SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA rlp%‘b

FROM: TLMA - Planning Department
February 22, 2010

SUBJECT: GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 1043 - Entitlement/Policy — Applicant:
MDMG Inc. - Engineer/Representative: MDMG, Inc. - First Supervisorial District - Rancho
California Zoning Area - Southwest Area Plan: Rural: Rural Mountainous (RUR-RM) (10 Acre
Minimum Lot Size) — Location: Northerly of the San Deigo County Line, southerly of Calle Uva,
and westerly of Interstate 15 - 629.19 Gross Acres - Zoning: Rural Residential (R-R) -
REQUEST: This General Plan Amendment proposes to amend the General Plan Land Use
designation of the subject site from Rural: Rural Mountainous to Rural: Rural Residential-
APN(s): 918-030-004, 918-040-001, 918-040-002, 918-040-005

RECOMMENDED MOTION:

The Planning Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors tentatively decline to adopt an
order initiating proceedings for the above referenced general plan amendment based on the
attached report. The initiation of proceedings by the Board of Supervisors for the amendment of
the General Plan, or any element thereof, shall not imply any such amendment will be
approved.

.. Hina Grande

BACKGROUND:

REVIEWEVDU BY EAEVUIIVE UrFiLE

w

gt The initiation of proceedings for any General Plan Amendment (GPA) requires the adoption of
an order by the Board of Supervisors. The Planning Director is required to prepare a report and
recommendation on every GPA application and submit it to the Board of Supervisors. Prior to
the submittal to the Board, comments on the application are requested from the Planning
Commission, and the Planning Commission comments are included in the report to the Board.
The Board will either approve or disapprove the initiation of proceedings for the GPA requested
in the application. The consideration of the initiation of proceedings by the Planning Commission
and the Board of Supervisors pursuant to this application does not require a noticed public

hearing. However, the applicant was notified by ;ga' the /‘;ae‘ ate and place when the

Ron Goldman
Planning Director

ATTACHMENTS FILEL ,

Rég;
WK (continued on attached page)
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MINUTES OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

On motion of Supervisor Buster, seconded by Supervisor Benoit and duly carried, IT
WAS ORDERED that the Board tentatively declined to adopt an order initiating proceedings
for the above referenced general plan amendment.

] Consent Dspmicy THE CLERK U

fConsent

Ayes: Buster, Stone, Benoit, and Ashley
Nays: None Kecia Harper-lhem

Absent:  Tavaglione Clerk of the Boar
Date: April 6, 2010 By;
XC: Planning, Applicant
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The Honorable Board of Supervisors
RE: General Plan Amendment No. 1043
Page 2 of 2

Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors would consider this GPA initiation request.

If the Board of Supervisors adopts an order initiating proceedings pursuant to this application,
the proposed amendment will thereafter be processed, heard and decided in accordance with
all the procedures applicable to GPA applications, including noticed public hearings before the
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors. The adoption of an order initiating proceedings
does not imply that any amendment will be approved. If the Board of Supervisors declines to
adopt an order initiating proceedings, no further proceedings on this application will occur.

The Board of Supervisors established the procedures for initiation of GPA applications with the
adoption of Ordinance No. 348.4573 (effective May 8, 2008), which amended Article Il of that
ordinance.

Y:\Advanced Planningi2008 FOUNDATION COMPONENT REVIEWAGPA Cases\GPA 1043\GPA 1043 BOS Package\GPA 1043
Form 11a.doc



MINUTES OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

151

1:30 p.m. being the time set for general plan amendment initiation proceedings
regarding the recommendation from the Planning Department to tentatively decline to
adopt an order initiating proceedings for General Plan Amendment No. 1043
(ENTITLEMENT/POLICY), submitted by MDMG, Inc., which proposes to amend the
General Plan Land Use Designation of the subject site from Rural: Rural Mountainous
to Rural; Rural Residential, in the Rancho California Zoning Area — Southwest Area
Plan, 1% District.

On motion of Supervisor Buster, seconded by Supervisor Tavaglione and duly
carried by unanimous vote, IT WAS ORDERED that the above matter is continued to
Tuesday, April 6, 2010 at 1:30 p.m.

| hereby certify that the foregoing is a full true, and correct copy of an order made and
entered on March 16, 2010 of Supervisors Minutes.

WITNESS my hand and the seal of the Board of Supervisors
Dated: March 16, 2010
Kecia Harper-lhem, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, in

(seal) an%he County of }i%erside, State of California.
By: ] J M_/ Deputy

AGENDA NO.
15.1

xc: Planning, Applicant, cOB



COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
TRANSPORTATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCY

George A. Johnson - Agency Director

Planning Department 1099

Ron Goldman - Planning Director

February 22, 2010

SUBJECT:| Initiation Proceedings for General Plan Amendment No. 1043

(Foundation Amendment - Regular)

SECTION: Development Review — Riverside Office

TO: Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
FROM: Planning Department

The attached item(s) require the following action(s) by the Board of Supervisors:
Approve Set for Hearing
Deny Publish in Newspaper: Press Enterprise
Place on Policy Calendar Adopt Mitigated Negative Declaration
Place on Consent Calendar [l 10Day [ 20 Day (] 30 day
Place on Administrative Action Certify Environmental Impact Report
Place on Section of Initiation Proceeding Notify Property Owners
File: NOD and Mit. Neg. Declaration Labels provided
Labels provided: Controversial: ] YES [[] NO

If Set For Hearing:

[]10 Day []20Day []30day

Designate Newspaper used by Planning Department for Notice of Hearing:

OOOXOO000
I O I

Please include this item on the 03/16/10 agenda.

Clerk Of The Board

Please charge your time to case number(s): GPA01043

Y:\Advanced Planning\2008 FOUNDATION COMPONENT REVIEWAGPA Cases\GPA 1043\GPA 1043 BOS Package\GPA
1043 11p coversheet.doc

Riverside Office -+ 4080 Lemon Street, 9th Floor Desert Office * 38686 El Cerrito Road
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PLANNING COMMISSION
MINUTE ORDER JANUARY 13, 2010
RIVERSIDE COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE CENTER

AGENDA ITEM 7.3: GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 1043 - Entitlement / Policy — Applicant:
MDMG Inc. - Engineer/Representative: MDMG, Inc. - First Supervisorial District - Rancho California
Zoning Area - Southwest Area Plan: Rural: Rural Mountainous (RUR-RM) (10 Acre Minimum Lot
Size) — Location: Northerly of the San Deigo County Line, southerly of Calle Uva, and westerly of
Interstate 15 - 629.19 Gross Acres - Zoning: Rural Residential (R-R) - APN(s): 918-030-004, 918-
040-001, 918-040-002, 918-040-005. (Continued from 10/28/09 and 12/2/09).

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This General Plan Amendment proposes to amend the General Plan Land Use designation of the
subject site from Rural: Rural Mountainous to Rural: Rural Residential.

MEETING SUMMARY
The following staff presented the subject proposal:
Project Planner, Tamara Harrison at 951-955-9721 or e-mail tharriso@rctima.org.

The following spoke in favor of the subject proposal:
Larry Markham, Applicant, 41635 Enterprise Circle N., Ste. B., Temecula, California 92590
Harold Meyers, Applicant’s Representative, 30930 Cortez Ave. Vista, Temecula, California 92592

The following spoke in opposition of the subject proposal:
Rex Brinneman, Neighbor, 27250 Carancho Rd., Temecula, California 92590

No one spoke in a neutral position of the subject proposal.

CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES
NONE

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION
The Planning Commission, recommended to the Board of Supervisors;

TO TENTATIVELY DECLINE TO INITIATE the GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT

CD

The entire discussion of this agenda item can be found on CD. For a copy of the CD, please

contact Chantell Griffin, Planning Commission Secretary, at (951) 955-3251 or E-mail at
cgriffin@rctima.org.




Agenda Item No.: 7.3 General Plan Amendment No. 1043
Area Plan: Southwest Applicant: MDMG

Zoning District: Rancho California Engineer/Representative: MDMG
Supervisorial District: First

Project Planner: Tamara Harrison

Planning Commission: January 13, 2010

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE PLANNING DIRECTOR’S
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS

RECOMMENDATIONS:

The Planning Director recommends that the Board of Supervisor tentatively decline to adopt an order
initiating proceedings for General Plan Amendment No. 1043 from Rural: Rural Mountainous to Rural:
Rural Residential and the Planning Commission made the comments below. The Planning Director
continues to recommend that the Board of Supervisors tentatively decline to initiate General Plan
Amendment No. 1043. For additional information regarding this case, see the attached Planning
Department Staff Report(s).

PLANNING COMMISSION COMMENTS TO THE PLANNING DIRECTOR:

The following comment(s) were provided by the Planning Commission to the Planning Director:
Commissioner John Roth: Mr. Roth indicated that the applicant had addressed his concerns in
regards to access, water, and sewer to the property. Mr. Roth commented that the application should
be allowed to move forward with some hesitation; ultimately the applicant will have to prove that the
proposal has merit. He also inquired as to why the Santa Rosa Policy Area boundary stopped just north
of the subject property. Staff was unable to provide the reasoning behind the determination of the
boundary.

Commissioner John Snell: No Comments

Commissioner John Petty: No Comments

Commissioner Jim Porras: No Comments

Commissioner Jan Zuppardo: No Comments

Y:\Advanced Planning\2008 FOUNDATION COMPONENT REVIEWAGPA Cases\GPA 1043\GPA 1043 BOS Package\GPA 1043 Directors
Report.doc



Agenda Iltem No.: 7.3 General Plan Amendment No. 1043

Area Plan: Southwest E.A. Number 41876
Zoning District: Rancho California Area Applicant: MDMG
Supervisorial District: First Engineer/Rep.: MDMG

Project Planner: Tamara Harrison
Planning Commission: January 13, 2010
Continued From: July 22, 2009, October 28, 2009 and December 2, 2009

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE PLANNING DEPARTMENT
STAFF REPORT

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION:

The applicant proposes to amend the General Plan Land Use designation from “Rural
Mountainous” (RM) (10 Acre Minimum Lot Size) to “Rural Residential” (RR) (5 Acre
Minimum Lot Size) for an approximately 629.19 acre site. The project is northerly of the
San Diego County line, southerly of Calle Uva and westerly of Interstate 15.

POTENTIAL ISSUES:

The proposed site is located in the “Santa Rosa” community within the “Southwest Area
Plan.” Currently, the site is designated as Rural Mountainous which carries a 10 acre
minimum lot size. Amending the land use designation to Rural Residential would reduce
the minimum lot size required to 5 acre minimum lot size. The subject site is surrounded
by the Rural Mountainous designation to the north, south and west and is bordered by
the Open Space: Conservation designation to the east. The General Plan’s “Santa Rosa
Policy Area” can also be found to the north of the site.

As mentioned above, the Rural Mountainous land use designation requires a 10 acre
minimum lot size and according to the General Plan is applied to those areas where a
“‘minimum of 70% of the area has slopes of 25% or greater. It also applies to-remote
areas that are completely or partially surrounded by slopes greater than 25%, and that
do not have both county-maintained access and access to community sewer and water
systems.” The subject site currently has two access points; however, neither of those
access points are County maintained roads, the site is also surrounded by areas with
steep terrain. The results of a slope analysis conducted for the site shows that
approximately 457.1 or 72% of the subject sites total 629.19 acres contains slopes that
area 25% or greater. The site’s characteristics are highly consistent with its existing
designation given the steep slopes, lack of existing water and sewer, fire danger, limited
access and remoteness.

The subject site has been identified as having a “high risk” of fire hazard. The Safety
element of the General Plan addresses these risks in a number of ways including
deterring building in those “high risk” areas and providing secondary public access for
the areas that are proposing developments. Primary access will be taken from a private
easement that extends from Carancho Road to the northwest of the site and secondary
access will be taken from a public easement that extends from Avenida Hierba Road to
the north of the site. The primary access easement runs through APN’s: 918-020-022
and 918-020-024 which shares the same owner as the subject site. The secondary



access easement runs through APN: 938-300-010 owned by American Contracting, Inc.
who has granted the easement in favor of the subject site.

The terrain is a fundamental feature of the character of the Southwest area plan and the
visual aspects should be preserved. The parcels in question possess slopes that may
range from 15%-30% and potentially greater which can create an increase in potential
public safety issues (i.e. slope failures and landslides) when developing and or grading
the area at a higher density. The proposed changed would again create an internal
inconsistency between the Land Use Map/Element and the Safety Element of the
General Plan.

No substantial evidence has been provided to show that new conditions or
circumstances are present in the area to justify the proposed change. The surrounding
area remains rural in character which is in keeping with the General Plan’s vision for the
area.

RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors tentatively decline to
adopt an order initiating proceedings for General Plan Amendment No. 1043 from Rural
Mountainous to Rural Residential. The initiation of proceedings by the Board of
Supervisors for the amendment of the General Plan, or any element thereof, shall not
imply any such amendment will be approved.

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS:

1. This project was filed with the Planning Department on February 15, 2008.

2. Deposit Based Fees charged for this project as of the time of staff report
preparation, total $1942.64.

Bl The project site is currently designated as Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 918-030-
004, 918-040-001, 918-040-002 and 918-040-005.



RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
GPA01 043 Date Drawn: 10/14/09

Supervisor Buster

Dlstrlct 1 PROPOSED GENERAL PLAN , Exh|b|t6

SAN DIEGO COUNTY

Zoning Area: Rancho California Assessors Bk. Pg. 918-03 & 04
Township/Range: T8SR3W Thomas Bros. Pg. 977 J7

Section: 29, 31,32 & 33 ' Edition 2009

DISCLAIMER: On Octaber 7, 2003, the County of Riverside adopted a new General Plan
providing new land use designations for unincorporaled Riverside County parcels, The new

General Plan may contain different types of land use than is provided for under exis ting zoning. 850 1 700 3 400 5 1 00

Far further information, please contacl the Riverside County Planning Depariment offices in
Riverside at (951) 955-3200 (Western County), or in Indio al (760) 863-8277 {(Eastem County) or
websile at http://weav.lima.co.riverside.ca.usfindex.htm! Fe et




Supervisor Buster Planner: Amy Aldana
District 1 GPA01043 Date: 3/11/08
3/11/08 = Exhibit Overview
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Supervisor Buster GPA01043 Planner: Amy Aldana

District 1 Date: 3/11/08
Date Drawn: 3/11/08 EXISTING ZONING Exhibit 2
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Supervisor Buster GPA01043 Planner: Amy Aldana

District 1 Date: 3/11/08
Date Drawn: 3/11/08 Land Use Exhibit 1
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WESTERN W
- MUNICIPAL
ATER

DISTRICT

WATER SERVICE TO THE ROCK MOUNTAIN AREA SOUTH OF CARANCHO RCAD

Western Municipal Water District and Rancho California Water District over the past year
have been investigating ways to provide water supply to the Rock Mountain Area. As
can be seen on the enclosed map, the area is comprised of approximately 1,355 acres
and can be accessed from the north via Carancho Road and from the south through
Fallbrook. Due to the remote, rural nature of the area, the area is sparsely developed,
and those parcels that are developed have individual wells for water.

The Rock Mountain Area is within Western’s General District and is eligible for water
service, however, due to its location and rural nature, no water facilities have ever been
constructed. Property owners in the northerly portion of the area near the end of
Carancho Road have contacted Western regarding the possibility of water service
because their individual wells have falling water levels and lower flow rates. They have
indicated a desire to connect to a potable “public” system for reliable service.

Western proceeded with investigating water supply options for the area. Since this area
is remote to Western'’s retail service area, Western contacted Rancho California Water

District, and Fallbrook Public Utilities Department (“Fallbrook”) to see what opportunities
existed for service. The range of possibilities ranged from full retail water service with
fire flow, to limited water service and no fire flow with water deliveries from Rancho or

Falibrook.

After considerable investigation, the following was concluded:

1. Western has no retail water distribution facilities within or near the Rock
Mountain Area.
2. For Western to provide water service to the area, Western would have to

enter into an interagency agreement with Rancho or Fallbrook (or both) for
conveyance of water supply to the area through their systems.

icH Due to geographic proximity of the Riverside/San Diego County line to the
Rock Mountain Area, jurisdictional issues related to water supply are
problematic for deliveries of water to the Rock Mountain Area through
Fallbrook’s system.




assumptions made for development densities in the Rock Mountain Area.
This expense would be for improvements to have water supply at the end of
Carancho Road. Additional costs would be required to build a water
distribution system within the Rock Mountain Area.

L Riverside County General Plan land use designations call for a maximum
development density of one unit per 10 acres. Thus with a total of
approximately 1,355 acres in the area, the total number of units to fund the
cost for water system improvements to provide water supply to the area
would be approximately 135.

With the above conclusions, it became apparent that provision of full service to the area
would be cost prohibitive. ‘As an alternative, Western and Rancho investigated the
possibility of providing a “Jimited” water supply to the area. This concept is based on
delivery of an amount of water to the Rock Mountain Area from Rancho’s system that
can be accomplished without upgrades to Rancho’s system. Based cn system
hydraulics, Rancho can deliver to Western a supply of 500 gpm for the Rock Mountain
Area through a master meter connection at the terminus of its system in Carancho
Road. Western and Rancho have entered into an interagency agreement regarding this

limited water supply.

Since the water supply is limited, Western’s Board of Directors recently approved an
allocation plan for the limited water supply. This water allocation plan equitably splits
the limited 500 gpm supply by acre within the Rock Mountain Area. Using this plan,
each acre of land within the Rock Mountain Area is eligible to receive approximately 0.37
gpm/acre. Thus, if a person owns a 10-acre parcel the parcel would be eligible for 3.7
gpm. Upon payment of appropriate charges and costs, the limited water supply delivery
will be through a flow-controlled meter installed at the terminus of Carancho Road.

Each property that acquires service will be required to install their own privately owned,
operated and maintained lateral from the meter at the end of Carancho Road to their

property.

This limited water supply approach will be similar to having a well and require the
installation of a private storage tank for fire protection. A Declaration of Restriction will
be executed by the owner of each property acquiring limited water service and recorded
with the County Recorder memorializing the limited water supply arrangement for each

property.

Should you be interested in finding out more about this opportunity to receive limited
water service for your property, please contact Jeff Sims at Western at (951) 789-5021.

JOHN V. ROSSI BRIAN BRADY
General Manager General Manager

WesteE.n %nici?al Water District Rancho California Water District

\\Engrg\Engrs\JDS\Ltr\Joint Itr-residentsofRockMntnArea.doc
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Justification for General Plan Amendment

Site:

Case #:

Change of Land Use

APN# 918-030-004, 918-040-001, 918-040-002, 918-040-005
South West Area Plan
Sandia Creek Area

GPA 1043

Applicant: MDMG inc.

The proposed amendment will modify the “Rural Mountainous” land use of
the subject as follows.

» Change 647.57 acres of land from RM to RR Rural Residential,

The following justification is cited.

Parcels to the north are 5 acre minimum. Santa Rosa Policy Area
modifies the RM land use to allow the 5 acre parcels. The change
would be consistent with the growth and demand trending
southward.

Demand for premium view lots west of Temecula. The micro
climate west of Temecula makes the area a very desirable area for
estate homeowners. Further the area offers less congestion than
other estate home other areas in the Temecula Valley. Most of the
home sites west of Temecula have been built out spawning the
demand,

The RR land use would allow for cluster development of home
sites of 2 2 acres. Cluster development in this area would be the
ideal balance of filling demand and conserving open space. Open
space areas would be dedicated to the appropriate agency for
conservation. This protects and furthers the vision for the area.



» The area is in the Santa Rosa Community Facilities District sphere
of influence and would be annexed to them for road maintence.

»  Western Municipal Water District in cooperation with Rancho
California Water District has agreed to service a cluster
development with water.

= Perc tests on the subject land have confirmed the viability of a
cluster development for the subject property.

= The land use remaining RM does not conserve land but allows the
potential for agriculture to proliferate a once open area.

Allowing GPA 1043 a clustered development would serve everyone. A
potential of 105 — 110 lots could be developed and more than 300 acres
conserved in perpetuity.
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e DOC # 2007-033680
Order Vo, 05/22/2%2;018:902 Fee:13.000
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Computed on the consideration or value of property conveyed; OR
Computed on the conslderation or value less liens or encumbrances
Remaining at time of sale.

.......

©

Signature of Declarant or Agent determining tax ~ Firm name

C
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EASEMENT P4 y

FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, | 508
Keith Candee
hereby GRANT (S) to

Thurber Ranch, LLC

A private easement for ingress and egress and public utility purpo?es
As described in Exhibit “A” attached hereto.

Datedma‘.! Z,. 2007 Keith gandasg P/, / A
STATE OF CALIFORNIA E ove; i )}ss. By: 0%7
COUNTY OF Y: } /

4

pers y appeared

personally known fo me ¥

: be the person(g) whose name(y) is/ase
subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that
helshefhey executed the same In his/hesthels authorized
capacity@es), and that by his/hewiheir signatured) on the
instrument the persongs) or the entity upon behalf of which the
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EXHIBIT “A”
LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR PRIVATE ROADWAY EASEMENT

BEING. A 60.00 FOOT WIDE STRIP OF LAND OVER THAT PORTION OF THE EAST HALF OF THE
NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 31, TOWNSHIP 8 SOUTH, RANGE 3 WEST, SAN BERNARDINO BASE
AND MERIDIAN, ACCORDING TO THE OFFICIAL PLAT THEREOF, IN THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AS DESCRIBED IN DEED RECORDED JUNE 25, 2004 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 2004-
0496624 IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF SAID COUNTY, THE CENTERLINE OF SAID
STRIP OF LAND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING: AT THE SOUTHERLY TERMINUS OF THE CENTERLINE OF CARANCHO ROAD AS SHOWN

ON PARCEL. MAP 4589, FILED IN BOOK 32, PAGES 61 THROUGH 80, OF PARCEL MAPS, IN SAID OFFICE
OF THE COUNTY RECORDER;

THENCE SOUTH 17°33°02” EAST, 118.35 FEET TO A 150.00 FOOT RADIUS, TANGENT CURVE, CONCAVE
NORTHEASTERLY;

THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 15°42°49” AN ARC
DISTANCE OF 41.14 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 33°15°51" EAST, 332.86 FEET TO A 300.00 FOOT RADIUS, TANGENT CURVE, CONCAVE
NORTHEASTERLY;

THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 13°52°43” AN ARC
DISTANCE OF 72.67 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 47°08°34” EAST, 142.38 FEET TO A 300.00 FOOT RADYUS, TANGENT CURVE, CONCAVE
NORTHERLY;

THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 63°25°42” AN ARC
DISTANCE OF 332.11 FEET TO A POINT OF REVERSE CURVE OF A 300.00 FOOT RADIUS CURVE,
CONCAVE SOUTHEASTERLY, A RADIAL LINE TO SAID POINT BEARS NORTH 20°34’16” WEST;

THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 21°04°21” AN ARC
DISTANCE OF 110.34 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 89°29°55” EAST, 26297 FEET TO THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID SECTION 31 AND THE
TERMINUS OF SAID STRIP OF LAND.

THE SIDELINES OF SAID STRIP SHALL BE SHORTENED NORTHWESTERLY SO AS TO TERMINATE IN
THE WESTERLY AND NORTHERLY LINES OF SAID LAND DESCRIBED IN INSTRUMENT NO. 2004-
0496624 AND SHORTENED EASTERLY SO AS TO TERMINATE IN SAID EASTERLY LINE OF SECTION 31.

CONTAINING 1.91 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.

SEE EXHIBIT “B” ATTACHED HERETO AND BY THIS REFERENCE MADE A PART HEREOF

R R -7
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EXHIBIT "B”

GRAPHIC SCALE
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EASEMENT —SZ=o NOA»?SV

FOR PUBLIC INGRESS, EGRESS AND COMMON UTILIT

* This agreement is made and entered into this — g day olf——F-EBRUA:R&L——'Zﬁﬂs———— by
— AMERICAN CONTRACTING, INC. 2a WYOMING CORPORATIONereinafter called "GRANTOR”)

being the awner of the following described real property:

(hereinafter called "GRANTEE") easement rights to:

THURBER RANCH, LLC AS OWNER OF THOSE PROPERTIES DESCRIBED IN
GRAND DEED RECORDED IN THE RECORDS OF RIVERSIDE COUNTY, STATE
OF CALIFORNIA ON 1-14-2004 AS DOCUMENT # 0025997, (HEREINAFTER
CALLED “GRANTEE”) EASEMENT RIGHTS TO, AND SAID EASEMENT IS
MORE PARTIALLY DESCRIBED AS:

SEE EXHIBIT “A” AND “B” AND MADE PART HERETO

For the sole purpose of:

INGRESS, EGRESS ROAD EASEMENT FOR THE GENERAL PUBLIC AND FOR
ANY UTILITY REQUIRED TO SERVE THE PROPERTY OWNED BY THURBER
RANCH, LLC.

To have and to hold said easement, right and right-of-way unto the GRANTEE, his successors or assigns for a period of:

__UNTIL THE END OF TIME.

Subject to tﬁe following specific conditions and restrictions:

Wolcotts Forms, our resellers and agents make no representations or warranty, express or implied, as to ul
the fitness of this form for any specific use or purpose. If you have any question, it is always best to consulit 7
a qualified attorney before using this or any legal document. ©2007 WOLCOTTS FORMS, ING. :

67775 10792 l“7

#792 Rev. 11-07



Except as to the rights granted herein, the GRANTOR shall continue to have full use, occupancy and enjoyment of said

- real property. The GRANTEE hereby agrees to hold and save the GRANTOR harmless from any and all claims, liability
and damages arising from the use, possession and occupancy of the real property as herein granted and hereby further
agrees to pay for any and all damages. :

This agreement shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the parties hereto, and their respective heiré,~ '
administrators, executors, successors and assigns.

In witness whereof, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement on this day of

GRANTEE

»

Thurb P
By: L V///
/ Keith H. Canfice

Kkith H. Candee — | Its: Manager - Member
Its: President ' o

STATE OF @ﬁﬁ )lﬂmh )

(] ' )
COUN F ﬁié/&z@@ )
Ong%w#jﬁazz ;?.A .
personally appeared Zy

. Notary Public,

who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the personéa‘)’ whose name(g) is/ae subscribed to the within
i

instrument and acknowledged to me that he/shelthey executed the samé in his/hertheir authorized capacitylies), and that
by his/heritheirsignature(s) on the instrument, the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the persory€) acted,
executed the instrument. :

| certifyinder Penalty of Perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing paragraph is true and correct.




EXHIBIT "A"

NON-EXCLUSIVE INGRESS AND EGRESS EASEMENT

That portion of Parcel 2 as shown by map on file in Book 115 of Maps at pages 32 and
33, thereof, records of Riverside County, California, lying in Santa Rosa Rancho, more
particularly describes as follows:

BEGINNING at the northerly corner of said Parcel 2, said point also being on the
westerly right of way line of Avenida Hierba (60.00 feet in width as described by
Instrument No. 42292 Recorded 4/14/1975 Official Records, Riverside County,
California);

Thence South 64°4527" East along northerly line of said Parcel, a distance of 877.21 feet
to the southerly line of said parcel, said line also being on the southerly line of Santa
Rosa Rancho;

Thence South 67°27'06" West along said southerly lines, a distance of 81.00 feet to a line
parallel to and distant 60.00 feet southerly, as measured at right angles from said
northerly line;

Thence North 64°45'27" West along said parallel line a distance of 561.08 feet to the
beginning of a tangent curve, concave southerly, having a radius of 300.00 feet;

Thence westerly along said curve through the a central angle of 11°33'18" with an arc
length of 60.50 feet;

Thence North 76°18'44" West, a distance of 97.49 feet to the beginning of a tangent
curve, concave southerly, having a radius of 100.00 feet;

Thence westerly along said curve through a central angle of 10°14'13" with an arc length
of 17.87 feet;

Thence North 86°34'12" West, a distance of 41.04 feet to the beginning of a tangent
curve, concave southerly, having a radius of 70.00 feet;

Thence westerly along said curve through a central angle of 01°01'34" with an arc length
of 1.25 feet to the beginning of a non-tangent curve concave easterly having a radius of
50.00 feet, a radial line bears South 24°52°20" East, said curve also being on said
westerly right of way line;

Thence northerly along said curve and said right of way line through a central angle of
90°25'32" with an arc length of 78.91 feet;



Thence North 25°17'37" West continuing along said right of way line, a distance of 50.00
feet to the beginning of a tangent curve, concave easterly, having a radius of 100.00 feet;

Thence northwesterly along said curve, and along said right of way line, through a
central angle of 03°27'24" with an arc length of 6.03 feet to the POINT OF
BEGINNING;

Containing 1.20 acres more or less.

S

Iarry R. Markham R.C.E. No. 30657 Date




EXHIBIT "B’

60' R/WPER  PARCEL 4
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APN 938-300-070
LINE TABLE CURVE TABLE
NO. DELTA LENGTH | NO. | _ DELTA | RADIUS |TANGENT] LENGTH
L1 [N11°44'18°E | 30.32° | c1 | 140707" | 320.00 |39.63" | 7885’

L2 |N02°29'49"E | 189.78' C2 | 12°31'11” | 400.00 |43.88° 87.40’
L3 IN14'54'00"W | 178.68' C3 | 2356'00" | 300.00 [42.39° | 83.54'

L4 |N0902'00"W ]| 102.10' C4 3'27'24" 100.00 | 3.02' 6.03" Exp. 3-31-08
L5 |N64'45'27"W | 39.31° C5 | 9025'32” 50.00 50.37'| 78.91’

L6 [N2517°37"W | 50.00° C6 1°01'34" 70.00' 0.64' 1.25' CIVIL
L7 |N86'32°57"W | 41.04° c7 | 10°14'13" | 100.00'| 8.96'| 17.87

L8 IN76'18'44™W | 97.49° cg8 | 11:33'18" | 300.00'| 30.35'| 60.50'

M2 NG RIVERSIDE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

THIS  PLAT IS SOLELY AN AID IN LOCATING THE PARCEL(S) DESCRIBED IN
MARKHAM DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT GROUP, INC. |THE ATTACHED DOCUMENT.

41635 Enterprise Circle N. ~ Suite B SHEET 1 OF 1 |NGR’ESS AND EGRESS EASEMENT
Temeculo, California 92590 SCALE = 200" | SEC. 32, T.85., R.3W _ [DATE 2,/07,/08
(951)296-3466 TEL . (951)296-3476 FAY DRWN BY DATE |
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EASEMENT

TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION

" This agreement is made and entered into this g - day Of“FE-BRUA-RlL— ' 2008——— DY

exchange for valuable consideration, receipt-of Which is hereby acknowledged, and assigns to

(hereinafter called "GRANTEE") easement rights to:

THURBER RANCH, LLC AS OWNER OF THOSE PROPERTIES DESCRIBED IN
GRAND DEED RECORDED IN THE RECORDS OF RIVERSIDE COUNTY, STATE

OF CALIFORNIA ON 1-14-2004 AS DOCUMENT # 0025997, SATID EASEMENT IS
MORE PARTIALLY DESCRIBED AS:

SEE EXHIBIT “A” AND “B” ATTACHED AND MADE A PART HERETO

For the sole purpose of:

TO CONSTRUCT A ROAD FOR THE GENERAL PUBLIC AND lN CLUDING ANY

¥
.

To have and to hold said easement, right and right-of-way unto the GRANTEE, his successors or assigns for a period of:
UNTIL ALL IMPROVEMENTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED.

Subject to the following specific conditions and restrictions:

THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE STATE OF CALIFORNIA (BY THEGRANTEE)_

Wolcotis Forms, our resellers and agents make no representatnons or warranty, express or implied, as to
the fitness of this form for any specific use or purpose. If you have any question, it is always best to consult
a qualified attorney before using this or any legal document. ©2007 WoLcoTTs FORMS, INC.
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EXHIBIT "A"

TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT

That portion of Parcel 2 as shown by map on file in Book 115 of Maps at pages
32 and 33, thereof, records of Riverside County, California, lying in Santa Rosa Rancho,
more particularly describes as follows:

BEGINNING at the northwesterly corner of said Parcel 2, said point also being on the
southerly right of way line of Avenida Hierba (60.00 feet in width as described by
Instrument No. 42292 Recorded 4/14/1975 Official Records, Riverside County,
California);

Thence South 28°30'14" West along the westerly line of said Parcel 2, a distance of 50.00
feet;

Thence South 78°49'58" East, a distance of 263.96 feet to a line parallel to and distant
110.00 feet southerly as measured at right angles from the northerly line of said Parcel 2;

Thence South 64°45'27" East along said parallel line, a distance of 516.41 feet to a point
on the southerly line of said Santa Rosa Rancho;

Thence North 67°01'14" East along said southerly line, a distance of 67.05 feet to a line
parallel to and distant southerly 60.00 feet of said northerly line of said parcel 2;

Thence North 64°4527" West along said parallel line, a distance of 561.08 feet to the
beginning of a tangent curve, concave southerly, having a radius of 300.00 feet;

Thence westerly along said curve through a central angle of 11°33'18" with an arc length
of 60.50 feet;

Thence North 76°18'44" West, a distance of 97.49 feet to the beginning of a tangent
curve, concave southerly, having a radius of 100.00 feet;

Thence westerly along said curve through a central angle of 10°14'13" with an arc length
of 17.87 feet;

Thence North 86°32'57" West, a distance of 41.04 feet to the beginning of a tangent
curve, concave southerly, having a radius of 70.00 feet;

Thence westerly along said curve through a central angle of 01°01'34" with an arc length
of 1.25 feet to the beginning of a non-tangent curve westerly, having a radius of 50.00
feet, said point is also on the westerly right of way line of said Avendia Hierba, a radial
line bears South 24°52'20" East;



Thence westerly along said curve, and said right of way line, through a central angle of
53°22'31" with an arc length of 46.58 of to the POINT OF BEGINNING;

Containing 0.96 acres more or less.

%7% 2-7-28

Mar am R.C.E. No. 30657 Date




EXHIBIT "B
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4635 Enterprise Circle N. - Suite B
Temeculg, California 92590
(951)296-3466 TEL . (951)296-3476 FAX

RIVERSIDE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

THIS PLAT IS SOLELY AN AID IN LOCATING THE PARCEL(S) DESCRIBED IN
THE ATTACHED DOCUMENT.

SHEET 1 OF 1 ]TEMPEORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT
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November 30, 2009

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL AND FACSIMILE

Riverside County Planning Commission
ATTN: Mike Harrod

County of Riverside

4080 Lemon St., 9 Floor

Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Item 5.0, General Plan Amendment Initiation Proceedings
(December 2, 2009)

Dear Chair and Commission Members:
The Endangered Habitats League (EHL) appreciates the opportunity to comment
on these landowner-initiated GPA proposals, which once again call for planning rigor and

retaining the integrity of the Foundation system.

Ttem 5.1, GPA 1033 (Southwest Area Plan)

 Concur with staff recommendation to decline to initiate. Important new
information is contained in the staff report that adds to the many compelling reasons to
deny initiation. Specifically, according to the Rancho California Water District, the new
agricultural uses would face a water shortage (and presumably further stress existing
farms and vineyards), polluted runoff would pose a threat to drinking water quality in the
Vail Lake reservoir, and there is a shortage of sewer treatment capacity.

As noted previously, this proposal to extend the Citrus Vineyard Policy Area to
Vail Lake is wholly unsuited for this locale. As shown in the thorough staff report, it
would introduce a type and intensity of development far in excess of that anticipated by
the General Plan’s Vail Lake Policy Area and the policies of SWAP. The small farm and
commercial development model of Citrus Vineyard has no relevance to the biological,
viewshed, and recreational imperatives of Vail Lake. No changed circumstances justify
this wholesale change. A massive upzoning to 2-acre lots would introduce large scale
residential uses into a high fire hazard area, decimate the biological resources needed for
MSCHP assembly, and constitute a leapfrog pattem of development apart from services
and infrastructure. Finally, according to the Planning Department, “The proposed
amendment also creates an internal inconsistency among the Elements of the General
Plan, particularly the Multipurpose Open Space Element and the Safety Element.”

Ttem 5.2. GPA 985 (Elsinore)

Concur with staff recommendation to decline to initiate. This constrained site
has serious and unresolved flood hazard issues, and the claim to provide needed



affordable housing does not stand up to sérutiny, as documented in the staff report.
Furthermore, the change would likely interfere with MSCHP assembly and should not
proceed unless and until facilitation of a reserve segment can be documented.

Item 5.3, GPA 1000 (Southwest Area Plan)

Concur with staff recommendation to decline to initiate. Conversion of this
379-acre rural location to Community Development/Specific Plan would defy all relevant
planning principles. It would urbanize an intact rural area discontignous from urban
infrastructure and services, maximize greenhouse gas emissions, and, contrary to the
recommendation of the Fire Hazard Reduction Task Force, place development in a
rugged, high fire hazard location. No new circumstance justifies this Foundation change,
which would thus conflict with the Administrative Element of the General Plan.
According to the staff report, this increase in intensity “would be contrary to the existing
character and land use pattern in the area.”

Item 5.4, GPA 998 (French Valley)

Concur with staff recommendation to decline to initiate. The French Valley
presents difficult challenges for MSHCP assembly, and this proposal to convert Rural
land to Community Development within a Criteria Cell would prejudice preserve
assembly. The steep slopes also present landslide hazards. For these reasons, the project
could, according to staff, create General Plan inconsistencies involving the Land Use
Multi-Purpose Open Space, and Safety Elements. Surrounding parcels are intact Rural,
and no changed circumstances justify piecemeal urbanization of an area generally
recognized as an important community separator.

Item.5.5, GPA 977 (Mead Valley/Elsinore)

Concur with staff recommendation to decline to initiate. This is a massive
proposal to redesignate 405 acres of Rural Mountainous and Rural Residential to Rural
Community 1-acre lots. Discontiguous from infrastructure and services, and not
responding to changed circumstances, the proposal utterly lacks planning merit. Indeed,
due to public safety and MSHCP conflicts, staff concluded that:

This amendment would potentially create inconsistency between the Land Use
Element and the Safety Element by increasing density in an area with step slopes,
high fire hazard and no nearby fire stations, limited access, and subject to
flooding. Increasing the density/intensity of allowable land use on the site, as
proposed by this amendment, would also exacerbate potentially conflicts between
such uses and the conservation requirements as set forth in the MSHCP, causing
inconsistencies between the Land Use Element and the Multi-Purpose Open
Space Element of the General Plan.

Item 5.6, GPA 1043 (Southwest Area Plan)

Concur with staff recommendation to decline to initiate. This 629-acre property
in rugged terrain is remote from infrastructure and services and is at high fire risk. Uses



should not be intensified here. Furthermore, the Riverside County Fire Hazard Reduction
Task Force made the following recommendation:

Update the Riverside County General Plan and complete consistency

zoning actions to limit residential growth within or adjacent fo high fire
hazard areas.

As staff notes, the proposal would be inconsistent with the General Plan vision for the
area, create internal inconsistencies in the General Plan, and reflects no changed
circumstances.

Ttem 5.7. GPA 988 (Elsinore)

Concur with staff recommendation to decline to initiate. This proposal responds
to no changed circumstances. It would intensify residential uses within a very high fire
hazard area, contrary to the recommendation of the Fire Hazard Reduction Task Force.
The current designation correctly reflects the viewshed and buffer characteristics of the
area, and should not be altered. According to staff, “Increasing the intensity of uses on
the site could also potentially create inconsistencies amongst the Land Use element and
the Safety element of the General Plan.”

Item 5.8, GPA 943 (Winchester)

Concur with staff recommendation to decline to initiate, as the proposal would
violate an established boundary of Community Development and Rural Community.

Item 5.9, GPA 1001 (Winchester)

Concur with staff recommendation to decline to initiate, as the proposal would
violate an established boundary of Community Development and Rural Community.

Item 5.10. GPA 921 (Menifee Valley/Sun City)

Disagree with staff recommendation for initiation. This 78-acre Rural property
is in an area previously identified in the General Plan for its rural character and it may
function as a “community separator.” No significant new circumstances justify a .
foundation change to Community Development. Indeed, with the incorporation of
Menifee, any urbanization should proceed over time through an orderly process of
annexation rather than through piecemeal approvals in the unincorporated area. No
absorption analysis has demonstrated the need for more urban-designated land in the
region, and even if so, there is no indication that this site is optimal from a greenhouse
gas or planning perspective.

Item 5.11 GPA 931 (French Valley)

Concur with staff recommendation to decline fo initiate. The proposed density
is inconsistent with the Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission’s Basic
Compatibility Criteria. The site forms a clear demarcation between Rural and



Community Development, and no changed circumstance is present to justify altering that
boundary. No absorption analysis has demonstrated the need for more urban-designated
land in the region, and even if so, there is no indication that this site is optimal froma
greenhouse gas or planning perspective. Piecemeal urbanization should be rejected.

Thank you for considering our views, and we look forward to working with you
as the Five-Year Update proceeds.

Sincerely,

Dan Silver, MD
Executive Director

Electronic cc: Board Offices Carolyn Luna, EPD
George Johnson, TLMA Greg Neal, EPD
Ron Goldman, Planning Dept. Interested parties

Katherine Lind, County Counsel
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ENDANGERED HABITATS LEAGUE

DEDICATED TO ECOSYSTEM PROTECTION AND SUSTAINARLE LAND USE

March 11,
VIA FACSIMILE AND ELECTRONIC MAIL

Chairman Marion Ashley

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 5% Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

2010

RE: Item 15, General Plan Amendment Initiation Proceedings (March 16, 2010)

Dear Chairman Ashley and Members of the Board:

The Endangered Habitats League (EHL) appreciates the
on this set of landowner-initiated GPAs., Once again, we ask y
discipline and uphold the integrity of the General Plan and the
lifornia

Item A 1043 (Rang

Concur with staff recommendation to deny initiation.
rugged terrain is remote from infrastructure and services and is
should not be intensified here, The Riverside County Fire Iaz,
made the following recommendation:

Update the Riverside County General Plan and comple
actions to limil residential growth within or adjacent 10

As staff notes, the proposal would be inconsistent with the Gen
area, create internal inconsistencies in the General Plan, and re;
circumstances.

Item 15.2. GPA 928 (French Valley)

Concur with recommendation to deny initiation. This
Murrieta’s Sphere of Influence, to convert 33 acres of Rural to

opportunity to comment
pu to exercise planning
Certainty System.

This 629-acre property in
at high fire risk. Uses
ard Reduction Task Force

te consistency zoning
high fire hazard areas.

eral Plan vision for the
tlects no changed

proposal, within
Community Development

medium density residential has no demonstrable need and would represent a failure of
orderly development, It would also conflict with airport com:ftibility criteria. Finally,

MSHCP issues are unresolved. According to staff, “Due to th
and sensitive Jands in the area, the proposal may present inco

amount of conservation
iistencies between the

Land Use Element and the Multi-Purpose Open Space Element of the General Plan.”

ftem 15 PA 978 alifornia

8424-A SANTA MONICA Biv, #592, Los ANGELES. CA 90069-4267 ¢ WWW.FHLEAGUEQRG

4

15.1-15.5
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Concur with recommendation to deny initiation. The
circumstances to justify a change from the Rural designator fo
change would also pose inconsistencies with the MSHCP. Acq
the amount of conservation and sensitive lands in the area, the

@003

ﬂe are no changed

this 46-acre site. Sucha
ording to staff, “Due to
proposal may present

inconsistencies between the Land Use Element and the Multi~Burpose Open Space

Element of the General Plan.” There is also inconsistency with

Item 15.4, GPA 998 (French Vall

airport standards.

Disagree with staff recommendation to initiate. It is mystifying why staff has

reversed its previous recommendation to the Planning Commi
request. Staff previously stated that:

The subject site is located in the “French Valley” comm
Area Plan. The site is also located within the City of M

ion for denial of this

rity within the Southwest
ieta’s Sphere of

Influence. The Rural: Rural Residential designation currently surrounds the site in
all directions. The proposal wounld be inconsistent with the existing land use pattern

in the area. Staff recognizes that there are multiple Gener
Amendment applications proposing Community Develo
designations in the immediate area of the site; however, t
telling whether or not those cases will ultimately be appr

The site has been identified as being a part of Cell Group
“Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP).”!
contribute to the assembly of Proposed Constrained Link:
within this Cell Group will range from 65%-75% of the
majority of the conservation occurring within the eastern
Increasing the intensity of the site may potentially conflic

v
be!

Plan Foundation

ent land use

ere is currently no way of
ved.

“U” under the County’s
Cell group “U” will

age 17, Conservation

ell Group with the

portion of the Cell Group.
t with the goal of the

MSHCP and could create inconsistencies amongst the Land Use Element and the

Multi-Purpose Open Space Element of the General Plan,

The topography of the southern portion of the site is a co

cern as well, Slopes in

the southern portion of the lot potentially range fromr 15%-25%, The general area is

identified as having a high susceptibility to seismically i

nced landslide and

rockfall. According to the Safety Element of the General Plan, most of these areas,

are designated for Open Space or Rural development as i
intensity at the site may create an increase in potential pu
exposing additional dwelling units to potential slope fail
developing or grading at a greater density. The proposed
create an internal inconsistency between the elements of

Thus, the massive increase in density proposed by this GPA wd
MSHCP, pose public safety hazards, and create conflicts betwe
General Plan. No consultation from the Environmental Progra

4

this case. Increasing the

blic safety issues by
LECS and landslides when

hanged would again
e General Plan.

uld prejudice the
en the elements of the
s Dept. about effects on

the MSHCP is in evidence. Surrounding parcels are intact Rurgl, and no changed

circumstances justify piecemeal urbanization of an area recogni
community separator.

zed as an important




03/11/2010 12:20 FAX 21004

Item 15.5, GPA 916 (Winchester)
Concur with staff recommendation to deny initiation. | The site is outside the

existing commercial core and no changed circumstances justify the proposal. As staff
notes, future “Rural Commercial Policies” may apply, though,

Thank you for considering our views, and we look forward to working with you
as the Five-Year Update proceeds.

With best regards,

e e N
T Foo e '//'7
B R P A

Dan Silver, MD
Executive |Director

ce! Clerk of the Board

Electronic cc: Board Offices
George Johnson
Ron Goldman
Damian Meins
Mike Harrod
Katherine Lind
Interested parties
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FAX MEMO
March {1, 2010
TO: Clerk of the Board

Supervisor Bob Buster (ATTN: Dave Stahovich)

Supervisor John Tavaglione (ATTN: John Field)

Chairman Jeff Stone (ATTN: Olivia Barnes)

Supervisor John ]. Benoit (ATTN: Mike Gialdini)

Chairman Marion Ashley (ATTN: Darcy Kuenz
FROM: Dan Silver (EHL) 213-804-2750
RE: _Agenda ltem |5, March 16, 2010 (General Plan
Proceedings)
PAGES: 4 (including cover)

N

Amendment Initiation

FPID-D%-099/9D



Riverside County Board of Supervisors
Request to Speak

Submit request to Clerk of Board (right of podi
Speakers are entitled to three (3) minutes, s

/
Address: 4/ Q%{ ér\ %v

(only if follow-up mail r

City: {a.wt ¢ / e

Phone #: 73 9 222 -?, Y

Date: %é/“ /Agenda# /S .2

PLEASE STATE YOUR POSITION BELOW:

Position on “Regular” (non-appealed) Agenda Item:

Suppo Oppose Neutral

Note: If you are here for an agenda item that is filed
for "Appeal”, please state separately your position on
the appeal below:

Support Oppose Neutral

I give my 3 minutes to:




