3/19/2026
Council Business A

Maria Morris Correspondence 4

— =
From: Lukasz Czerwinski —
Sent: Monday, March 16, 2026 7:52 PM
To: Maria Morris
Cc: Jerry and Kanya Chrisco; Julian Granada; Brian Berkson; Chris Barajas; Armando
Carmona; Guillermo Silva; Veronica Sanchez;—
Subject: Re: Final City Council Meeting re. Wakeland's Camino Terrace Proposal 2/19/2026

Good afternoon Maria,
Thank you for confirming the receipt of the community’s six postulates.

The residents are concerned that the online agenda for this Thursday’s meeting omits several critical and
objective points of feedback. We would like to understand why the following issues were excluded:

1. ADA and Fire Department Code Violations: while the agenda mentions conditional approval with "ADA
compliant curb ramps where applicable," it disregards consistent public testimony that the current site
configuration does NOT allow for full ADA compliance. Specifically, federal law requires separate streets
for ADA ingress and egress; the current proposal lacks a secondary means of egress. This hascome up 3
times and you guys continue to look the other way. Why has this not been included as a disqualifying
factor? You worry about power generators but are not concerned about disabled veterans who will be
neighbours of ours and residents of Camino Terrace Apartments? Lack of ADA compliant secondary
means of egress leads to the second point:

2. Alternative Site Access: several residents suggested utilizing the flatter terrain on Camino Real for
property entry and exit. Why has this not been incorporated into the conditions for approval or addressed
by the City Council?

3. The community has identified 14 code violations related to the current configuration. Several of these
appear to reflect inconsistent standards and questionable approval decisions that clearly

violate Riverside County Fire Department guidelines (OFM-01A). The Assistant Fire Marshall also signed
off oningress and egress on a 16% slope - not only is this a violation of every federal and state highway
safety manual, but a clear double standard when it comes to fire evacuation approvals - the Fire Marshall
refused to sign off on ingress and egress being on the same street in relation to two local developments
which were on flat land and low-density: Countryside Estates and Richmond American Homes. Given
these concerns, why has the city not issued a conditional approval contingent upon the Fire Marshal’s
re-evaluation and approval of the existing layout?



4. Fire Hazard Severity Zone (FHSZ) Re-evaluation: Mayor Pro Tem Chris Barajas noted on the record
during final public hearing dated 2/19/2026 that the local topography, wind patterns, and vegetation have
not changed in over 40 years, making the recent FHSZ downgrade questionable. He stated this stillwas a
high fire hazard area. Why is a re-evaluation of this zoning not a requirement for conditional approval?

The community is deeply concerned by the recurring omission of these substantive issues by the City
Council and legal counsel over the last three meetings. We urge the Council to incorporate these
postulates into the formal conditions of approval.

Best regards,

Lukasz Czerwinski





