Wash 
from septic systems, visitor vehicle oil and coolant leaks, or campers 
carelessly discarding dishwater and similar items into the soil or wash is 
grounds for further investigation. Morongo Basin is a high drought area.  

*I submit this glampsite will allow significant noise and light pollution 
and have a negative impact on residents and wildlife 

*I submit that the effect on the immediate vicinity from increased 
unplanned tourism development will negatively impact the residents of 
Landers and Flamingo Heights. 

*This is a High wind-event area and structures must be able to sustain 
70mph winds. 

*This, in conjunction with several other proposed camp sites, will lead to 
an influx of traffic, especially on already crowded weekends, limits must 
be imposed or our neighborhoods will be inundated.  

*Environmental Impact Studies should be up-to-date (not 2008) 

*Cal-Trans Studies & Traffic Impact Studies are requested 

*I strongly urge developer to meet with the community and Planning 
Department together.  

*I Request Project Designation Study for new construction be set in motion 

*I submit that residential zoning does not allow for commercial 
enterprises of this magnitude and should be reconsidered 

*I suggest that this delicate area would be better suited for a Desert 
Nature Preserve 

*I submit that VIP helicopters will create dust and disturb wildlife as 
well as create ongoing nuisance for neighboring communities 
I am not against campsites. I am against Helipads, 25k seat concert venues 
and 700sq ft fire pits on land designated for Rural Living, situated on a 
major wildlife corridor. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
Judith Lynn Laffoon 
PO Box 3698 
Landers CA 92285 
760-364-2931 
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Judy Haft <judyhaft@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 7:47 PM
To: Supervisor Rowe; Morrissey , Jim; Dawn.Rowe@mail.house.gov
Subject: Comments on PROJ: 2020-00191 / Parcel # 0629-181-01

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Supervisor Rowe, and County Contract Planner Morrissey:

We are residents of Joshua Tree, residing at 8313 Larkspur Avenue.

Thank you in advance for considering our concerns regarding the development of project 2020 00191.

We have a number of concerns with the project, which we will outline below, but first to acknowledge
the challenge the county has in determining the proper course of development in the high desert. The
Morongo Basin is experiencing a housing shortage and a massive influx of people interested in enjoying
the climate, clean air, and natural beauty of the area. The challenge of balancing the need for
affordable housing access while preserving the natural beauty that, itself, led many of us to invest in the
area, is a serious one that should be met with sustainable development principles focused on:
retrofitting/renovation of existing derelict or abandoned houses, smart infill development in zoned
areas, and new development only in areas of little ecological or wildlife impact. But we should be
perfectly clear that this project has neither the stated goal nor any conceivable outcome of improving
housing access or improving the quality of life for the residents of the Morongo Basin.

We respect the rights of property owners to make plans for their investments, but when those plans
impact public safety, quality of life, and ecosystems well beyond their property boundaries, then we
believe further scrutiny is required. Here are our concerns:

1. Zoning: the area is zoned RL (rural residential) and a dense, high impact campsite,
entertainment venue, helipad (truly inexplicably), bar and restaurant, are in direct conflict in
principle and actuality to the zoning.

2. Traffic: Highway 247 is, per capita, one of the most dangerous stretches of highway in California,
claiming the life of dozens of people in the last few years. A recent lane widening and rumble
strip installation has done little to slow this tragic loss of life and this development will
necessarily require a high degree of turn in/turn out traffic in an otherwise uninterrupted
stretch of highway. This will require extensive study and lane widening and perhaps a new
traffic light to preserve public safety.

3. Ecology/Wildlife: the area plays host to a number sensitive animal species and the Western
Joshua Tree which is a candidate endangered species. We would demand a significant impact
and mitigation study for any development.

4. Water/Wastewater: our local imported water supplies via the Mojave Water Agency are under
serious stretch and this rapid development deserves serious study. Further, the nearby Ames
Aquifer is a sensitive one and a critical source of water storage for both Bighorn Desert View
Water District and the Hi Desert Water District. Absent a significant study of the potential
aquifer impacts, this project should not proceed.
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5. Fire: campsites=campfires and this area has already experienced a significant fire on the section
catty corner to this Section to the southwest in recent years.

6. Light/Noise pollution: any music venue would permanently change the entire vicinity and not
just during the events themselves as noise sensitive animals migrate elsewhere. Also 70
campsites means at least 140 beams of headlights shining flashing across the section, and across
Pipes Wash all night for the in and out traffic of visitors.

Your consideration is very much appreciated and while not looking to stand in the way of smart,
beneficial development, we believe there are a number of questions raised by this project that will
require significant additional analysis and public review before proceeding.

Thank youagain for your consideration,

Judy & Jonathan Haft
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Biggs, Lupe
Sent: Thursday, April 22, 2021 8:05 AM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: FW: flamingo heights

Importance: High

Hi Jim- Please see the message below. Can you please respond, if necessary? 
 
Thank you,  
 
Lupe Biggs       
Administrative Assistant to Planning 
Land Use Services Department 
Phone: (909) 387-4110 | Mobile: (909) 601-4640 
 

County of San Bernardino Confidentiality Notice: This communication contains confidential information sent solely for the use of the intended recipient.  
If you are not the intended recipient of this communication, you are not authorized to use it in any manner, except to immediately destroy it and notify the sender. 
 
From: pete murphy <pjulianmurphy@gmail.com>
Sent:Wednesday, April 21, 2021 6:41 PM
To: Biggs, Lupe <Lupe.Biggs@lus.sbcounty.gov>
Subject: flamingo heights

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

To those who are concerned or willing to listen. I am not sure if you are aware of the conservation opportunity that is
being heighlited by this plan for excessive development. Often after species and habitats are wiped out, we look back
and wish we had done something better, different, with more thought and care. This is that time. As a lover of music
and arts, I can assure you that there is no need for ANOTHER festival space or arrangement. Its a booming business, this
is just a profit venture. A temporary profit only venture that will cause more destruction than good. So why move
forward with it? Why destroy habitats, inconvenience those who already live in the area and put resources at risk?There
is no LACK of music festival or glamping grounds. Why not have those who want to invest take over another already
established and failed plot of land instead of destroying and clearing a new one? Please please reconsider. This is only
for money and temporary gain with long term demise.

Please listen.

Best,

Pete, a lover of both music and nature

EXHIBIT D PART 2 - 384 of 465



1

Biggs, Lupe

From: Judy Massey <judyleemassey@outlook.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 7:14 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: RE: FH640, Project # PROJ-2020-00191          

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Jim Morrissey 
jim.morrissey@lus.sbcounty.gov 
909 387-4234   
951 925-8455 
RE: 
Project # PROJ-2020-00191                  
Assessor Parcel Number  
(APN) 0629-181-01  
 
Dear Mr. Morrissey, 
I am writing you today in regards to a matter which deeply concerns me: the FH640 glamping resort proposed 
project. I live in Flamingo Heights within viewing distance of the proposed project (I can see and hear the traffic 
on Hwy 247 and the northern border of the site at Luna Vista).  
My concerns are many, but I won't (and couldn't possibly) cover them all. Please note that I am in agreement 
with nearly (if not all) of what Steve Brown has written to you on behalf of the Mojave Watch, a group that helps 
to educate the public in order to protect and maintain public safety, environmental diversity and the integrity of 
the Mojave Desert. 
This area (pretty much the entire Morongo Basin) has two ways to access the high desert, Hwy 247 and Hwy 
62. They are both 2-lane highways and already the ongoing cause of accidents including many fatalities. 
Within the past decade, we were finally able to provide minimal improvement with the addition of paved 
shoulders (to help reduce the number of soft shoulder roll-overs) at a great expense, and with careful 
consideration of the native flora, by physically removing and replanting (in exactly the same direction they were 
originally growing) the endangered and protected (and, I might add, beloved iconic name sakes of our national 
park) Joshua trees. A stretch of Hwy 247 has been in the process of being designated as a California State 
Scenic Route, and this project and added increased accident factor will certainly not help that to happen.  
I've read that a study was done for said project, assuring that not one of the endangered / protected desert 
tortoises were located on this one square mile parcel. I say impossible, short of total incompetence or lying on 
the part of the people or person conducting the study. Late fall through early spring is a tortoise's brumation 
period (reptile hibernation) and will certainly reduce a head count, scat count, track count. Numerous tortoises 
have been identified as living there in prior counts done by competent individuals. 
Wildfires are a huge concern here with high winds, dry brush (as in, desert) and, once again, only two 2-lane 
highways in or out. I recall waiting for 4 hours to get up the grade (Hwy 62 between Desert Hot Springs and 
Yucca) to check on my disabled mother. It was closed due to an accident. In 2006, my mother was bedridden 
when the newly started Sawtooth Fire caught the high winds (also picture tents) and shot across the foothills 
behind her in Yucca Valley, spreading from Pioneertown to… you got it, Flamingo Heights. Of course, I was 
highly anxious as to getting my bedridden mother to safety if the flames got any closer and concerns for my 
own FH home, also perilously close to the raging fire, with the two 2-lane highways needed for emergency 
vehicles. 
As, I mentioned earlier, Joshua trees are protected, as they should be. There have been numerous scientific 
studies conducted that have concluded that Joshua trees are fighting a very difficult battle with the climate 
crisis. This is the reason for their current protected status with the State of California. The FH640 project parcel 

EXHIBIT D PART 2 - 385 of 465



2

has many Joshua trees, along with may other types of flora and fauna that will be scraped, displaced and 
dismissed like dog poo on your shoe, and it's not okay. 
Water is, of course, another issue. We live in an area, more often than not, affected by drought. Our water is 
already on a tiered payment structure to keep people from overusing and creating a critical shortage. 
Light pollution: We have a dark skies ordinance and many of us are here for that reason. I'm a photographer, 
and it really matters to me. 
Noise pollution: Shall I send you the sounds of coyotes and bird songs that I wake to each mornng? I hear that 
the requested permits for a 25,000 occupancy events venue is being shelved for now. Smart thinking, as that 
one has everyone freaking. And, the heliport? The wildlife and neighbors will really love that I'm sure! 
Okay, you can probably tell already, that I have a "few" more things to say, but I will also "shelve" them for 
now, so I can get this email out by today's deadline. 
Thank you, Mr. Morrissey, for considering my concerns. 
Sincerely,  
Judy Massey 
Flamingo Heights, CA 
760 401-7403 
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CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or 
open attachments unless you can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

To:
San Bernardino County 
Planning Department

Dear Mr. Morrissey et al:

I'm writing today to thoroughly object to a proposed destination resort project, referred to in 
your files as: PROJ-2020-00191

A number of elements point to the developer's disingenuousness, and refusal to own their 
accountability for the effects they will impose on the area.

TRAFFIC

For example, the fact that the developers want to put a helipad in to avoid the very traffic snarl 
they know they're going to impose on the community puts the lie to their claim that they won't 
impact the area much. 

This area is already a primary, connective corridor between the Sand to Snow National 
Monument, the Bighorn Wilderness, Joshua Tree National Park, and points north. The 
configuration of Route 247 near the site means adding excessive amounts of traffic entering a
dangerous roadway, a highway already known for an inordinate count of high-speed collisions 
yearly.

Obviously, the proposed project, in conjunction with several other proposed (and likewise 
opposed) camp sites, will likely lead to an influx of traffic, especially on already crowded 
weekends. Our neighborhoods will be inundated by revelers' traffic, and fatal accidents will 
boom.

FIRE and ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

The effect on the immediate vicinity from increased and unplanned tourism development will
negatively and profoundly impact the residents of Landers and Flamingo Heights.

The developers also want to avoid doing an environmental impact statement by expecting us to 
accept their own biased, in-house opinion, which conveniently turned out in their favor?

Nope.

Many found it odd that the biological survey conducted by a reputable biologist in 2006 (when 
this project was originally proposed as a housing development) showed significant signs of 
desert tortoise on the site, including around seven live tortoises and nearly 30 burrows. But 
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somehow, the developer's own 2020 biological survey showed absolutely no sign of tortoise. I'm 
not buyign that.

The 2020 biological survey also claimed that no sign had been reported on the site, nor near the 
site, which is obviously not true, as the site's own previous biological survey completely 
contradicts that assertion.

Damaging and inappropriate proposal elements also include:

*The project's three, 700-square-foot fire pits raise serious concerns about the developers' 
intentions regarding local air quality and fire safety. Morongo Basin is a high drought area, and 
fires have swept through the area before.

*The project proposes uprooting threatened Western Joshua Trees to make way for roads, 
structures and parking. Unacceptable. 

*The project potentially pollutes groundwater in Pipes Canyon Wash from septic systems, 
visitors' vehicle oil and coolant leaks, and/or campers carelessly discarding dishwater and similar 
items into the soil or wash. This all merits further investigation.

*Their proposed glampsite will allow significant noise and light pollution and have a negative 
impact on residents and wildlife.

*This is a High wind-event area, which is also on track to increase in intensity, as weather 
becomes more extreme. Therefore, all structures must be able to sustain 70mph winds. It's 
also likely that this development will mean more trash blowing in the wind and affecting the 
surrounding neighborhood and wildlife.

REQUESTS and DEMANDS

*New, legitimate Environmental Impact Study
*Cal-Trans Studies & Traffic Impact Studies 
*Developer to meet with the community and Planning Department together.
*A complete Project Designation Study for new construction
*Property is not zoned for commercial enterprises of this magnitude and therefore, should be 
Denied
*This delicate area would be best suited for a Desert Nature Preserve
*Helicopters (whether emergency of VIP) will create dust and disturb wildlife as well as create 
ongoing nuisance for neighboring communities.
Under no circumstances can there be any helipads

Thank you,

Julia Dole
Property owner and resident, Morongo Basin
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“A dream you dream alone is only a dream. A dream you dream together is reality.”

John Lennon
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Julianne Miller-Boyer <ranchozen@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, April 24, 2021 6:05 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: PROJ-2020-00191

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mr. Morrissey,

I oppose PROJ 2020 00191 on a host of issues. I live in the area, and the traffic, noise, light pollution, water pollution,
fire danger and wildlife impacts are all of great concern to me. Please consider my comment public record.

Julianne Miller Boyer
PO Box 3727
Landers, CA 92285
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Julie Russo Ryan <juliannejrusso@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 4:04 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Opposition to PROJ: 2020-00191 / PARCEL #0629-181-01

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mr. Morrissey,

I'm writing today in opposition to PROJ: 2020 00191 / PARCEL #0629 181 01. I'm a resident of Yucca Valley and live
roughly about 5 minutes away from the intended site. As a resident of the area, I've seen the neighborhood change
drastically over the past few years, and I very much welcome the growth. However, I am concerned about how this site
will affect not just my day to day, but the wildlife that calls this area home, especially the Joshua Trees, bobcats, owls,
and threatened desert tortoise a population that has already declined by 90% since 1980 due to habitat loss.

I also learned that there is a proposed helipad and concert venue for up to 25,000 guests. I don't know how the
community is supposed to support that many visitors, especially with only one major road to get to the location. How
are people supposed to get to their jobs with the massive influx of traffic? Sound travels especially far out here, so how
can you expect to have a concert venue in the middle of a residential area?

There are many ways to bring more people to enjoy and explore the amazing nature that this area has to offer, ways
that will benefit local jobs, housing, and the environment.

This is not one of them.

I'm requesting that you and all parties responsible complete a thorough environmental impact report to reconsider the
noise, sound, and light pollution, in addition to the fire threat, rural zoning, water needs, and the current lack of
affordable housing in the area. If this project continues, will you consider blocking certain aspects such as concerts and
helipad?

I thank you for your consideration, and I hope you will do the right thing.

Warmly,
Julianne Russo Ryan
Yucca Valley Resident
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Julie Carpenter <violinistas@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 10:00 AM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: NO on Glamping Resort Comment PROJ-2020-00191, AON 0629-181-01

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello Mr. Morrissey, 
    I'd like to voice my opposition to allowing the glamping project proposed in Landers. The ecological impact and increased traffic are unacceptable to our 
community. We don't need tourism on this scale encouraged, we're getting plenty. We're already short on resources for food, shopping and healthcare for locals. 
Our local roads are dangerous enough without the increased traffic and dust from the graded parking lot areas. The fire danger alone is reason to stop it. Please 
do anything you can to minimize or refuse permitting for this. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Carpenter 
Morongo Valley resident 
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Justin Raymond Merino <merino@kulturspacefoundation.org>
Sent: Thursday, April 22, 2021 6:32 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: PROJ-2020-00191

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Greetings Jim,

I’d like to make it known that I oppose PROJ 2020 00191 on a host of issues which I understand my neighbors have
shared with you so I add my voice to the dissent. But most of all I’m worried about the environmental impact on our
fragile desert landscape.

Please consider my comment public record.

Sincerely,
J. Merino

Sent on the go.
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Kaitlynn Lucas <kaitlynnlucas@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 12:04 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim; Dawn.Rowe@mail.house.gov
Subject: Flamingo 640 / PROJ: 2020-00191 / Parcel # 0629-181-01

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Jim & Dawn,

Please do not allow PROJ: 2020 00191 / Parcel # 0629 181 01 to go through. The construction of this will decimate the
already declining and struggling wildlife in the desert, and considering that we have such little untouched land left in the
states, we need to be working even harder to preserve it and begin putting the earth and its inhabitants over profit.

This section where you are planning to build this "glampsite" is a critical wildlife corridor and home to Joshua trees,
bobcats, burrowing owls, and threatened desert tortoise – the population of which has declined by 90% since 1980 due
to habitat loss.

Please please please, I beg you. The desert is such a beautiful, magical and wild place, and we need to be working harder
to preserve the ecosystem and its inhabitants so we can enjoy it for years to come.

Thank you,

Kaitlynn Hudson Lucas
Los Angeles resident, born and raised in SB County
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Kate Simpson
 940.782.4863
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Biggs, Lupe

From: KIM WHITE <whitekim23@mac.com>
Sent: Friday, April 23, 2021 10:24 AM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Re: PROJ-2020-00191
Attachments: PROJECT_NTC.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Good Morning Jim,

I am very concerned and confused as to why 75 campsites would need 2100 square feet of fire pit...
If these plans are approved, how can we protect our community from making sure the music venue is not worked in
down the line?

Thanks again for your time and patience.
Kim

Kim White
213 447 4799

whitekim23@me.com

On Apr 12, 2021, at 9:49 AM, Morrissey , Jim <Jim.Morrissey@lus.sbcounty.gov> wrote:

Good Morning;

Here is the Project Notice.

Jim Morrissey
Planner 
Land Use Services Department 
Phone: 909-387- 4234 
Fax: 909-387-3223 
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1st Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187

The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.
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Our job is to create a county in which those who reside and invest can prosper and achieve well-being.
www.SBCounty.gov
 

County of San Bernardino Confidentiality Notice: This communication contains confidential information sent solely for the use of the intended 
recipient. If you are not the intended recipient of this communication, you are not authorized to use it in any manner, except to immediately 
destroy it and notify the sender.

_____________________________________________
From:Morrissey , Jim
Sent:Monday, April 12, 2021 9:36 AM
To: 'whitekim23@mac.com' <whitekim23@mac.com>
Subject: PROJ 2020 00191

Good Morning;

This is my e mail address.

Jim Morrissey
Planner 
Land Use Services Department 
Phone: 909-387- 4234 
Fax: 909-387-3223 
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1st Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187

The linked image
displayed.  The fi
been mov ed, ren
deleted. Verify th
points to the corr
location.

 

Our job is to create a county in which those who reside and invest can prosper and achieve well-being.
www.SBCounty.gov
 

County of San Bernardino Confidentiality Notice: This communication contains confidential information sent solely for the use of the intended 
recipient. If you are not the intended recipient of this communication, you are not authorized to use it in any manner, except to immediately 
destroy it and notify the sender.
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Biggs, Lupe

From: KIM WHITE <whitekim23@mac.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 21, 2021 9:30 AM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Re: PROJ-2020-00191
Attachments: PROJECT_NTC.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Good Morning Jim,

Here are my comments regarding the Flamingo Heights Glamping Project.
Thank you for taking the time to speak with me on Monday. After much research and soul searching, this is what I have
come up with.

*I submit that this area is a priority connectivity corridor between Sand to Snow National Monument, the Bighorn
Wilderness, Joshua Tree National Park, and points north.
*The configuration of Route 247 near the site means adding large amounts of traffic entering the roadway could be
extremely dangerous on a highway with an inordinate amount of high speed collisions.
*I submit that 75 campsites potentially means frequent nights with 75 simultaneous campfires, raising serious concerns
about both air quality and fire safety, with a large population of State Threatened species candidate western Joshua
Trees just downwind
*I submit the potential for pollution of groundwater in Pipes Canyon Wash from septic systems, visitor vehicle oil and
coolant leaks, or campers carelessly discarding dishwater and similar items into the soil or wash is grounds for further
investigation
*I submit this glampsite will allow significant noise pollution and have a negative impact on residents and wildlife
*I submit that the effect on the immediate vicinity from increased unplanned tourism development will negatively
impact the residents of Landers and Flamingo Heights.
*This is a High wind event area and structures must be able to sustain 70mph winds.
*This, in conjunction with several other proposed camp sites, will lead to an influx of traffic, especially on already
crowded weekends, limits must be imposed.
*Environmental Impact Studies must be up to date (not 2008)
*Cal Trans Studies are requested
*I strongly urge developer to meet with community and Planning Department simultaneously
*I Request Project Designation Study for new construction be set in motion
*I suggest residential zoning does not allow for commercial enterprises of this magnitude and should be reconsidered
*I suggest that this delicate area would be better suited for a Desert Nature Preserve
*I submit that helicopters will create dust and disturb wildlife as well as create ongoing nuisance for neighboring
communities

Sincerely,

Kim White
213 447 4799

whitekim23@me.com
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On Apr 12, 2021, at 9:49 AM, Morrissey , Jim <Jim.Morrissey@lus.sbcounty.gov> wrote:

Good Morning;

Here is the Project Notice.

Jim Morrissey
Planner 
Land Use Services Department 
Phone: 909-387- 4234 
Fax: 909-387-3223 
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1st Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187

The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.

 

Our job is to create a county in which those who reside and invest can prosper and achieve well-being.
www.SBCounty.gov
 

County of San Bernardino Confidentiality Notice: This communication contains confidential information sent solely for the use of the intended 
recipient. If you are not the intended recipient of this communication, you are not authorized to use it in any manner, except to immediately 
destroy it and notify the sender.

_____________________________________________
From:Morrissey , Jim
Sent:Monday, April 12, 2021 9:36 AM
To: 'whitekim23@mac.com' <whitekim23@mac.com>
Subject: PROJ 2020 00191

Good Morning;

This is my e mail address.

Jim Morrissey
Planner 
Land Use Services Department 
Phone: 909-387- 4234 
Fax: 909-387-3223 
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385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1st Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187

The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.

 

Our job is to create a county in which those who reside and invest can prosper and achieve well-being.
www.SBCounty.gov
 

County of San Bernardino Confidentiality Notice: This communication contains confidential information sent solely for the use of the intended 
recipient. If you are not the intended recipient of this communication, you are not authorized to use it in any manner, except to immediately 
destroy it and notify the sender.
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Kristine Atkinson 
(707) 328 5467 
kristine.rae@gmail.com
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Krystal Quinn Gibbon <krystal.gibbon@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, April 25, 2021 9:33 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim; Supervisor Rowe
Subject: Comments Regarding Project PROJ-2020-00191

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

 
Mr. Morrissey, 
 
I am writing to add my concerns and opposition in regards to PROJ-2020-00191 on parcel 0629-181-01.  
 
The proposed project is a disservice to our community and the environment.  
 
This glamping site will add traffic to 247, which, as a two-lane highway, is already incredibly dangerous with people speeding and 
hazardous turns.  
 
As the proposed project is a completely enclosed resort, with its own dining, bars, and nightlife, guests of the resort will, in all likelihood, 
not patronizing the local restaurants and bars. Any money this resort brings in will stay with the resort and not the community.  
 
Environmentally, the damage done to the land will take decades to repair, if ever. Being in the middle of a large wash, the sound will 
carry for miles, disrupting the residential areas that surround it. Animals will be displaced, Joshua Trees removed. Our night sky, which 
has diminished significantly in the last two years will be as polluted as it is in Yucca Valley.  
 
It seems unreasonable to me that we would trade our environment, peace and quiet, and night sky for a project that does absolutely 
nothing to benefit our community. It is irresponsible and reckless to allow this project to move forward. We need to be investing in local 
business and infrastructure that benefits the people who live here, not to further diminish this beautiful desert for tourist dollars going to 
an outside developer.  
 
Thank you for taking the community’s concerns into account, we hope you will make the right decision.  
 
Krystal and Josh Castro 
Landers, CA 92285 
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Biggs, Lupe

From: La Copine <lacopinefood@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 10:49 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Project # PROJ-2020-00191

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Please accept this as my comments upon Project # PROJ-2020-00191, Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 
0629-181-01, proposed for Flamingo Heights, on Highway 247. I am submitting these comments not only 
as the chef owner of Flamingo Heights restaurant, La Copine, but also as a local hi-desert resident for the 
past 6 years.  
 
 
The glamping resort proposed for a 640-acre site in Flamingo Heights, directly east of Highway 247, 
raises a number of significant concerns which must be addressed prior to approval. I am not, in general, 
opposed to the creation of this resort. I believe our area could benefit from appropriate glamping 
facilities that would provide unique and fun lodging opportunities for the three million annual visitors to 
Joshua Tree National Park. 
 
 
However, there are significant dangers presented to not only visitors, but local residents, and the desert 
environment, should these projects not be constructed appropriately, and those dangers and the risk of 
harm should not be overlooked by the agencies that will oversee the approval process for these projects. 
 
 
There are numerous points that need to be considered for this particular project, prior to consideration 
of approval. My concerns are as follows: 
 
 
Traffic safety and control. 
First and foremost, traffic safety and control must be addressed for this project. All traffic from this resort 
heading to Joshua Tree National Park, the Sand to Snow National Monument, the towns of Yucca Valley, 
Joshua Tree, Pioneertown, and Twentynine Palms, will be turning left from this resort out onto Highway 
247. Highway 247/Old Woman Springs Road is not only becoming rapidly obsolete in its ability to carry 
the levels of traffic it is now faced with carrying in its current construction of one lane in each direction, 
but it is also an extremely dangerous highway, and more dangerous for visitors who do not know it well. 
 
 
Ultimately, Highway 247 should be developed into a four-lane highway, north from Yucca Valley to 
Landers, with additional passing lanes created past Landers, through Johnson Valley to Lucerne Valley. 
This project will result in significant increases in traffic, and will be joined by an increase in traffic to the 
areas served by Highway 247 in the hi-desert. Other developments are proposed for Landers and 
Pioneertown that will, if completed, result in additional significant increases in traffic entering onto the 
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highway. Traffic concerns must be addressed with additional hospitality projects and residential and 
commercial development included. 
 
 
CalTrans must conduct a thorough traffic study and provide input prior to this application moving 
forward, and the costs of the study need to be borne by the applicant. Knowing the highway, its traffic, 
and the propensity for drivers to illegally pass and drive at high rates of speed in that area (I personally, 
have been passed illegally on Highway 247 by dirt bikes, 18-wheelers, and an assortment of cars and 
trucks, all while driving at, or above, the posted speed limits), and the potential for off-road vehicles to 
enter the highway at various points in that area (see my comment about dirt bikes illegally passing me), I 
would strongly suggest dedicated turn lanes for this resort be mandated for both directions, not just for 
entry into the resort, but also the construction of lanes for accessing the highway from the resort. The 
main goal for any hospitality-related project needs to be the proper protection of guests, staff, and 
residents. If no turn lanes and access lanes are created for this project, it is my strong belief that serious 
accidents can and will result. Not addressing traffic safety at the beginning of this project constitutes 
negligence, and Highway 247 is already dangerous enough without creating an additional major safety 
hazard. Costs need to be borne by the applicant, and if the applicant is unwilling or unable to provide 
these safety provisions for their guests and locals, then their application must be denied. 
 
 
The applicant notes that they are creating a 350-space parking area, so any attempt to downplay the 
amount of traffic that would be coming and going from this resort must be dismissed. This will constitute 
a major intersection. It may call for installation of additional traffic controls, including a dedicated traffic 
light for the intersection, in addition to the turn and access lanes. The applicant has proposed that the 
project be exempt from preparing a required traffic impact study. A full traffic impact study must be 
required for this project. 
 
 
Economic development concerns 
While this project can be an attractive addition to lodging facilities in the Joshua Tree National Park 
gateway communities, it also may not result in profits returning to those communities. Out-of-town 
owners may receive much of the economic benefit, with only low-paying service jobs being created 
locally. As that is likely, the project needs to not degrade the quality of life for local residents. With the 
resort being fairly self-contained with its own recreational facilities, dining, etc., the project's applicants 
should more fully detail what economic benefits our local communities will receive from the project's 
construction. If our benefits are to be increased traffic and more dangerous highways; low-paying jobs; 
increased fire hazards, noise, light pollution; reduced wildlife corridors and habitat; etc., then this project 
application should be denied. This project is billed as "high end" and "luxury." That means it is a project 
that would be out of reach economically for most of our hi-desert residents. Is that appropriate for this 
area? 
 
 
This project application may be for an attractive and upscale resort facility, but it needs to also be 
reviewed as an enclave for the wealthy, which will not be accessible to local residents. It is important that 
in considering this project, the impacts and benefits to the local community must balance. Local residents 
must not be burdened with additional impacts while benefits accrue to out-of-town owners and 
investors. Promises of being a good neighbor are not enough. A plan must be included for how exactly 
this project will benefit the local communities and residents. It is also appropriate for San Bernardino 
County to craft a plan to return most of the TOT to the hi-desert. 
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Cultural Sensitivity 
This project should immediately remove all references to "teepees" and substitute "A-frame" or "chalet" 
as terms for their "teepee" accommodations. That reference is incorrect (they are not teepees), and are 
the cultural appropriation of Native American terminology in an inappropriate setting. In addition, 
Mojave Desert Native American tribes did not reside in teepees. It may be appropriate for the applicants 
to consult with Native American tribes of the region on how best to educate the project's clientele about 
the history and cultures of the tribes, and involve them with on-site programs if feasible. 
 
 
Construction Concerns 
It has become clear upon reviewing various projects for glamping resorts proposed for Flamingo Heights, 
Yucca Valley, Joshua Tree, and elsewhere, that the designers of these resorts obviously do not live in the 
desert. Unfortunately for them, and for us residents of the desert, many of those tasked with reviewing 
and approving these projects also do not live in the desert. This may result in some unforeseen (for them) 
consequences. 
 
 
Glamping accommodations, by their very nature, are extremely vulnerable to the wind and sun. This 
particular project, sited on the immediate side of the Pipes Canyon Wash, is quite exposed to winds that 
can range up to hurricane force. This inevitability must be addressed, as the safety of guests and 
employees depends upon it. While the sun will degrade canvas and wood construction over time, the 
wind can destroy tentlike structures in seconds, and placing glamping tent structures on the edge of a 
large wash, may make them even more vulnerable to wind shear. One can imagine the utter displeasure 
of luxury glampers as their safari tent disintegrates about them and their belongings are scattered over 
the edge of the wash, and beyond. 
 
 
It is easy for those unfamiliar with this area to discount this possibility, but then they do not have 
neighbors who have had a 2,500-gallon water storage tank blown four miles downwind, or a friend who 
lost half his home to a small tornado. 
 
 
In addition, this resort has a number of large, communal fire pits planned. Any resident downwind for 
miles, might be justified in thinking this is a direct and present danger to their home. With strong winds 
being common, and devastating (see the summer of 2006 with the Sawtooth Complex Fire and several 
others that year, and since then, including the Lake Fire), open fires are an extreme danger to residents 
and wildlife. This has to be addressed in the strongest terms possible. 
 
 
I watched in horror one evening as campers on the side of Mt. San Jacinto decided to build a small 
campfire during an evening with 45+ mph winds. In 20 minutes, the tiny flame in the distance had 
become an out-of-control wildfire that was burning a significant portion of the side of the mountain. By 
dawn, it was hundreds of acres in size and required millions of dollars of resources to control. We've seen 
fires get out of control, and residents are all too aware of the careless approach toward open fires by 
visitors at vacation rentals and campsites. 
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This project requires a mandatory fire control plan that addresses the prospect of fires built at the resort, 
and possibly out of control. Fire safety must be, like traffic safety, at the forefront of design and 
construction. No resident wants to lose their home because some wealthy out-of-town guest wanted to 
make s'mores during a raging windstorm. 
 
 
Impacts on habitat and wildlife 
The 2006 biological survey of the project area found the majority of threatened desert tortoise sign was 
found in the area of the project that will be developed. A total of 86% of the tortoises, 96% of the 
burrows, 95% of fresh scat and 98% of older scat, and 100% of tortoise tracks, were found in the area 
planned for development. The desert tortoise is not the only threatened species found on the site if that 
report is to be believed. However, a 2020 biological survey reported no tortoise occurrences on the site 
or adjacent to it (according to the 2020 report, nothing evidently lives on the site). This contradiction 
requires further investigation prior to approval. A significant number of special-status bird species were 
also identified on-site, which is home as well to migratory birds. As few Joshua trees should be removed 
or relocated as is possible. With glamping sites, one should be able to move them a few feet in any 
direction to avoid destroying Joshua trees. However, plans reveal many Joshua trees will be removed or 
destroyed if the resort is built according to plan. This is unacceptable. 
 
 
In addition to the "protected" western Joshua tree, there are a number of other plant species that are 
supposedly protected by county ordinances, including creosote and yuccas that are hundreds of years old 
(and sometimes older). Those ordinances, however, are routinely ignored by Land Use Services, the 
Planning Commission, and the Board of Supervisors, when vetting projects for development, so they 
should not present an obstacle to development. 
 
 
That said, there are a lot of us taxpaying county residents who would actually like county government to 
follow their own rules and regulations, and I would advocate for thorough protection of all supposedly 
protected species in any development of this property. 
 
 
The land in question is an important part of a wildlife corridor linking mountain and desert habitats, and 
how the large portion of the Pipes Canyon Wash will be managed, is an important question. Will the 
resort's property in the wash be fenced? And if so, how? Fencing could be harmful in preventing wildlife 
usage of this corridor, however, fencing could be beneficial, if done properly. Appropriate fencing would 
stop off-roading use of the wash on this parcel, which, if wildlife could still migrate through the wash, 
would allow for wash habitat to be nearly devoid of vehicular traffic. That could be beneficial. However, 
locating hundreds of guests on the rim of the wash and setting up the wash property for guest use, would 
reverse any potential gains. 
 
 
It is my understanding that the parcel is deemed a priority for conservation, and land trusts are open to 
purchasing the property for preservation. That option should be explored. 
 
 
Zoning 
The parcel is zoned Rural Living. Residents along the Highway 247 corridor, and along both sides of the 
Pipes Canyon Wash, should all be notified of this project prior to closure of the public comment period. 
The county routinely only does the most minimal and legally required notifications for projects, which is 

EXHIBIT D PART 2 - 423 of 465



5

grossly irresponsible to their mission, and to the county residents who fund their positions. This is an 
enormous problem as the rural areas of the county lack thorough media coverage and the means to 
properly inform the public of projects that will impact them. Any project with 350 parking spaces in this 
area will have significant impact on local residents and public comment periods should not be closed 
until they have the opportunity to properly review and comment upon project information. Design can 
mitigate much of the negative impacts, but the concerns of local residents must be included at the outset 
of the project, instead of after it is too late to address those concerns. 
 
 
Water 
The parcel must be annexed into a water district to receive service. Does the Bighorn-Desert View Water 
Agency have appropriate supply to meet the demands of this resort without any possible impacts to 
existing customers? 
 
 
Wastewater 
There needs to be a hydrological study of the potential impact of the wastewater coming from 
approximately 300-400 guests and employees daily, upon the groundwater resources nearby, including 
residential wells. Without such a study, impacts will be realized after the fact. That is not acceptable. 
 
 
Events 
This site should either be a glamping resort or an event site, not both. It is proposed as a glamping resort, 
but there is information that was produced noting the possibility of hosting large events on site as well. 
Hosting large events at this location would be a disaster and would create dangerous traffic situations on 
Highway 247, and would directly contradict the intention of Rural Living zoning designation. Any 
proposal for 90.5 acres of temporary parking and concerts with up to 25,000 guests, should be nixed 
immediately. Should they not be, I would recommend the developers be required to pay for expanding 
Highway 247 to four lanes plus appropriate turn on/off lanes, from the intersection with Route 62 to 
Landers, prior to approval. It sounds extreme, but if they want to profit by creating disasters for local 
residents, they need to mitigate for those disasters up front. 
 
 
Noise and Light Pollution 
Reviewing plan materials for this project, it appears the lighting has been designed by urban designers 
with a romantic notion of desert life. That's fun, to an extent, however, the potential for excessive light 
pollution is significant if not addressed at this stage of the process. Lights need to be focused downward, 
with caps on top, to prevent as much light pollution as is possible. This will benefit not only local 
residents, but guests as well, who will enjoy being able to see the desert night sky. String lights on 5 
meter light posts should not be utilized except perhaps in an outdoor dining area. 
 
 
Loud music and noise should be prevented or mitigated in keeping with the Rural Living zoning of this 
property and surrounding properties. 
 
 
Native Plants 
The use of non-native plants for the project should be discouraged. There is no need for a saguaro forest 
in the Mojave Desert. Saguaro do not natively grow here, and it would be obscene to allow the removal of 
native Mojave Desert plants while non-native plants are substituted to create an artificial landscape. I 
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strongly recommend working with a native plant biologist like Robin Kobaly to craft a landscape utilizing 
the native desert plants on site and available. Either that, or plant a giant petunia forest to truly baffle 
guests. Why these folks need an agave farm, is mystifying, but after a few of the guests' children puncture 
themselves, they may have a change of heart. 
 
 
Helipad 
Perhaps this, coupled with the recording studio, and the proposal for 90.5 acres of parking and the ability 
to host 25,000 people at periodic concerts, are all part of the allure of this luxury glamping resort. In any 
event, how can this helipad be designed to be as safe as possible in an area frequently subjected to high 
winds, dust devils, and severe heat? Is this necessary? Why is this necessary? Could there be potential 
safety risks from power lines?  
 
 
Fault Zone 
Hi-desert residents who lived here in 1992, remember the Landers Earthquake quite well. Per the Fault 
Hazard Study conducted for the site, "surface fault rupture occurred within the western margin of the site 
along the trace of the Johnson Valley fault during the 1992 Landers earthquake. Evidence for the 1992 
surface rupture was still apparent during the 2007 field investigation." 
 
 
The report noted, "Primary faulting is indicated in only three of the ten trenches excavated and is shown 
with little apparent offset. This is somewhat troubling, especially consiering the suspected Pleistocene 
age of the lower sedimentary units exposed within the trenches and suggests that the materials were too 
massive to clearly reveal offsets and/or not old enough to reveal repeated displacements... For purposes 
of established building setbacks, Landmark has included fractures within the overall fault zone and has 
recommended a conservative 75 foot setback from the fracture zone. This results in a non-buildable zone 
that varies from approximately 100 to 400 feet in width along the western site boundary." 
 
 
The potential for significant seismic activity should be included in review of any site plans for this project. 
With most disruption occurring along the western side of the parcel, potential exists for water and power 
service to the site to be disrupted, as well as access to and from the site to Highway 247. 
 
 
Cultural Resources 
While a survey found few Native American cultural resources on site, they did find a prehistoric campsite 
with broken arrowheads and a possible prehistoric rock alignment, along with a rhyolite scraper, 
multiple cutting tools, and a mano fragment. Construction on this site should require a Native American 
site monitor. 
 
 
Please consider these to be my public comment on this project and include them in the appropriate 
record. 
 
 
Thank you, Nicole Hill 
Chef/Owner, La Copine  
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lacopinekitchen.com 

lacopinekitchen.com
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April 20, 2021
 
Jim Morrissey, San Bernardino County Land Use Services
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Bernardino, CA  92415-0110
 
Subject: Camping Development in Flamingo Heights
 
Dear Mr. Morrissey:
 
Along with many Morongo Basin residents, I am surprised and upset about the 
possibility of a large luxury camping development in Flamingo Heights. These 
large-scale possibilities proposed by legitimate but poorly-informed developers 
must be corralled by the County planning process. From what I’ve read about the 
proposal so far, this 75-campsite “glamping” facility would disturb the land and 
the residents in many ways. These include:
 
1. It would create excess traffic near a curvy part of Highway 247 that already 
has dangers due to speed and road curves.
 
2.  Fire danger would be exacerbated as camping visitors always seem to want 
campfires as part of their experience.
 
3.  The additional septic addition to the aquifer would only make worse the 
already tenuous water quality and quantity issues we face in the Basin.
 
4.  The area is full of Joshua trees; even if they grade around them, it will 
inevitably kill some of them, and the state may within a year approve the plan to 
designate them as threatened. (And this is an example of why that is!!)
 
I’m a Joshua Tree resident but I visit several friends in the area, with whom I 
share a deep appreciation for the natural desert environment that is still mostly 
rich in quiet, dark night skies, with wildlife and native plants in abundance and 

EXHIBIT D PART 2 - 427 of 465



comfortable rural living-spaced neighbors. I am appalled to think about the 
destruction of their treasured space and lifestyle. 
 
I strongly oppose this development and hope you will consider my position as the 
planning process moves forward. 
 
Thank you,
 
Laraine Turk
PO Box 305
64024 Hollinger Road
Joshua Tree, CA 92252
Laraine518@earthlink.net
760.799.2951
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Lark McMillan <lark@larkmcmillan.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 5:38 PM
To: Supervisor.Row@bos.sbcounty.gov; Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Comment for PROJ-2020-00191

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello Ms.Rowe and Mr. Morrissey,

I am writing to ask you to oppose the “Flamingo 640” (PROJ 2020 00191) project in Yucca Valley.

I am a local real estate agent and I live in the hi desert full time. I am often torn between development (selling lots for
this purpose is in my job description) and environmental protection. However, my stance here is firm: this “glamping”
resort CAN NOT be built.

This desert is a magical place, and it’s full of species that are barely surviving because of human impact. Joshua trees are
dying because of climate change. They are being removed at alarming rates, as well. This particular stand of old growth
Joshua trees in Flamingo Heights must be protected. The owls and rabbits and squirrels and snakes that live there must
have homes. The tortoise (my favorite!) needs its burrows.

We DO NOT need more traffic, more garbage, more light pollution, more noise. We certainly DO NOT need a 25,000
capacity music festival with a helicopter pad in an ecologically fragile part of Yucca Valley.

And, don’t forget, there was a devastating fire in this area only a few years ago. We are in a drought. It is not responsible
to draw more water from an already limited supply, and it’s not responsible to have hundreds of campers (maybe with
campfires? Definitely with cigarettes and lighters) in a VERY windy, VERY HIGH RISK fire area.

If we want to have tourism for years to come, we can not be short sighted on this. We must heavily consider every tree
that is impacted, every grain of sand to be moved, every single life that will be impacted.

Thanks for your time. Again, please do not approve PROJ 2020 00191.
 
 

Lark McMillan 
DRE #02084809 
Coldwell Banker Roadrunner Realty 
lark@larkmcmillan.com 
 
760-459-4663 cell 
www.larkmcmillan.com 
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Laura Crane <lauracrane@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 10:38 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Concerns with Project# PROJ-2020-00191, Assessor Parcel Number: 0629-181-01
Attachments: concerns apn 0629-181-01.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Jim,

Attached please find a letter that expresses my concerns with Project# PROJ 2020 00191 on Assessor Parcel Number:
0629 181 01 in the Flamingo Heights area of Yucca Valley. Please add me (at this email address) to your list of interested
parties in this application. If you need a mailing address from me, please let me know.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Laura Crane
Yucca Valley, CA
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Laura Emerick <lauraemerick@ymail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 9:29 AM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: The Conditional Use Permit for PROJ-2020-00191 must be DENIED.

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments 
unless you can confirm the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
 
April 26, 2021 
To:  Jim Morrissey 
Jim.Morrissey@LUS.SBCounty.gov 
Project:  PROJ-2020-00191 
APN: 0629-181-01 
 
The Conditional Use Permit for PROJ-2020-00191 must be DENIED. 
 
With the application of this Conditional Use Permit (CUP) to establish a destination resort, San Bernardino 
County IS SETTING PRECEDENT for what every single parcel owner and out-of-the-area investor can do with 
their properties going forward. So the question needs to be asked:  WHY HAVE ZONING??? 
 
The scale of Jericho Systems “Flamingo 640” project far exceeds this location’s ability to safely and 
responsibly host a commercial endeavor of this size (the concert venue capacity would have exceeded the 
entire population of nearby Yucca Valley by 25%!!!). Zoned Rural Living (RL), parcel 0629-181-01 is a poor 
location choice for a large influx of tourists for several reasons. The out-of-the-area investors need to be held 
accountable to the RL zoning designation. 
 
This parcel is NOT ZONED for commercial activities. Precedent must be established for every investor who is 
buying property at this time, with the false sense that any ‘ole place can go into the glamping business, with fire 
rings and bonfires for every camp site. This is a disaster waiting to happen. The county's sheriff's department, 
fire department and hospital capacity is not currently funded to support an enormous increase in tourists - they 
are already overwhelmed right now!!! 
 
State Route 247 is already one of the deadliest roads in California. Approval of this project will require 
CalTrans to conduct traffic studies, address the need for left turn lanes and additional stop lights. The visiting 
tourist does not appreciate how dangerous State Route 247 is…putting themselves and residents at a very 
high risk of injury or death. In the decade that I have been driving SR247, three weeks ago I was nearly killed 
by a Jeep with Oregon plates. Every single time that I drive SR247, I realize the risk of injury or death is much 
higher than on other California roads. A residential development on this parcel would at least have residential 
use of this road, neighbors would be familiar with and could take precautions for safety that tourists will never 
even be aware of. 
 
Approval of this CUP would have devastating biological impacts. The Circle Mountain Biological Consultants, 
Inc., Edward L. LaRue, completed a biological survey in 2008, which showed where the Desert Tortoise was at 
that time. This parcel is in a major wildlife corridor. Approval of a CUP will require a new Environmental Impact 
Study. 
 
The Bureau of Land Management has designated this area to be of Critical Environmental Concern, as it 
provides habitat connectivity for the Sand to Snow National Monument, the Bighorn Wilderness area and the 
Joshua Tree National Park. 
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The 247 Scenic Route has already been approved. If the CUP is approved, the proposed project would violate 
this decades-long appreciation for the open space and horizon-to-horizon beauty that is unique to this area. 
The entire PURPOSE of the 247 Scenic Route would become IRRELEVANT. 
 
The Conditional Use Permit for PROJ-2020-00191 must be DENIED. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Emerick 
POB 1222 
Yucca Valley, CA  92284 
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Lauren Every-Wortman <laurenallegra3w@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 5:51 PM
To: Supervisor Rowe; Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Say no to Flamingo 640

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Supervisor Rowe and Planner Morrissey,

I am a resident of Joshua Tree and I strongly disapprove of the conditional use permit for the proposed Festival and
Glamping site on the east side of 247.

This development will further harm endangered wildlife and flora in the area.

The enormous crowds expected during music festivals will completely overrun the resources of our small community
including food and medical access.

Poorly managed / illegal fires pose a huge risk for our area.

The heavy traffic will be not only annoying but potentially dangerous on our one lane highway and dirt roads.

Instead I can think of many other ways this land can be used to further strengthen our community! It could be turned
into an affordable housing development, a land trust for permanent conservation, or even a commercial zone for motels
and local restaurants!

Thank you for your time!

All my best,

Lauren Every Wortman
+1 (310) 906 8947
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Lee Scott <pipoon@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Thursday, April 22, 2021 10:18 AM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Flamingo 640 project

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Re: PROJECT 2020 00191 on Parcel 0629 181 01

Dear Mr. Morrissey,

I am a resident of Flamingo Heights and I am opposed to the Flamingo 640 project. The parcel is zoned for Rural Living. It
is inappropriate to place a hotel with an outdoor music venue and helipad in the middle of a quiet residential
neighborhood. The most important feature of living in this neighborhood is the quiet. That’s the main reason we choose
to live here. To propose a hotel with all its accessory buildings restaurant, bar, recording studio etc to be built in a
quiet neighborhood of single family homes shows very poor judgment on behalf of the developers.

As I am writing my wife tells me they have withdrawn the proposal for the music amphitheater. Whether this is true or
not it does not matter, the damage is done:

the fact that that the developer would even think of having concerts for
25,000 people demonstrates a gross disregard for the concerns and well
being of it’s neighbors. This shows that the developer has no respect for
me and my neighbors.

Solutions

1. This parcel has been the number one priority for purchase for Mojave Desert Land Trust. The parcel is an important
wildlife corridor and home to endangered species. Let MDLT have the opportunity to purchase the parcel at fair market
value.

2. There is plenty of commercial acreage along highway 62 from Yucca Valley to 29 Palms. This is where this project
belongs.

3. The parcel is much better suited for single family homes which are sorely needed.

Conclusion This parcel is the wrong place for this parcel.

Thank you,

Lee Scott
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Lelania Cortez <lelania.nichole@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 12:22 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Cc: Supervisor Rowe
Subject: NO Proj-2020-00191

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello,

I am a constituent of San Bernardino County in Yucca Valley and I am writing to oppose and express my concerns of Proj
2020 00191, the development of a grandiose project in old growth Joshua Tree woodland.

 This area is of concern as it is the habitual of the state level endangered desert tortoise, the protected
burrowing owl under the migratory bird act and not to mention the western Joshua Tree a threatened and
protected species under the California Endangered Species Act.

 The configuration of Route 247 near the site means adding large amounts of traffic entering the roadway could
be extremely dangerous on a highway with an inordinate amount of high speed collisions.

 3 each 700sqft fire pits for 75 campsites, raise serious concerns about intentions, air quality and fire safety.
Morongo Basin is a high drought area.

 The uprooting of State Threatened Western Joshua Trees to make way for roads, structures and parking.
 The potential for pollution of groundwater in Pipes Canyon Wash from septic systems, visitor vehicle oil and

coolant leaks, or campers carelessly discarding dishwater and similar items into the soil or wash is grounds for
further investigation.

 Glampsite will allow significant noise and light pollution and have a negative impact on residents and wildlife.
 The effect on the immediate vicinity from increased and unplanned tourism development will negatively impact

the residents of Landers and Flamingo Heights.
 This is a High wind event area and structures must be able to sustain 70mph winds.
 This, in conjunction with several other proposed camp sites, will lead to an influx of traffic, especially on already

crowded weekends, limits must be imposed or our neighborhoods will be inundated.
 New Environmental Impact Studies are requested.
 Cal Trans Studies & Traffic Impact Studies are requested.
 I strongly urge the developer to meet with the community and Planning Department together.
 Property is not zoned for commercial enterprises of this magnitude and should be reconsidered.
 This delicate area would be better suited for a Desert Nature Preserve.
 Helicopters (whether emergency of VIP) will create dust and disturb wildlife as well as create ongoing nuisance

for neighboring communities.

Thank you,
Lelania Cortez
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Leslie Burkhardt <leslieburkhardt@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, April 25, 2021 2:15 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: PROJ-2020-00191, Assessor Parcel No: 0629-181-01

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi,

I'm a neighbor who lives in the area of the proposed "Flamingo 640" Glam Camping Project

I already do not travel on this stretch of Hwy 247 too many head on crashes caused by dips in the road that cause cars
to disappear for drivers who refuse to heed passing markings along the center of the highway. A traffic signal will be
needed at this site for access to the highway, and at Reche and Linn for campers who will be traveling to Giant Rock,
Gubler Orchids, and the Integratron. This project needs to fund all necessary safety upgrades that will become
necessary due to the influx of traffic that their project will create.

An increase in traffic on dirt roads in the surrounding areas by people unaware of the hazards of traveling the legal
speed limit on these roads must be considered. We are seeing these sorts of traffic tragedies that the county has thus
far been completely unwilling to address:
WOMAN, TWO DOGS KILLED IN ROLL OVER CRASH IN LANDERS SATURDAY | Z107.7 FM (z1077fm.com)
The locals, when they are sober, are aware of the hazards, but visitors are not.

How will this impact already strained water and sewage resources? All necessary upgrades need to be paid for by the
project owners.

Thanks,
Leslie Burkhardt
Landers, CA
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Lily Davalos <lilianna4519@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 11:45 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: PROJ--2020-00191

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments 
unless you can confirm the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
 
Jim Morrissey, 
 
First and foremost, thank you for taking the time to read my email involving my concerns for your project 
proposal. To give you some context about myself, I am a Flamingo Heights local and have lived in the desert 
my whole life. I am a Natural Resources major and have been learning all about our desert ecosystems for the 
past few years. I feel that this project would endanger many species. All of the acres you wish to build on are 
currently homes for wildlife and local flora. Right now, we currently have many endangered species in our 
environment: the desert tortoise, the burrowing owl, and of course the Joshua Tree. I am concerned for the 
safety and longevity of these species that make this beautiful desert what it is. Other concerns that come to 
mind would be fire safety, loud noise, and light pollution. Currently, this area is rather serene in comparison to 
Yucca Valley and Joshua Tree. HWY 247 consists of only two lanes, so this project would bring in a lot of 
traffic which could result in accidents and more roadkill. There are already so many places for visitors to camp 
at. As for festivals, the campgrounds where Joshua Tree Musical Festival come to mind. I truly believe this 
project would bring many more problems that outweigh potential success. I kindly and with much respect ask 
that you please reconsider this project. Please, keep the very delicate ecosystem in mind when moving 
forward. Let's keep this desert healthy, clean, and livable for all species. You have the power to help this 
beautiful land! 
 
Thank you for your time, 
 
Lilianna Davalos 
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From: Lily Glass <lily@lilyglassphotography.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 10:32 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: opposition to proj : 2020-00191

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Mr. Morrissey,
I'm writing with concern in regards to PROJ : 2020 00191 / Parcel #0629 181 01

The addition of 640 acre luxury glamping and concert venue would critically disrupt the wildlife and natural landscape of
the area. I'm asking you not to go forward with the new "Flamingo 640" but rather intentionally preserve and protect
this vulnerable landscape and its inhabitants.

Thank you for your attention to this matter
Lily Glass

@lilyglass
www.lilyglassphotography.com
los angeles, california
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From: Lily Simon <lilysimon.15@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 7:14 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: OPPOSITION TO PROJ 2020-00191 / PARCEL # 0629-181-01

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

I am writing in OPPOSITION of the Flamingo 640 resort looking to further develop Yucca Valley and thus take away
crucial habitat for animals and accessibility to the true beauty of nature.

It is an irresponsible decision in the midst of rapid climate change to not only build a resource intensive development,
but to take even more land away from what makes Yucca Valley a safe environment for wildlife. I believe the
establishment would deter the community's most influential supporters of wildlife and instead only promote those
looking to see one location and not even come into the park or support the local community.

Thank you for your consideration and please say NO.

Lily Simon
214 991 8538
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From: LINDA HORNBERGER <lmhtwb@prodigy.net>
Sent: Friday, April 23, 2021 2:22 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: PROJ-2020-00191 Parcel no. 0629-181-01

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello, 
I am writing to you about the proposed glamping site in Flamingo Heights, just north of Yucca 
Valley.  (PROJ-2020-00191 Parcel no. 0629-181-01)  This as you know is an area zone for rural 
residential living, not commercial developments. 
 
I moved to Flamingo Heights about 20 years ago specifically because it has so much open space with 
lots of wildlife, a huge number of plant species (I am a trained botanist), and so much peace and 
quiet.  The decision to live in my little bit of paradise comes at a price -- I commute 1 hr each way to 
work, repairs often require an extra charge for distance, and internet access is horrible.  And I will 
gladly continue to put up with these problems as it is such a wonderful place. 
 
And then I heard about this huge glamping site proposed.   
 

The site that this development is proposed for is heavily forested with Joshua trees, which are now an 
endangered species in California.  We lost a large group of them last summer when there was a fire 
about 1/2 mile south of the site.  It will take hundreds of years for that to recover!  Since it is 
damaged, that would be a better site than an area that is pristine.  Sure the developers will probably 
say they will move them, but I've seen Joshua trees moved... less than 10% survive more than 2 
years as their roots are extremely deep in a dry environment.  Those trees on that site will be 
destroyed! 
 
But Joshua trees are not the only species that will be harmed -- burrowing owls, raptors, large cats 
like bobcats, and of course the desert tortoise will all lose critical habitat.  At the very least, a NEW, 
not 13 yr old, environmental impact study needs to be done to assess the area and to carefully map 
ALL Joshua trees. 
 

I also see they are proposing fire pits.  Seriously?  This area has had a ban on burning form most of 
the 20 years I've lived here.  One spark and the entire area is at risk.  The closure of nearby fire 
stations have meant a much longer delay in response times.  So when, not if, there is a fire -- either 
from a fire pit or from an accident -- not only will the habitat be destroyed, but many folks could 
potentially lose their homes. Will the developers pay to re-open the closed fire stations?  Will they pay 
for my fire insurance or for the loss of my house if something does happen?  Will they have 24 hr 
supervision with proper equipment to supervise those fire pits?  I'm guessing the answers are all "no". 
 
I could easily go on and mention the traffic problems on 247, the light pollution, noise pollution (if they 
seriously intend to have outdoor concerts), and impact on the water supply, but I will stop. 
 
Please, preserve the beauty of area, preserve the wildlife, and vote against this.   
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Respectfully, 
Linda Hornberger 
1424 Wamego Trl 
Yucca Valley 
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Lindsay Hollinger <lhollinger@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 20, 2021 9:53 AM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Re: Comments re: Project # PROJ-2020-00191 "Flamingo 640 Glamping Resort"
Attachments: Letter to Planning Lindsay Hollinger PROJ-2020-00191  .docx

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

thanks Jim, i appreciate it. I know your job is intense and I appreciate your time to engage with the community.

The festival/event rumor is definitely swirling here in JT. The fear is that they will host big weddings & events (whether
they be private or public, music or craft markets or whatever...bringing a volume of visitors above the bed count). Its
hard to pull the brakes on that once the site is established and the business is doing whatever they please. Once the
project is built, what is to keep them from doing that or pulling event permits?

best,
lindsay

ps I attached the comments as a word doc if that makes it easier for you, looks like all my formatting was lost in the
email. :)

On Tue, Apr 20, 2021 at 9:38 AMMorrissey , Jim <Jim.Morrissey@lus.sbcounty.gov> wrote:

Good Morning;

Thank you for your comments and they will be added to the file. Please be aware this proposal does not include a
music festival use.

Jim Morrissey

Planner 
Land Use Services Department 
Phone: 909-387- 4234 
Fax: 909-387-3223 
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1st Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187
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Our job is to create a county in which those who reside and invest can prosper and achieve well-being.

www.SBCounty.gov

 

County of San Bernardino Confidentiality Notice: This communication contains confidential information sent solely for the use of the intended recipient. If you are 
not the intended recipient of this communication, you are not authorized to use it in any manner, except to immediately destroy it and notify the sender.

From: Lindsay Hollinger <lhollinger@gmail.com>
Sent:Monday, April 19, 2021 10:27 PM
To:Morrissey , Jim <Jim.Morrissey@lus.sbcounty.gov>
Subject: Comments re: Project # PROJ 2020 00191 "Flamingo 640 Glamping Resort"

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mr. Morrissey,

My name is Lindsay Hollinger and I live in Joshua Tree. I am writing to you today about the “Flamingo 
640”  glamping project that is currently being considered for a conditional use permit.
I wish to submit my comments and questions.

Project # PROJ-2020-00191                 
Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 0629-181-01 

My comments, concerns and questions are:
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1.  

2.    Project description and

3.     plans for use submitted to the county reflect a Motel/hotel-like project, not a campground.

4.    The proposed project has many permanent structures that house short-term

5.     guests. It also has proposed permanent structures that include a restaurant, bar, shop, helipad, 
multi-use buildings, reception area, and a large parking area as a motel/hotel would. This does not 
align with traditional campground use. The project should follow

6.     the protocols for zoning and permitting as required for a motel/hotel/hospitality project- or in the 
very least, re-evaluated or be required to submit additional plans or information to prove it is truly a 
“campground”

7.  

2.  

3.    The proposed

4.     project is on a Parcel that is zoned RL (Rural Living) and this zoning should maintain the 
current & future residents’ peaceful enjoyment of their property and homes.

5.             The conditional use permit would not mitigate the erosion of the lifestyle RL zoning is designed to 
protect. It would bring large numbers of guests and all that it entails (see comments below re: traffic safety, 
fire safety, light trespass, noise trespass)

6.  

3.  

4.    This project

5.     would cause Desert Habitat destruction that cannot be undone once destroyed. 

6.    This is an extremely important habitat for many species, including desert tortoise (state 
endangered),

7.     western Joshua tree (state threatened), western burrowing owl (California Species of Special 
Concern), migratory birds (protected under the migratory bird treaty act) and other wildlife, including 
desert kit fox, mountain lion. Creosote rings and Mojave yucca

8.             clonal rings are present as well, some of them potentially thousands of years old. A 2006 biological 
survey report is attached for your reference, but a more recent one is needed.

9.  
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4.  

5.    The Parcel

6.     is an important wildlife connectivity link between San Bernardino Mountains/Sand to Snow
7.             National Monument, Bighorn Mountain Wilderness, Marine Corps base, and Joshua Tree National 
Park. Development would remove that ecological value and do irreparable harm to wildlife.

8.  

 

5.  

6.    The Parcel

7.     is in a priority conservation area and has been identified by the Mojave Desert Land Trust 
as such.

8.            Land trusts are ready to offer fair market value for the property, protecting it in perpetuity.

9.  

6.  

7.    Traffic

8.     safety will be adversely affected. Old Woman Springs Road is an extremely dangerous highway.

9.     In the last five years there have been more than a dozen accidents in the stretch of highway 
between Aberdeen and Reche that required first responder involvement according to data:

10.  Refer

11.   to this link for crash data.  Adding in excess of 100 cars exiting and entering the

12.   highway multiple times a day poses serious risks for guests and residents. A thorough traffic 
study, dedicated turn lanes, and even a stop light should be considered if the project goes forward. 
The likelihood of extra costs to the county for first responders

13.           should be assessed.

14.  

7.  

8.    Fire pits

9.     are included in the proposal. How will Fire Safety be enforced?  This site is vulnerable
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10.   to fire, as can be seen by the scorched earth and fire scars still visible a short distance from the 
parcel on the side of Old Woman Springs road just outside Pipes wash. Will food grills, often 
traditionally part of campgrounds, also be included? Will operations

11.           include onsite staff who can restrict fire pit use during burning bans, high-wind events, or periods of 
high particulate matter counts? If not, who will be responsible for fire safety, and for environmental and public 
safety in general? 

12.  

8.  

9.    Water supply:

10.   there is no water supply to this property.

11.  How will the project get water?

12.   The parcel is not in the service area of either Bighorn Desert View or High Desert Water District. 
In order to develop the property in line with basic building codes, Bighorn Desert View would have to 
agree to build a pipeline to serve the property, at the

13.           land owner’s expense. Have owners contacted Bighorn Desert View, and what is the likelihood that 
the water agency would actually agree to serve this facility? 

14.  

 

9.  

10.  Wastewater

11.   generated by the proposed project will be high in volume. Considering perhaps 200-300 
guests

12.   in a typical weekend in season, will the leach field included in the proposed plans be able to 
handle the volume of waste generated? What volume of waste water is projected to be disposed of via 
this leach field? How will the plans ensure this large addition

13.           of wastewater won’t infiltrate into neighbors’ wells (there are at least 61 domestic wells within a few 
miles downstream) or the aquifer serving Bighorn Desert View Water Agency? Is there are hydrology studies 
available for the project?

14.  

10.  

11.  Noise and

12.   light trespass: Will the entire facility be available for rent to one party for special
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13.   events? Will concerts or festivals be planned here? How many helicopter landings/departures are 
envisioned per month? Studies of potential noise levels should be undertaken. Lighting sufficient for 
hundreds of guests, plus ambient light from lodging units,

14.           fires, visitor headlights, party lights, and other sources of illumination are likely to pose a substantial 
addition to light trespass in this relatively dark area, posing threats to safety, wildlife, and quiet enjoyment by 
neighbors. 

15.  

16.  

17.   How

18.   will the proposed project be accessible for those with physical limitations, as required by 
the Americans with Disabilities Act?

19.           New development in our community should be planned with all community members at its center, and 
if this proposed project is to move forward it should be ADA Accessible.

20.  

12.  

13.  How would the proposed project

14.   utilize local labor and contractors to support the local community? One
15.           of the benefits often touted by developers of projects like this is bringing jobs to the high desert 
community, but how can this proposed development project ensure that local labor and local business see the 
benefits?

16.  

 

13.  

14.  How would the campground

15.   keep their guests from trespassing on adjacent properties? The proposed

16.   project will bring a large volume of guests and tourists, unfamiliar with desert living and 
neighborhood etiquette. The proposed plans state that they will be for “guest use only” but how can 
that be guaranteed? How will they control and distinguish between

17.           visitors, photographers & “lookie-loos” who come to the property and use it?

18.  

14.  

15.  Environmental Impact Report
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16.   (EIR): a project of this scale needs assessment of the full impact and
17.           requiring an EIR will be very important. Will an EIR be required? I hope so.

18.  

In conclusion, I strongly urge the planning committee to reject this proposal. 

At a minimum, I would like to see the following steps taken prior to a Conditional Use Permit be issued for this 
proposed project:

  

         all questions and comments noted above

          be considered and answered by the developer and Planning, and the public be allowed to review 
and comment again before any permit is issued. 

  
  

         the project should be re-evaluated

          and considered a hospitality motel/hotel resort development project and required to be permitted 
as such

  
  

         An Environmental Impact Report be

          required to proceed and the public be allowed to review and comment on it before any permit is 
issued

  
  

         A Hydrology study be required to proceed

          and the public be allowed to review and comment on it before any permit is issued

  
  

         Any development be fully ADA accessible

  

I believe that community-centered, environmentally-mindful development is possible in the high 
desert. I would like to see the County persevere to guide development so that it benefits all 
stakeholders: local residents, local business, and tourists...not just developers looking to exploit the 
desert solely for profit. 
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I would love to speak with you further about this project, and I look forward to participating in the public 
comments and meetings surrounding it. Please feel free to reach out any time. I can be reached at 315-569-
3856 or lhollinger@gmail.com

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Best Regards,
Lindsay Hollinger

lindsayhollinger.com

315.569.3856

lindsayhollinger.com
315.569.3856
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Lindsay Hollinger <lhollinger@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 19, 2021 10:27 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Comments re: Project # PROJ-2020-00191 "Flamingo 640 Glamping Resort"
Attachments: DanMark640.0680[21].pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mr. Morrissey,

My name is Lindsay Hollinger and I live in Joshua Tree. I am writing to you today about the “Flamingo 
640”  glamping project that is currently being considered for a conditional use permit.
I wish to submit my comments and questions.

Project # PROJ-2020-00191                 
Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 0629-181-01 

My comments, concerns and questions are:

1.  
2. Project description and 
3.  plans for use submitted to the county reflect a Motel/hotel-like project, not a campground. 
4. The proposed project has many permanent structures that house short-term 
5.  guests. It also has proposed permanent structures that include a restaurant, bar, shop, helipad, multi-

use buildings, reception area, and a large parking area as a motel/hotel would. This does not align with 
traditional campground use. The project should follow 

6.  the protocols for zoning and permitting as required for a motel/hotel/hospitality project- or in the very 
least, re-evaluated or be required to submit additional plans or information to prove it is truly a 
“campground” 

7.  

2.  
3. The proposed 
4.  project is on a Parcel that is zoned RL (Rural Living) and this zoning should maintain the 

current & future residents’ peaceful enjoyment of their property and homes. 
5.  The conditional use permit would not mitigate the erosion of the lifestyle RL zoning is designed to 
protect. It would bring large numbers of guests and all that it entails (see comments below re: traffic safety, fire 
safety, light trespass, noise trespass) 

6.  

3.  
4. This project 
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5.  would cause Desert Habitat destruction that cannot be undone once destroyed.  
6. This is an extremely important habitat for many species, including desert tortoise (state endangered), 
7.  western Joshua tree (state threatened), western burrowing owl (California Species of Special 

Concern), migratory birds (protected under the migratory bird treaty act) and other wildlife, including 
desert kit fox, mountain lion. Creosote rings and Mojave yucca 

8.  clonal rings are present as well, some of them potentially thousands of years old. A 2006 biological 
survey report is attached for your reference, but a more recent one is needed. 

9.  

 

4.  
5. The Parcel 
6.  is an important wildlife connectivity link between San Bernardino Mountains/Sand to Snow 

7.  National Monument, Bighorn Mountain Wilderness, Marine Corps base, and Joshua Tree National 
Park. Development would remove that ecological value and do irreparable harm to wildlife. 

8.  

 

5.  
6. The Parcel 
7.  is in a priority conservation area and has been identified by the Mojave Desert Land Trust as 

such. 
8. Land trusts are ready to offer fair market value for the property, protecting it in perpetuity. 

9.  

6.  
7. Traffic 
8.  safety will be adversely affected. Old Woman Springs Road is an extremely dangerous highway. 
9.  In the last five years there have been more than a dozen accidents in the stretch of highway between 

Aberdeen and Reche that required first responder involvement according to data: 
10. Refer 
11.  to this link for crash data.  Adding in excess of 100 cars exiting and entering the 
12.  highway multiple times a day poses serious risks for guests and residents. A thorough traffic study, 

dedicated turn lanes, and even a stop light should be considered if the project goes forward. The 
likelihood of extra costs to the county for first responders 

13.  should be assessed. 
14.  

7.  
8. Fire pits 
9.  are included in the proposal. How will Fire Safety be enforced?  This site is vulnerable 
10.  to fire, as can be seen by the scorched earth and fire scars still visible a short distance from the parcel 

on the side of Old Woman Springs road just outside Pipes wash. Will food grills, often traditionally part 
of campgrounds, also be included? Will operations 

11.  include onsite staff who can restrict fire pit use during burning bans, high-wind events, or periods of 
high particulate matter counts? If not, who will be responsible for fire safety, and for environmental and public 
safety in general?  

12.  
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8.  
9. Water supply: 
10.  there is no water supply to this property. 
11. How will the project get water? 
12.  The parcel is not in the service area of either Bighorn Desert View or High Desert Water District. In 

order to develop the property in line with basic building codes, Bighorn Desert View would have to 
agree to build a pipeline to serve the property, at the 

13.  land owner’s expense. Have owners contacted Bighorn Desert View, and what is the likelihood that the 
water agency would actually agree to serve this facility?  

14.  

 

9.  
10. Wastewater 
11.  generated by the proposed project will be high in volume. Considering perhaps 200-300 guests 
12.  in a typical weekend in season, will the leach field included in the proposed plans be able to handle the 

volume of waste generated? What volume of waste water is projected to be disposed of via this leach 
field? How will the plans ensure this large addition 

13.  of wastewater won’t infiltrate into neighbors’ wells (there are at least 61 domestic wells within a few 
miles downstream) or the aquifer serving Bighorn Desert View Water Agency? Is there are hydrology studies 
available for the project? 

14.  

10.  
11. Noise and 
12.  light trespass: Will the entire facility be available for rent to one party for special 
13.  events? Will concerts or festivals be planned here? How many helicopter landings/departures are 

envisioned per month? Studies of potential noise levels should be undertaken. Lighting sufficient for 
hundreds of guests, plus ambient light from lodging units, 

14.  fires, visitor headlights, party lights, and other sources of illumination are likely to pose a substantial 
addition to light trespass in this relatively dark area, posing threats to safety, wildlife, and quiet enjoyment by 
neighbors.  

15.  
16.  
17.  How 
18.  will the proposed project be accessible for those with physical limitations, as required by the 

Americans with Disabilities Act? 
19.  New development in our community should be planned with all community members at its center, and 
if this proposed project is to move forward it should be ADA Accessible. 

20.  

12.  
13. How would the proposed project 
14.  utilize local labor and contractors to support the local community? One 

15.  of the benefits often touted by developers of projects like this is bringing jobs to the high desert 
community, but how can this proposed development project ensure that local labor and local business see the 
benefits? 

16.  
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13.  
14. How would the campground 
15.  keep their guests from trespassing on adjacent properties? The proposed 
16.  project will bring a large volume of guests and tourists, unfamiliar with desert living and neighborhood 

etiquette. The proposed plans state that they will be for “guest use only” but how can that be 
guaranteed? How will they control and distinguish between 

17.  visitors, photographers & “lookie-loos” who come to the property and use it? 
18.  

14.  
15. Environmental Impact Report 
16.  (EIR): a project of this scale needs assessment of the full impact and 

17.  requiring an EIR will be very important. Will an EIR be required? I hope so. 
18.  

In conclusion, I strongly urge the planning committee to reject this proposal. 

At a minimum, I would like to see the following steps taken prior to a Conditional Use Permit be issued for this 
proposed project:

  
 all questions and comments noted above 
  be considered and answered by the developer and Planning, and the public be allowed to review and 

comment again before any permit is issued.  
  
  
 the project should be re-evaluated 
  and considered a hospitality motel/hotel resort development project and required to be permitted as 

such 
  
  
 An Environmental Impact Report be 
  required to proceed and the public be allowed to review and comment on it before any permit is issued 
  
  
 A Hydrology study be required to proceed 
  and the public be allowed to review and comment on it before any permit is issued 
  
  
 Any development be fully ADA accessible 
  

I believe that community-centered, environmentally-mindful development is possible in the high 
desert. I would like to see the County persevere to guide development so that it benefits all 
stakeholders: local residents, local business, and tourists...not just developers looking to exploit the 
desert solely for profit. 
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I would love to speak with you further about this project, and I look forward to participating in the public 
comments and meetings surrounding it. Please feel free to reach out any time. I can be reached at 315-569-
3856 or lhollinger@gmail.com

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Best Regards,
Lindsay Hollinger

lindsayhollinger.com
315.569.3856

EXHIBIT D PART 2 - 456 of 465



1

Biggs, Lupe

From: Linnea Brotz <linneabrotz@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 8:27 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim; Dawn.rowe@mail.house.gov
Subject: PROJ: 2020-00191 

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments 
unless you can confirm the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
 
Hi! 
 
Please accept this as my comments on Project #PROJ-2020-00191, Assessor Parcel Number 0629-181-01, 
proposed for Flamingo Heights, on Highway 247. 
 
I am opposed to this project. The rural zoning, water needs, waste needs, traffic implications, fire threat, strain 
on local resources and affordable housing, and environmental impact on a delicate, struggling ecosystem are 
all reasons that this project should not be developed. I hope that the needs of long term residents and the 
magical ecosystem are put ahead of this profit driven luxury glamping development . 
 
Sincerely, a desert lover, 
Linnea Brotz 
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Lisa Burford <lisa@lisaburford.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 4:54 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Regarding Project #PROJ -2020-00191 (APN) 0629-181-01

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Jim Morrissey,
 
I am writing to express my comments regarding the Flamingo Heights 640 Project #PROJ-2020-00191 (APN 0629-181-
01).
 
My name is Lisa Burford, and I’m a nearly 9-year resident of Joshua Tree. I am also a small business owner in the area. I 
am in opposition to this project due to numerous reasons. 
 
The project is in a connectivity corridor between Sand to Snow National Monument, the Bighorn Wilderness, and Joshua 
Tree National Park. No project where noise, potential pollution, and disturbance by human activity should be placed within 
a wildlife corridor.
 
On top of that, to make way for roads, structures, and parking at the site, the State Threatened Western Joshua Trees will 
need to be uprooted.
 
The proposed 700 square foot fire pits seriously raise my concern about fire safety. Morongo Basin is a high drought area.
 
One of the reasons people choose to live here and visit the area is the dark night sky. This site will create light pollution 
and have a negative impact on residents and wildlife.
 
The idea of helicopters flying in and out of the site and over our area is an extreme, over the top, amenity for this site and 
will create dust and noise for wildlife and not only nearby residents, but neighboring communities as well. 
 
Finally, as I write this letter, the wind is blowing very hard as it often does in the area. This site is located in a high wind-
event area and structures must be able to sustain 70 mph winds. It is hard to imagine any glamping accommodations can 
hold up to winds of that speed.
 
Please do not consider this development for Flamingo Heights and the Morongo Basin.
 
Thank you,
Lisa Burford
 

To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

LISA BURFORD
designer | illustrator | educator
lisaburford.com
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Lori Gresty <lorigresty@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 8:04 PM
To: Dawn.Rowe@mail.house.gov; Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Strong opposition to PROJECT 2020-00191/Parcel # 0629-181-01

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

I strongly oppose any county legislation that would allow this project to proceed.

I’m sure you’ve heard most of the details from other desert lovers as why.

Lori Gresty
Joshua Tree
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Dear Jim,  

I'm writing because I was going to close escrow on 1523 Cambria Ave in Yucca Valley tomorrow, and 
have delayed close of escrow since 
discovering plans to set up a glamping development just south of the property I'm purchasing.  
I, like many other residents, chose Flamingo Heights for its wildlife, quiet and desert sanctuary away 
from the noise of the city. I have concerns about air pollution and the fire hazard from the smoke from 
so many campsites. I have concerns about protected species and unsafe traffic conditions. And 
foremost, the intrusion on the value of the purchase I made by concert noise, not to mention 
helicopter noise pollution. These objections to the proposed project do not take into consideration 
what a long form detailed Environmental Impact Report would reveal.

I was not in town for the meeting today, however I wanted to voice my objections to this proposed 
development and would love to see the parcel south of OWS be protected 
so that there is no intrusion on the both the public lands and that private homeowners living in their 
dwellings are not subjected to those seeking only to turn the land into profit at the expense of the rich 
and diverse wildlife and ecosystem.  

Thank you for considering my objections. 

Sincerely,

Louise Goffin
310-740-5849
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Louise Goffin <rodeo33rpm@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, March 19, 2022 1:04 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Re: Flamingo Heights 
Attachments: Glamping Project Letter.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Jim:

We meet again online.
As I wrote the last time this came up, I am part of a community that invested in my property to get away from noise and
congestion. I have put up with developers in the city of Los Angeles for the last decade and I put down a hefty sum,
raising the property values around me, to invest in rural living, without nightsky obstruction of lights or ambient sounds
not of nature, without congestion of cars on an already perilously fast highway with tourists on OWS Highway.

I honestly do not understand your role.

Are your interests with "managing" the concerns of the residents and locals? Are you serving the developers agendas
by fielding locals concerns so the developers can anticipate locals arguments and strategies?

No one, absolutely no one, who is local wants this.
This is all about outsiders screwing up the very thing we all treasure about living here.

I fully understand the developers thirst for this land to make money. Lands throughout the nation, not just California,
have been lost to the big money of developers over the humble savings of locals.

You are in the position to stop this. I urge you to clearly understand: I am not one voice locals DO NOT want this
glamping site approved. If you don't care about the locals,
and if you believe big business is good for the area, then please explain the nature of your role.

Since you are the point person to send protests to for San Bernadino County, where does it benefit the community to
enable developers and ruin the very treasure that this wonderful area has to offer to people, residents who have
invested their years and savings to sustaining and respecting the wildlife and quiet that flourishes in the absence of
congestion and glamping sites?

I do hope you can relay back to the other county officials and the applicants that this site is unsuitable for their needs, as
the locals will not have it.

I thank you for taking the time.

Yours sincerely,

Louise G
resident and homeowner
Cambria Ave
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Flamingo Heights

On Apr 19, 2021, at 9:36 PM, Louise Goffin <rodeo33rpm@gmail.com> wrote:

Dear Jim,  
 
I'm writing because I was going to close escrow on 1523 Cambria Ave in Yucca Valley tomorrow, and 
have delayed close of escrow since 
discovering plans to set up a glamping development just south of the property I'm purchasing.  
I, like many other residents, chose Flamingo Heights for its wildlife, quiet and desert sanctuary away 
from the noise of the city. I have concerns about air pollution and the fire hazard from the smoke from 
so many campsites. I have concerns about protected species and unsafe traffic conditions. And 
foremost, the intrusion on the value of the purchase I made by concert noise, not to mention 
helicopter noise pollution. These objections to the proposed project do not take into consideration 
what a long form detailed Environmental Impact Report would reveal.  
 
I was not in town for the meeting today, however I wanted to voice my objections to this proposed 
development and would love to see the parcel south of OWS be protected 
so that there is no intrusion on the both the public lands and that private homeowners living in their 
dwellings are not subjected to those seeking only to turn the land into profit at the expense of the rich 
and diverse wildlife and ecosystem.  
 
Thank you for considering my objections. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Louise Goffin  
310-740-5849 
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Lucy Carr Jones <carr.lucy@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 4:01 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: PROJ 2020-00191

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments 
unless you can confirm the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
 
Dear Mr. Morrissey, 
I am writing in opposition to the planned development in Flamingo Heights. This would be an ecological 
disaster and would ruin the natural landscape for which the area is so famous. It would also negatively impact 
the hi desert’s current human and animal residents. 
 
For the sake of future generations, please do not approve this resort. 
 
Best regards, Lucy Carr Jones 
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Lupe Stratton <luckylupe49@icloud.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 7:15 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Glamming site 

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments 
unless you can confirm the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
 
Sir, 
 
I have been a resident for 27 years.  My husband who is a Vietnam Veteran loves the quietness up here.  He 
has 100% PTSD.  Please sir this is a military town and there is many soldiers who need a quiet place to 
survive.  I could only think what our plan would bring to our community will be disaster.  More cars, people, 
congestion, noise pollution, night sky pollution,  animal killings & I could go on. 
 
Please go elsewhere maybe Northern California. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
The Stratton’s 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Biggs, Lupe

From: Lyndie Greenwood <lyndieloo@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 22, 2021 12:20 PM
To: Morrissey , Jim
Subject: Flamingo Heights Festival & Glamping Development Project - PROJ-2020-00191, Assessor Parcel 

Number (APN) 0629-181-01

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
can confirm the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mr Morrissey and the Land Use Services department,

I am writing in regards to the proposed glamping resort in Flamingo Heights. Development on this scale, in this rural
area, raises many concerns, but for the sake of brevity I'll address just two here.

1) Fire.
Our home has been threatened by fire many times since we moved here. Last year, ash rained from the sky as my

husband and I scrambled to gather as much brush from the land as we could, hoping to abate the fires heading our way.
Two years ago, directly across the road from the proposed glamping site, a fire raged as we watched, praying it would
not reach our home. That fire was started by one careless individual with a cigarette butt. I am very concerned about the
increased risk of fire from potentially hundreds of individuals who are encouraged to start fires in open pits. The land is
dry, and the winds are strong, and people who don't live here do not understand (or care about) the risks.

2) Noise and Light Pollution.
As those of us who live here know, sound travels in the desert. We have had issues with a neighbor who is trying to

start some sort of rave venue on his land. The noise he has generated during these attempts has traveled all the way to
Pioneertown (and his operation is much smaller than what is being proposed by Robott Land Company). The noise is
unbearable for those who live nearby, but local law enforcement can only do so much when they have so few working in
such a large area. Our calls for help often go unanswered. The noise from a 640 acre resort, coupled with the light
pollution it will produce, will drastically change the landscape for all local residents, human and non human alike.

Thank you for taking the time to hear my concerns. I am not opposed to development in the broader area, but the
proposed glamping site would be located on land that is zoned for Rural Living. Surely development of this scale would
be better suited to an area zoned for commercial use, as this is a giant commercial project.

Sincerely,

Lyndie Greenwood
55621 Pipes Canyon Rd
Yucca Valley CA
92284
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