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Clarification of Fire Risk on the Centennial Specific Plan Project Site 
 
Dear Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors, 
 
 Thank you very much for the continued opportunity to provide input on the Centennial Specific 
Plan (“Centennial”). As an organization, the California Native Plant Society (“CNPS”) is very concerned 
with the potential impacts of Centennial. CNPS has detailed the reasons why we oppose Centennial in 
numerous comment letters that focus on the project’s unacceptable impacts to irreplaceable grassland 
habitats, lack of appropriate mitigation, inappropriate use of Cap-and-Trade, and other issues. One 
issue that continues to be a major concern to CNPS members and the general public is that the 
Centennial project site is a dangerous place to build a new city for nearly 60,000 people. Chief among 
our concerns are the facts that project site is designated by CalFire as a High or Very High Fire Severity 
Zone (see Attachment 1), and that Centennial would be built on/adjacent to California’s two largest 
earthquake faults, the Garlock and San Andreas (see Attachment 2). 
 The issue of greenlighting large development projects in areas with high fire danger should be a 
primary concern to decision-makers. The Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors should regard 
wildfire as a major liability in their pending decision on Centennial. As we have seen over and over 
again, wildfires, specifically those that are wind-driven in habitats prone to fire, can devastate entire 
communities in the wildland urban interface. The recent destruction witnessed in the Carr, Camp, 
Thomas, Tubbs, and Woolsey Fires, is evidence that sprawl developments that extend into high fire-
prone areas will continue to experience wildfires with dire consequences. An unfortunate truth is that 
elected officials like yourselves must face the challenge of making decisions where and where not to 
permit communities. Even when faced with facts as you are today, past decisions by others have 
permitted communities later devastated by wildfires. With knowledge of the facts, we can and must 
prevent such devastation in the future. Areas where fires have historically burned will likely burn again. 
To help you visualize the gravity of the decision on Centennial, we have prepared Attachment 3, which 
shows before and after photos of recent California wildfires. These photos speak to the fact that 
communities do not need to be built on steep ground or within dense brush to be consumed by a 



wildfire. This fact is germane, given Tejon Ranch Company’s propaganda about the current and future 
risk of wildfire on Centennial. Below, we detail misleading statements made by Tejon Ranch in the EIR, 
in public testimony, and in the media. 
 
1. Inaccuracies in the EIR 
 The project’s FEIR1 (2-19 to 2-20) notes that “CAL FIRE classifies a zone as having a moderate, 
high, or very high fire hazard based on a combination of how a fire will behave and the probability of 
flames and embers threatening buildings. As explained in the Draft EIR, current characteristics of the 
Project site that contribute to its hazard designation include (1) limited access, (2) lack of existing 
adequate fire flows, (3) topography, and (4) types of vegetative cover. These characteristics would be 
addressed as the Project site is developed, as discussed below.” 
 The four factors stated in the FEIR as contributing to CalFire’s severity zoning are not wholly 
correct. “Limited access” and “lack of existing adequate fire flows” are not included in CalFire’s models. 
For clarity, here are the factors that CalFire considers when designating Fire Hazard Severity Zones2: 
 
Vegetation - Vegetation is "fuel" to a wildfire and it changes over time. Fire hazard considers the 
potential vegetation over a 50 year time horizon. 
Topography - Fire burns faster on steep slopes. 
Weather - Fire burns faster and with more intensity when air temperature is high, relative humidity is 
low, and winds are strong. 
Crown fire potential - Under extreme conditions, fires burn the up into trees and tall brush.  
Ember production and movement - Fire brands are blown ahead of the main fire spreading the fire 
and getting into buildings and igniting.  
Likelihood of an area burning over a 30 - 50 year time period. 
 
 These six factors are of central concern in evaluating the future risk of fire on Centennial. The 
FEIR points out various measures, including increasing firefighter access to the site, installing fire 
hydrants, etc., which are intended to reduce the project’s fire risk. While it is true that these measures 
are necessary and must be undertaken to help mitigate the fire risk on the project site, they will not 
alter the fact that Centennial is now and will in the future be located in a High or Very High Fire 
Severity Zone. In addition to downplaying the risk of fire, they have indicated that fire severity zoning 
will be downgraded if the development is built. This is simply not true given the parameters included in 
CalFire’s models. 
 
2. Prevarication in Public Testimony 
 At the Regional Planning Commission hearing on August 29, 2018 starting at 1:40:003 in the 
video, Jennifer Hernandez, speaking on behalf of Tejon Ranch Company stated: “This is in fact a severe 
fire risk area. The way the state ranking system works for ranking areas based on fire risk includes the 
access of that location to current fire services and the adequacy of access roads to that location, so a 
rural location without proximate fire services with inadequate as you think of it network of roads is a 

                                                           
1
 http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/case/sp_02-232_pm060022-20181211-attM1.pdf 

2
 http://www.fire.ca.gov/fire_prevention/fire_prevention_wildland_zones_development 

3
 http://lacdrp.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=1&clip_id=812&meta_id=30170 



high fire risk area that’s the way the state fire criteria works...We will come to a site build the roads 
and the fire stations and will make this site no longer a high risk fire area.” 
 As explained above in the discussion about fire hazard severity zones, Ms. Hernandez’s 
statement in inaccurate. Building roads and fire stations will not lessen the fire risk on Centennial. To 
fully illustrate this point we have prepared Attachment 4, which shows the fire stations in Los Angeles 
County that are currently located within CalFire Hazard Severity Zones. A total of 35 fire stations occur 
within or immediately adjacent to areas zoned by CalFire as either High or Very High Fire Severity 
Zones. Simply put, building fire stations on Tejon will not eliminate wildfire risk. 
 
3. Misdirection in the Media 
 On KPCC’s AirTalk4 on December 4, 2018, Barry Zoeller, Tejon Ranch Vice President of 
Corporate Communications & Investor Relations, said Centennial “it is currently listed as a high fire 
hazard area but this primarily due to the fact that there is some great distance between the nearest 
fire station and where Centennial is located. Of course, that will be mitigated by the fact that 
Centennial will have four fire stations within the community...” 
 As detailed above, fire risk zoning is not dependent on the distance to the nearest fire station 
(once again, see attachment 4). 
 
Conclusion 
 We strongly urge the Board of Supervisors to base their upcoming decision on Centennial on 
facts. For the details on how Fire Hazard Severity Zones are determined we urge the County to consult 
CalFire. Also, California has an impressive cadre of fire science experts in academia and working for 
public agencies that are available to provide guidance on the threat of wildfire to Centennial. We urge 
the County to consult these experts to clarify the risk of allowing future development in areas with high 
wildfire risk. 
 As stated previously, wildfire risk is just one of many reasons the Los Angeles County Board of 
Supervisors should reject the Centennial Specific Plan. Please feel free to contact me with any 
questions and thank you very much for your time. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Nicholas Jensen, PhD 
Southern California Conservation Analyst 
California Native Plant Society 
1500 North College Ave 
Claremont, CA 91711 
(530) 368-7839 
njensen@cnps.org 
 
                                                           
4
 https://www.scpr.org/programs/airtalk/2018/12/04/63950/given-threat-of-wildfires-should-the-tejon-ranch-p/ 







City of  Ventura, Ventura County, February 2016 

City of Ventura, Ventura County- January 2018 

Photo below corresponds to the 
area in the red circle. Imagery 
from January 2018. 

During the Thomas Fire, wind 
speeds reached 70 mph in 
December 2017 



Rancho Monserate, San Diego County, November 2016 

Photo below corresponds to the 
area in the red circle. Imagery 
from December 2017. 

During the Lilac Fire, wind speeds 
reached 66 mph in December 
2017. 

Rancho Monserate, San Diego County, December 2017 



Scripps Ranch, San Diego County, January 2003 

Photo below corresponds to the 
area in the red circle. Imagery 
from June 2004. 

During the Cedar Fire, wind 
speeds reached 70 mph in 
October and December 2003 

Scripps Ranch, San Diego County, June 2004 



Sylmar, Los Angeles County, July 2008 

Photo below corresponds to the 
area in the red circle. Imagery 
from June 2009. 

During the Sayre Fire, wind 
speeds reached 80 mph in 
November 2008. 

Sylmar, Los Angeles County, June 2009 



Coffey Park, Sonoma County, May 2017 

Coffey Park, Sonoma County,  October 2017 

Photo blow corresponds to the 
area in the red circle. Imagery 
from February 2018. 

During the Tubbs Fire, wind 
speeds reached 40-60 mph on 
October 8-9, 2018.  



Fountaingrove Area, Sonoma County,  May 2017 

Fountaingrove Area, Sonoma County, February 2018 

Photo below corresponds to the 
area in the red circle. Imagery 
from October 2017. 

During the Tubbs Fire, wind 
speeds reached 40-60 mph on 
October 8-9, 2018.  



Mark West Springs, Sonoma County, February 2015 

Mark West Springs, Sonoma County, February 2018 

Photo below  corresponds to 
the area in the red circle. 
Imagery from February 2018. 

During the Tubbs Fire, wind 
speeds reached 40-60 mph on 
October 8-9, 2018.  



Highway 101, Sonoma County, February 2015 

Highway 101, Sonoma County, October 2017 

Photo below corresponds to 
the area in the red circle. 
Imagery from October 2017. 

During the Tubbs Fire, wind 
speeds reached 40-60 mph on 
October 8-9, 2018.  
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