18 june 2014

City of Menifee
29714 Haun Road
Menifee, CA 92586

RE: Initiation of Annexation of Rural Propertles East of Briggs Road into the City of Menifee

Dear Council Members,

We would respectfully request that the City of Menifee consider annexing the properties contained in
the three square mile area bounded by Scott Road on the South, Briggs Road on the West, Leon Road on
the East and Old Newport Road on the North.

The homeowners moved to this community to enjoy a rural lifestyle and refied on the fact that the
County’s General Plan supported and encouraged the keeping of animals and intensive equestrian uses,
A recent decision of the Board of Supervisors has put all of this in jeopardy. The Board has allowed 2
General Plan Amendment application o proceed which proposes 8004/~ small urban lots with an
aquatic center on 170 acres in the middle of this rural area over the objections of virtually all of the
surrounding residents. The home owners living within a % mile of this project, who have enjoyed this
rural area for over a coflective 1,100 years, submitted a petition to the Board requesting denial of this
project to protect our way of life and property values, The Board's decision to ignore the desires of local
residents over the wishes of an out of town developer who lives 100 miles from the site on property that
has been owned for less than 6 months is very troubling. There is no support from any of the resldents
adjaéent to this project for the creation of a highly urbanized area in this rural community.

This proposed annexation covers 3 square miles and contalns 282 lots with an average lot size of 6 acres.
This proposed GPA wouid construct, on less than 2 percent of the 3 square miles, potentially 800 homes
quadrupling the 282 lots that exist today. The proposed GPA creates a highly urbanized housing project
that does not allow horses and discourages intensive animal keeping. There are 1000’s of small lot sub-
division home sites simllar to this proposal within 2 mites of this site. The proposal to add more smali
lots In the last remalning rural area of this community is unwarranted. What reasonable plan places a
highly urban use in the middle of a rural area?

Therefore we would request that the Clty of Menifee consider initiating an annexation of the 3 square
miles to protect and preserve this area from urban encroachment, enlarge and enhance the rural areas
designated on the City's General Plan and retain the rural natural of this community.

deration and respectfully submitted,
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18 June 2014

City of Menifee
29714 Haun Road
Menifee, CA 92586

RE: Initiation of Annexation of Rural Properties East of Briggs Road into the City of Menifee
Dear Council Members,

We would respectfully request that the City of Menifee consider annexing the properties contained in
the three square mile area bounded by Scott Road on the South, Briggs Road on the West, Leon Road on
the East and Oid Newport Road on the North,

The homeowners moved to this community to enjoy a rural lifestyle and relied on the fact that the
County’s General Plan supported and encouraged the keeping of animals and intensive equestrian uses.
A recent decision of the Board of Supervisors has put all of this in jeopardy. The Board has aliowed a
General Plan Amendment application to proceed which proposes 800+/- small urban lots with an
aquatic center on 170 acres in the middle of this rural area over the objections of virtually afl of the
surrounding residents. The home owners living within a % mile of this project, who have enjoyed this
rural area for over a collective 1,100 years, submitted a petition to the Board requesting denial of this
project to protect our way of life and property values, The Board’s decision to ignore the desires of local
residents over the wishes of an out of town developer who lives 100 miles from the site on property that
has been owned for |ess than & months is very troubling. There is no support from any of the residents
adjacent to this project for the creation of a highly urbanized area in this rural community,

This proposed annexation covers 3 square miles and contains 282 lots with an average lot size of 6 acres,
This proposed GPA would construct, on less than 2 percent of the 3 square miles, potentially 800 homes
quadrupling the 282 lots that exist today. The proposed GPA creates a highly urbanized housing project
that does not allow horses and discourages intensive animal keeping. There are 1000's of small lot sub-
division home sites similar to this proposal within 2 miles of this site. The proposal to add more small
lots in the last remaining rural area of this community is unwarranted. What reasonable plan places a
highly urban use in the middle of a rural area?

Therefore we would request that the City of Menifee consider initiating an annexation of the 3 square
miles to protect and preserve this area from urban encroachment, enlarge and enharice the rural areas
designated on the City’s General Plan and retain the rural natural of this community.

Thank you for year cgnsideration and respectfully submitted,
e oz Date:G[/‘/M/
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18 June 2014

City of Menifee
29714 Haun Road
Menifee, CA 92586

RE: Initiation of Annexation of Rural Properties East of Briggs Road into the City of Menifee
Dear Council Members,

We would respectfully request that the City of Menifee consider annexing the properties contained in
the three square mile area bounded by Scott Road on the South, Briggs Road on the West, Leon Road on
the East and Old Newport Road on the North.

The homeowners moved to this community to enjoy a rural lifestyle and relied on the fact that the
County’s General Plan supported and encouraged the keeping of animals and intensive equestrian uses.
A recent decision of the Board of Supervisors has put all of this in jeopardy. The Board has allowed a
General Plan Amendment application to proceed which proposes 8C0+/- small urban lots with an
aquatic center on 170 acres in the middle of this rural area over the objections of virtually all of the
surrounding residents. The home owners living within a % mile of this project, who have enjoyed this
rural area for over a collective 1,100 years, submitted a petition to the Board requesting denial of this
project to protect our way of life and property values. The Board’s decision to ignore the desires of local
residents over the wishes of an out of town developer who lives 100 miles from the site on property that
has been owned for less than 6 months is very troubling. There is no support from any of the residents
adjacent to this project for the creation of a highly urbanized area in this rural community.

This proposed annexation covers 3 square miles and contains 282 lots with an average lot size of 6 acres.
This proposed GPA would construct, on less than 2 percent of the 3 square miles, potentially 800 homes
quadrupling the 282 lots that exist today. The proposed GPA creates a highly urbanized housing project
that does not allow horses and discourages intensive animal keeping. There are 1000s of small lot sub-
division home sites similar to this proposal within 2 miles of this site. The proposal to add more small
lots in the last remaining rural area of this community is unwarranted. What reasonable plan places a
highly urban use in the middle of a rural area?

Therefore we would request that the City of Menifee consider initiating an annexation of the 3 square
miles to protect and preserve this area from urban encroachment, enlarge and enhance the rural areas
designated on the City’s General Plan and retain the rural natural of this community.

ThaWow&ration and respectfully submitted,
. Date: &—/6—~/Y
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18 june 2014

City of Menifee
29714 Haun Road
Menifee, CA 92586

RE: Initiation of Annexation of Rural Properties East of Briggs Road into the City of Menifee

Dear Council Members,

We would respectfully request that the City of Menifee consider annexing the properties contained in
the three square mile area bounded by Scott Road on the South, Briggs Road on the Wast, Leon Road oi
the East and Old Newport Road an the North.

The homeowners moved to this community to enjoy a rural lifestyie and relied on the fact that the
County’s General Plan supported and encouraged the keeping of animals and intensive equestrian uses.
A recent decision of the Board of Supervisors has put all of this in jeopardy. The Board has allowed a
General Plan Amendment application to proceed which broposes 800+/- small urban lots with an
aquatic center on 170 acres in the middle of this rural area over the objectians of virtually ali of the
surrounding residents. The home owners living within a % mile of this project, who have enjoyed this
rural area for over a collective 1,100 years, submitted a petition to the Board requesting denial of this
project to protect our way of life and property values. The Board’s decision to ighare the desires of local
residents over the wishes of an out of town deveioper who lives 100 miles from the site an property that
has been owned for less than 6 months is very troubling. There is no support from any of the residents
adjacent to this project for the creaticn of a highly urbanized area in this rural community.

This proposed annexation cavers 3 square miles and contains 282 lots with an average lot size of 6 acres.
This proposed GPA would construct, on less than 2 percent of the 3 square miles, potentially 800 homes
quadrupling the 282 lots that exist today. The proposed GPA creates a highly urbanized housing project
that does not allow horses and discourages intensive animal keeping. There are 1000's of small lot sub-
division home sites similar to this proposal within 2 miles of this site. The proposal to add more small
lots in the last remaining rural area of this community is unwarranted. What reasonable plan places a
highly urban use in the middle of a rural area?

Therefore we would request that the City of Menifee consider initiating an annexation of the 3 square
miles to protect and preserve this area from urban encroachment, enlarge and enhance the rural areas
designated on the City’s General Plan and retain the rural natural of this community,

Tha ur consideration and respectfully submitted,
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18 June 2014

City of Menifee
29714 Haun Road
Menifee, CA 92586

RE: Initiation of Annexation of Rural Properties East of Briggs Road into the City of Menifee

Dear Council Members,

We would respectfully request that the City of Menifee consider annexing the properties contained in
the three square mile area bounded by Scott Road on the South, Briges Road on the West, Leon Road on
the East and Old Newport Road on the North.

The homeowners moved to this community to enjoy a rural lifestyle and relied on the fact that the
County’s General Plan supported and encouraged the keeping of animals and intensive equestrian uses.
A recent decision of the Board of Supervisors has put ail of this in jeopardy. The Board has allowed 3
General Plan Amendment application to proceed which proposes 800+/- small urban lots with an
aquatic center on 170 acres in the middie of this rurai area over the objections of virtually all of the
surrounding residents. The home owners living within a % mile of this project, who have enjoyed this
rural area for over a collective 1,100 years, submitted a petition to the Board requesting denial of this
project to protect our way of life and property values. The Board’s decision to ignore the desires of local
residents over the wishes of an out of town developer who lives 100 miles from the site on property that
has been owned for less than 6 months is very troubling. There is no support from any of the rasidents
adjacent to this project for the creation of a highly urbanized area in this rural community.

This proposed annexation covers 3 square miles and contains 282 lots with an average lot size of 6 acres.
This proposed GPA would construct, on less than 2 percent of the 3 square miles, potentially 800 homes
quadrupling the 282 lots that exist today. The proposed GPA creates a highly urbanized housing project
that does not allow horses and discourages intensive animal keeping. There are 1000’s of small lot sub-
division home sites similar to this proposal within 2 miles of this site. The proposal to add more small
lots in the last remaining rural area of this community is unwarranted. What reasonable plan places a
highly urban use in the middle of a rural area?

Therefore we would request that the City of Menifee consider initiating an annexation of the 3 square
miles to protect and preserve this area from urban encroachment, enlarge and enhance the rural areas

designated on the City’s General Plan and retain the rural natural of this community.
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18 June 2014

City of Menifee
29714 Haun Road
Menifee, CA 92586

RE: Initiation of Annexation of Rural Properties East of Briggs Road into the City of Menifee

Dear Council Members,

We would respectfully request that the City of Menifee consider annexing the properties contained in
the three square mile area bounded by Scott Road on the South, Briggs Road on the West, Leon Road on
the East and Old Newport Road on the North.

The homeowners moved to this community to enjoy a rural lifestyle and relied on the fact that the
County’s General Plan supported and encouraged the keeping of animals and intensive equestrian uses,
A recent decision of the Board of Supervisors has put all of this in jeopardy. The Board has allowed a
General Plan Amendment application to proceed which proposes 800+/- smail urban lots with an
aquatic center on 170 acres in the middle of this rural area over the objections of virtually all of the
surrounding residents. The home owners living within a % mile of this project, who have enjoyed this
rural area for over a collective 1,100 years, submitted a petition to the Board requesting denial of this
project to protect our way of life and property values. The Board's decision to ignore the desires of local
residents over the wishes of an out of town developer who lives 100 mites from the site on property that
has been owned for less than 6 months is very troubling. There is no support from any of the residents
adjacent to this project for the creation of a highly urbanized area in this rural community.

This proposed annexation covers 3 square miles and contains 282 fots with an average lot size of 6 acres.
This proposed GPA would construct, on less than 2 percent of the 3 square miles, potentially 800 homes
quadrupling the 282 fots that exist today. The proposed GPA creates a highly urbanized housing praject
that does not allow horses and discourages intensive animal keeping. There are 1000's of small lot sub-
division home sites similar to this proposal within 2 miles of this site. The proposal to add more small
lots in the last remaining rural area of this community is unwarranted. What reasonable plan places a
highly urban use in the middle of a rural area?

Therefore we would request that the City of Menifee consider initiating an annexation of the 3 square

miles to pratect and preserve this area from urban encroachment, entarge and enhance the rural areas
designated on the City's General Plan and retain the rural natural of this community,
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18 June 2014

City of Menifee
29714 Haun Road
Menifee, CA 92586

RE: Initiation of Annexation of Rural Properties East of Briggs Road into the City of Menifee
Dear Council Members,

We would respectfully request that the City of Menifee consider annexing the properties contained in
the three square mile area bounded by Scott Road on the South, Briggs Road on the West, Leon Road on
the East and Old Newport Road on the North.

The homeowners moved to this community to enjoy a rural lifestyle and relied on the fact that the
County’s General Plan supported and encouraged the keeping of animals and intensive equestrian uses.
A recent decision of the Board of Supervisors has put all of this in jeopardy. The Board has allowed a
General Plan Amendment application to proceed which proposes 800+/- small urban lots with an
aquatic center on 170 acres in the middle of this rural area over the objections of virtually all of the
surrounding residents. The home owners living within a % mile of this project, who have enjoyed this
rural area for over a collective 1,100 years, submitted a petition to the Board requesting denial of this
project to protect our way of life and property values. The Board’s decision to ignore the desires of local
residents over the wishes of an out of town developer who lives 100 miles from the site on property that
has been owned for less than 6 months is very troubling. There is no support from any of the residents
adjacent to this project for the creation of a highly urbanized area in this rural community.

This proposed annexation covers 3 square miles and contains 282 lots with an average lot size of € acres.
This proposed GPA would construct, on less than 2 percent of the 3 square miles, potentially 800 homes
quadrupling the 282 lots that exist today. The proposed GPA creates a highly urbanized housing project
that does not allow horses and discourages intensive animal keeping. There are 1000s of small lot sub-
division home sites similar to this proposal within 2 miles of this site. The proposal to add more small
lots in the last remaining rural area of this community is unwarranted. What reasonable plan places a
highly urban use in the middle of a rural area?

Therefore we would request that the City of Menifee consider initiating an annexation of the 3 square
miles to protect and preserve this area from urban encroachment, enlarge and enhance the rural areas
designated on the City’s General Plan and retain the rural natural of this community.

jgeration and respectfully submitted,
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18 June 2014

City of Menifee
29714 Haun Road
Menifee, CA 92586

RE: Initiation of Annexation of Rural Properties East of Briggs Road into the City of Menifee
Dear Council Members,

We would respectfully request that the City of Menifee consider annexing the properties contained in
the three square mile area bounded by Scott Road on the South, Briggs Road on the West, Leon Road on
the East and Oid Newport Road on the North.

The homeowners moved to this community to enjoy a rural lifestyle and relied on the fact that the
County’s General Plan supported and encouraged the keeping of animals and intensive equestrian uses,
A recent decision of the Board of Supervisors has put all of this in jeopardy, The Board has allowed a
General Plan Amendment application to proceed which proposes BOO+/- small urban lots with an
aquatic center on 170 acres in the middle of this rural area over the objections of virtually all of the
surrounding residents. The home owners living within a % mile of this project, who have enjoyed this
rural area for over a collective 1,100 years, submitted a petition to the Board requesting denial of this
project to protect our way of life and property values. The Board's decision to ignore the desires of local
residents over the wishes of an out of town developer who lives 100 miles from the site on property that
has been owned for less than 6 months is very troubling. There is no support from any of the residents
adjacent to this project for the creation of a highly urbanized area in this rural community,

This proposed annexation covers 3 square miles and contains 282 lots with an average lot size of 6 acres.
This proposed GPA would construct, on less than 2 percent of the 3 square miles, potentially 800 homes
quadrupling the 282 Iots that exist today. The proposed GPA creates a highly urbanized housing project
that does not allow horses and discourages intensive animal keeping. There are 1000's of small lot sub-
division home sites similar to this proposal within 2 miles of this site. The proposal to add more small
lots in the last remaining rural area of this community is unwarranted. What reasonable plan places a
highly urban use in the middle of a rural area?

Therefore we would request that the City of Menifee consider initiating an annexation of the 3 square
miles to protect and preserve this area from urban encroachment, enlarge and enhance the rural areas
designated on the City’s General Plan and retain the rural natural of this community.

Thankyou for your coqﬁeration and respectfully submitted,
tl{cag M5 Date: _
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18 June 2014

City of Menifee
29714 Haun Road
Menifee, CA 92586

RE: Initiation of Annexation of Rural Properties East of Briggs Road into the City of Menifee

Dear Council Members,

We would respectfully request that the City of Menifee consider annexing the properties contained in
the three square mile area bounded by Scott Road on the South, Briggs Road on the West, Leon Road on
the East and Old Newport Road on the North.

The homeowners moved to this community to enjoy a rural lifestyle and relied on the fact that the
County’s General Plan supported and encouraged the keeping of animals and intensive equestrian uses.
A recent decision of the Board of Supervisors has put all of this in jeopardy. The Board has allowed a
General Plan Amendment application to proceed which proposes 800+/- small urban lots with an
aquatic center on 170 acres in the middle of this rural area over the objections of virtually all of the
surrounding residents. The home owners living within a % mile of this project, who have enjoyed this
rural area for over a collective 1,100 years, submitted a petition to the Board requestihg denial of this
project to protect our way of life and property values. The Board's decision to ignore the desires of local
residents over the wishes of an out of town developer who lives 100 miles from the site on property that
has been owned for less than 6 months is very troubling. There is no support from any of the residents
adjacent to this project for the creation of a highly urbanized area in this rurai community.

This proposed annexation covers 3 square miles and contains 282 lots with an average lot size of 6 acres.
This proposed GPA would construct, on less than 2 percent of the 3 square miles, potentially 800 homes
quadrupling the 282 lots that exist today. The proposed GPA creates a highly urbanized housing project
that does not allow horses and discourages intensive animal keeping. There are 1000s of small lot sub-
division home sites similar to this proposal within 2 miles of this site. The proposal to add more small
lots in the last remaining rural area of this community is unwarranted. What reasonable plan places a
highly urban use in the middie of a rural area?

Therefore we would request that the City of Menifee consider initiating an annexation of the 3 square
miles to protect and preserve this area from urban encroachment, enlarge and enhance the rural areas
designated on the City’s General Plan and retaln the rural natural of this community.

Thank \%or consideration and respectfully submitted,
. _‘M Date: £A)g‘y
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18 June 2014

City of Menifee
29714 Haun Road
Menifee, CA 92586

RE: Initiation of Annexation of Rural Properties East of Briggs Road into the City of Menifee
Dear Council Members,

We would respectfully request that the City of Menifee consider annexing the properties contained in
the three square mile area bounded by Scott Road on the South, Brigas Road on the West, Leon Road on
the East and Oid Newport Road on the North.

The homeowners moved to this community to enjoy a rural lifestyle and relied on the fact that the
County’s General Plan supported and encouraged the keeping of animals and intensive equestrian uses,
A recent decision of the Board of Supervisors has put all of this in jeopardy. The Board has allowed a
General Plan Amendment application to proceed which proposes 800+/- small urban lots with an
aquatic center on 170 acres In the middle of this rural area over the objections of virtually all of the
surrounding residents. The home owners living within a % mile of this project, who have enjoyed this
rural area for over a collective 1,100 years, submitted a petition to the Board requesting denial of this
project to protect our way of life and property values. The Board’s decision to ignore the desires of local
residents over the wishes of an out of town developer who lives 100 miles from the site on property that
has been owned for less than 6 months is very troubling. There is no support from any of the residents
adjacent to this project for the creation of g highly urbanized area in this rural community.

This proposed annexation covers 3 square miles and contains 282 lots with an average lot size of 6 acres,
This proposed GPA would construct, on less than 2 percent of the 3 square miles, potentially 800 homes
quadrupling the 282 lots that exist today. The proposed GPA creates a highly urbanized housing profect
that does not allow horses and discourages intensive animal keeping. There are 1000’s of small lot sub-
division home sites similar to this proposal within 2 miles of this site. The proposal to add more small
tots in the last remaining rural area of this community is unwarranted. What reasonable plan places a
highly urban use in the middle of a rural area?

Therefore we would request that the City of Menifee consider initiating an annexation of the 3 square
miles to protect and preserve this area from urban encroachment, enlarge and enhance the rural areas
designated on the City’s General Plan and retain the rural naturai of this community.

Thank you for your consjderatian and Wully submitted,
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18 june 2014

City of Menifee
29714 Haun Road
Menifee, CA 92586

RE: Initiation of Annexation of Rural Properties East of Briggs Road into the City of Menifee
Dear Council Members,

We would respectfully request that the City of Menifee consider annexing the properties contained in
the three square mile area bounded by Scott Road on the South, Briggs Road on the West, Leon Road on
the East and Old Newport Road on the North.

The homeowners moved to this community to enjoy a rural lifestyle and relied on the fact that the
County’s General Plan supported and encouraged the keeping of animals and intensive equestrian uses.
A recent decision of the Board of Supervisors has put all of this in Jeopardy. The Bgard has allowed a
General Plan Amendment application to proceed which proposes 800+/- small urban lots with an
aquatic center on 170 acres in the middle of this rural area over the objections of virtually ali of the
surrounding residents, The home owners living within a % mile of this project, who have enjoyed this
rural area for over a collective 1,100 years, submitted a petition to the Board requesting denial of this
project to protect our way of life and property values. The Board’s decision to ignore the desires of local
residents over the wishes of an out of town developer who lives 100 miles from the site on property that
has been owned for less than 6 months is very troubling. There is no support from any of the residents
adjacent to this project for the creation of a highly urbanized area in this rural community.

This proposed annexation covers 3 square miles and contains 282 lots with an average lot size of 6 acres.
This proposed GPA would construct, on less than 2 percent of the 3 square miles, potentially 800 homes
quadrupling the 282 lots that exist today. The proposed GPA creates a highly urbanized housing project
that does not allow horses and discourages intensive animal keeping. There are 1000's of smali lot sub-
division home sites similar to this proposal within 2 miles of this site. The proposal to add more small
lots in the last remaining rural area of this community is unwarranted. What reasonable plan places a
highly urban use in the middle of a rural area?

Therefore we would request that the City of Menifee consider initiating an annexation of the 3 square
miles to protect and preserve this area from urban encroachment, enlarge and enhance the rural areas
designated on the City’s General Plan and retain the rural natural of this community.

Hion and respectfully submitted,

Date: w'/S‘[q
—/( ~ Date:
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18 june 2014

City of Menifee
29714 Haun Road
Menifee, CA 92586

RE: Initiation of Annexation of Rural Properties East of Briggs Road into the City of Menifee
Dear Council Members,

We would respectfully request that the City of Menifee consider annexing the properties contained in
the three sguare mile area bounded by Scott Road on the South, Briggs Road on the West, Lecn Road on
the East and Old Newport Road on the Noith.

The homeowners moved to this community to enjoy a rural lifestyle and relied on the fact that the
County’s General Plan supported and encouraged the keeping of animals and intensive equestrian uses.
A recent decision of the Board of Supervisors has put all of this in jeopardy. The Board has allowed 3
General Plan Amendment application to proceed which proposes 800+/- small urban lots with an
aquatic center on 170 acres in the middle of this rural area over the objections of virtually all of the
surrounding residents. The home owners living within a % mile of this project, who have enjoyed this
rural area for over a collective 1,100 years, submitted a petition to the Board requesting denial of this
project to protect our way of life and property values. The Board’s decision to ignore the desires of local
residents over the wishes of an out of town developer who lives 100 miles from the site on property that
has been owned for less than 6 months is very troubling. There is no support from any of the residents
adjacent to this project for the creation of a highly urbanized area in this rural community.

This proposed annexation covers 3 square miles and contains 282 lots with an average lot size of 6 acres.
This proposed GPA would construct, on less than 2 percent of the 3 square miles, potentially 8G0 homes
quadrupling the 282 lots that exist today. The proposed GPA creates a highly urbanized housing project
that does not allow horses and discourages intensive animal keeping. There are 1000's of small lot sub-
division home sites similar to this proposal within 2 miles of this site. The proposal to add more small
lots in the last remaining rural area of this community is unwarranted. What reasonable plan places a
highly urban use in the middle of a rural area?

Therefore we would request that the City of Menifee consider initiating an annexation of the 3 square
miles to protect and preserve this area from urban encroachment, enlarge and enhance the rural areas
designated on the City’s General Plan and retain the rural natural of this community.

Thank you for your consideration and respectfully submitted, f
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18 June 2014

City of Menifee
29714 Haun Road
Menifee, CA 92586

RE: Initiation of Annexation of Rural Properties East of Briggs Road into the City of Menifee

Dear Council Members,

We would respectfully request that the City of Menifee consider annexing the properties contained in
the three square mile area bounded by Scott Road on the South, Briggs Road on the West, Leon Road on
the East and Old Newport Road on the North.

The homeowners moved to this community to enjoy a rural lifestyle and relied on the fact that the
County’s General Plan supported and encouraged the keeping of animals and intensive equestrian uses.
A recent decision of the Board of Supervisors has put all of this in jeopardy. The Board has allowed a
General Plan Amendment application to proceed which proposes 800+/- small urban lots with an
aquatic center on 170 acres in the middle of this rural area over the objections of virtually all of the
surrounding residents. The home owners living within a % mile of this project, who have enjoyed this
rural area for over a coliective 1,100 years, submitted a petition to the Board requesting denial of this
project to protect our way of life and property values. The Board’s decision to ignore the desires of local
residents over the wishes of an out of town developer who lives 100 miles from the site on property that
has been owned for less than 6 months is very troubling. There is no support from any of the residents
adjacent to this project for the creation of a highly urbanized area in this rural community.

This proposed annexation covers 3 square miles and contains 282 lots with an average lot size of 6 acres.
This proposed GPA would construct, on less than 2 percent of the 3 square miles, potentially 800 homes
quadrupling the 282 lots that exist today. The proposed GPA creates a highly urbanized housing project
that does not allow horses and discourages intensive animal keeping. There are 1000’s of small lot sub-
division home sites similar to this proposal within 2 miles of this site. The proposal to add more smali
lots in the last remaining rural area of this community is unwarranted. What reasonable plan places a
highly urban use in the middle of a rural area?

Therefore we would request that the City of Menifee consider initiating an annexation of the 3 square
miles to protect and preserve this area from urban encroachment, enlarge and enhance the rural areas
designated on the City’s General Plan and retain the rural natural of this community,

o'on and reshectfully submitted,
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18 June 2014

City of Menifee
29714 Haun Road
Menifee, CA 92586

RE: Initiation of Annexation of Rural Properties East of Briggs Road into the City of Menifee
Dear Council Members,

We would respectfully request that the City of Menifee consider annexing the properties contained in
the three square mile area bounded by Scott Road on the South, Brigas Road on the West, Leon Road on
the East and Oid Newport Road on the North.

The homeowners moved to this community to enjoy a rural lifestyle and relied on the fact that the
County’s General Plan supported and encouraged the keeping of animals and intensive equestrian uses.
A recent decision of the Board of Supervisors has put all of this in jeopardy. The Board has allowed a
General Plan Amendment application to proceed which proposes 800+/- small urban lots with an
aguatic center on 170 acres in the middle of this rural area over the objections of virtually all of the
surrounding residents. The home owners living within a % mile of this project, who have enjoyed this
rural area for over a collective 1,100 years, submitted a petition to the Board requesting denial of this
project to protect our way of life and property values, The Board’s decision to ignore the desires of local
residents over the wishes of an out of town developer who lives 100 miles from the site on property that
has been owned for less than 6 months is very troubling. There is no support from any of the residents
adjacent to this project for the creation of a highly urbanized area in this rural community.

This proposed annexation covers 3 square miles and contains 282 lots with an average lot size of 6 acres.
This proposed GPA would construct, on less than 2 percent of the 3 square miles, potentially 800 homes
quadrupling the 282 lots that exist today. The proposed GPA creates a highly urbanized housing project
that does not allow horses and discourages intensive animal keeping. There are 1000’s of small lot sub-
division home sites similar to this proposal within 2 miles of this site. The proposal to add more small
lots in the last remaining rural area of this community is unwarranted. What reasonable plan places a
highly urban use in the middle of a rural area?

Therefore we wouid request that the City of Menifee consider initiating an annexation of the 3 square
miles to protect and preserve this area from urban encroachment, enlarge and enhance the rural areas
designated on the City’s General Plan and retain the rural natural of this community,

JThank you for your cgnsigleration and respectfully submitted,
%l ﬂ( 0 Date: ({8 {jé
F)N"HIL A’qn(,{“d-%' Date: _____
We have lived at 33872 Mina In for__2— vyears.




18 June 2014

City of Menifee
29714 Haun Road
Menifee, CA 92586

RE: Initiation of Annexation of Rural Properties East of Briggs Road into the City of Menifee
Dear Council Members,

We would respectfully request that the City of Menifee consider annexing the properties contained in
the three square mile area bounded by Scott Road on the South, Briggs Road on the West, Leon Road on
the East and Old Newport Road on the North.

The homeowners moved to this community to enjoy a rural lifestyle and relied on the fact that the
County’s General Plan supported and encouraged the keeping of animals and intensive equestrian uses.
A recent decision of the Board of Supervisors has put all of this in jeopardy. The Board has allowed a
General Plan Amendment application to proceed which proposes 800+/- small urban lots with an
aquatic center on 170 acres in the middle of this rural area over the objections of virtually all of the
surrounding residents. The home owners living within a % mile of this project, who have enjoyed this
rural area for over a collective 1,100 years, submitted a petition to the Board requesting denial of this
project to protect our way of life and property values, The Board’s decision to ignore the desires of local
residents over the wishes of an out of town developer who lives 100 miles from the site on property that
has been owned for less than 6 months is very troubling. There is no support from any of the residents
adjacent to this project for the creation of a highly urbanized area in this rural community.

This proposed annexation covers 3 square miles and contains 282 lots with an average lot size of 6 acres.
This proposed GPA would construct, on less than 2 percent of the 3 square miles, potentially 800 homes
quadrupling the 282 lots that exist today. The proposed GPA creates a highly urbanized housing project
that does not allow horses and discourages intensive animal keeping. There are 1000’s of small lot sub-
division home sites similar to this proposal within 2 miles of this site. The proposal to add more small
lots in the last remaining rural area of this community is unwarranted. What reasonable plan places a
highly urban use in the middle of a rural area?

Therefore we would request that the City of Menifee consider initiating an annexation of the 3 square

miles to protect and preserve this area from urban encroachment, enlarge and enhance the rural areas
designated on the City’s General Plan and retain the rural natural of this community.

Thank ypu for your copsideration and respectfully submittad,
M‘; Date: —%éé/ Y
Date:

-
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18 June 2014

City of Menifee
29714 Haun Road
Menifee, CA 92586

RE: Initiation of Annexation of Rural Properties East of Briggs Road into the City of Menifee
Dear Council Members,

We would respectfully request that the City of Menifee consider annexing the properties contained in
the three square mile area bounded by Scott Road on the South, Briggs Road on the West, Leon Road on
the East and Old Newport Road on the North.

The homeowners moved to this community to enjoy a rural lifestyle and relied on the fact that the
County’s General Plan supported and encouraged the keeping of animals and intensive equestrian uses.
A recent decision of the Board of Supervisors has put all of this in jeopardy. The Board has allowed a
General Plan Amendment application to proceed which proposes 800+/- small urban lots with an
aquatic center on 170 acres in the middle of this rural area over the objections of virtually all of the
surrounding residents. The home owners living within a % mile of this project, who have enjoyed this
rural area for over a collective 1,100 years, submitted a petition to the Board requesting denial of this
project to protect our way of life and property values. The Board’s decision to ignore the desires of local
residents over the wishes of an out of town developer who lives 100 miles from the site on property that
has been owned for less than & months is very troubling. There is no support from any of the residents
adjacent to this project for the creation of a highly urbanized area in this rural community.

This proposed annexation covers 3 square miles and contains 282 lots with an average lot size of 6 acres.
This proposed GPA would construct, on less than 2 percent of the 3 square miles, potentially 800 homes
quadrupling the 282 lots that exist today. The proposed GPA creates a highly urbanized housing project
that does not allow horses and discourages intensive animal keeping. There are 1000’s of small Jot sub-
division home sites similar to this proposal within 2 miles of this site. The proposal to add more small
lots in the last remaining rural area of this community Iis unwarranted. What reasonable plan places a
highly urban use in the middle of a rural area?

Therefore we would request that the City of Menifee consider initiating an annexation of the 3 square
miles to protect and preserve this area from urban encroachment, enlarge and enhance the rural areas
designated on the City’s General Plan and retain the rural natural of this community.

Thank yo uytonsideration and respectfully submitted,
. ] Date: o
: Date:

We have livedat _2q 325 mcg‘ig nionm Kd  for X . veals.



18 June 2014

City of Menifee
29714 Haun Road
Menifee, CA 92586

RE: Initiation of Annexation of Rural Properties East of Briggs Road into the City of Menifee
Dear Council Members,

We would respectfully request that the City of Menifee consider annexing the properties contained in
the three square mile area bounded by Scott Road on the South, Briggs Road on the West, Leon Road on
the £ast and Old Newport Road on the North.

The homeowners moved to this community to enjoy a rural lifestyle and relied on the fact that the
County’s General Plan supported and encouraged the keeping of animals and intensive equestrian uses,
A recent decision of the Board of Supervisors has put all of this in jeopardy. The Board has allowed a
General Plan Amendment application to proceed which proposes 800+/- small urban lots with an
aquatic center on 170 acres in the middle of this rural area over the objections of virtually all of the
surrounding residents. The home owners living within a % mile of this project, who have enjoyed this
rural area for over a collective 1,100 years, submitted a petition to the Board requesting denial of this
project to protect our way of life and property values. The Board's decision to ignore the desires of local
residents over the wishes of an out of town developer who lives 100 miles from the site on property that
has been owned for less than 6 months is very troubling. There is no support from any of the residents
adjacent to this project for the creation of a highly urbanized area in this rural community.

This propesed annexation covers 3 square miles and contains 282 lots with an average lot size of 6 acres.
This proposed GPA would construct, on less than 2 percent of the 3 square miles, potentially 800 homes
quadrupling the 282 lots that exist today. The proposed GPA creates a highly urbanized housing project
that does not allow horses and discourages intensive animal keeping. There are 1000s of small lot sub-
division home sites similar to this proposal within 2 miles of this site. The proposal to add more small
lots in the last remaining rural area of this community is unwarranted. What reasonable plan places a
highly urban use in the middle of a rural area?

Therefore we would request that the City of Menifee consider initiating an annexation of the 3 square
miles to protect and preserve this area from urban encroachment, enlarge and enhance the rural areas
designated on the City’s General Plan and retain the rural natural of this community.

Thaw@demﬁon and respectfully submitted,
- Date:
n_’lmzﬁz N Date: o — | (Y

We have lived at 2 € \ for _20> vyears.
Mendee CA




31 January 2016

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Rivarside, CA 92501

RE:  General Plan Amendmenits 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners and residents that are categorically opposed fo these projects. These projects will
add 1,000 new homes and 10,000s of new vehicle trips to our already congested area. We do not suppart
the removal of the Rural Community Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the Rural Policy
Area. This area needs to remain rural,

These projects are lacated in the center of a large area planned by the County of Riverside, the Cities of
Menifee, Murrieta and the future City of Winchester as rural. There is o support in the community for
approving these incompativle land uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association do
not support these projects as they are not consistent with the General Pians and community visions for
this area.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural community. There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County east of this area. The construction of 1000's of
small lot homes within this Rural Policy Area is not warranted and should be deriied by the Board of
Supervisors. The approval of these projects would adversely affect the community and would be
defrimental to our way of life.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan gad would be consist with rural
land uses and fife styles..

“Riverside County, like @ quilt, is o composite of differing lifestyles connected together through
common strands. The County’s General Plan Is designed to.ensure thot the quilt retains its core
identity by guiding future growth thot respects the diversity of the region, shapes ond configures
development in relation to the land it occupies and ensures that jis various parts relote to fts whole,” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 921 and 1129 and preserve thie area for rural uses,

Respactfully submitted
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1 message

lithic <lithio@linkline.com> Sun, Feb 7, 2016 at 5:41 PM

To: stopgpad21@igmail.com

PETITION:
Today's Date

Riverside County Board of Supervisors 4080 Lemon Strest, 14th Floor
Riverside, CA 82501

RE: General Plan Amendments 921 and 1128

Daar Supervisors,

We are home ownars and residents that are categoricaliy opposed io these projects. These projects will add a
1,000 new homes and 10,0008 of new vehicle trips to our already congested area. We do iot support the removal
of the Rural Communily Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the Rural Policy Area. This area needs
ta remain rural.

These projects are located in the center of a large area ptanned by the County of Riverside, the Cities of Menifee,
Murrieta and the-future City of Winchester as rural. There is no support in the community for approving these
incompatible fand uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association do not support these projects
as they are riot consistent with the General Plans and community vistons for this area,

These proposals would plece high density urban development in the middie of a rural community. There are over
23,000 homes already approved in the County east of this area. The construction of 1000's of small Jot homes
within this Rural Policy Area Is not warranted and should be denied by the Board of Supervisors. The approval of
these projects would adversely affect the community and would be defrimentai to our way of fife.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and would be consist with rural land uses
and life styles. "Riverside County, like a quilt, is a composite of differing lifestyles connected together through
common strands. The County's General Plan is designed to enstre thal the quilt retains its core identity by quiding
future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures developrment in relation to the land it
occupies and ensures that its various parts refate to its whole.” - Riverside County Planning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Geals and protect the Vision of the General Plan by
denying GPA 921 and 1129 and preserve this area for rural uses.

Respectfully submitted

Name Address_Christine Siolo_, 30605 Curzutla Rd Menifes, CA 92534
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31 January 2016

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Straet, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 82501

RE: Generai Plan Amendments 921 and 1128
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners and residants that are categorically opposed to these projects. These projects will
add a 1,000 new homes and 10,000s of new vehicle trips to our already congested area. We do not
support the removal of the Rural Community Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the Rural
Policy Ares. This area needs to remain niral.

Thess projects are jocated in the center of a large area planned by the County of Riverside, the Cities of
Menifee, Murrieta and the future City of Winchester as rural. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association do
not support these projects as they are not consistent with the General Plans and community visions for
this area.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middie of a rural commiunily. There
are over 23,000 homes aiready approved in the County east of this area. The construction of 100ir's of
smafl iot fiomes within this Rural Policy Area is not warranted and should be denied by the Board of
Supervigors. The approval of these projects would adversely affact the communily and would be
detrimental 10 our way of iife.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and would be consist with niral
land uses and life siyles,.

“Riverside County, like o quilt, is a tomposite of differing lifestyles connected together through
comman strands. The County’s General Plan Is designed to ensure that the quilt retalns its core
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes ond configures
development in relotion to the land it accuples ard ensures that its various parts relote to its whote.” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 821 and 1129 and preserve this area for rural uses.

Respectiully submitted

29420 Ghand Lene . Mene o

Address A
_ {t 4 { sl y

Atldrass Y - ;
Lo (s 22 e v Ly Zitboieha B Dai b s
Name ' e Addrass ‘;‘é‘f;&’v’/

. 2Pt b A

Name Address
Name " i Address ' £

Mame ’ Address



31 January 2016

Riverside County Board of Supsrvisers
4080 Lemon Street, 14” Floor
Rivarside, CA 92501

RE: General Plan Amendments 921 and 1128
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners and residents that are categorically opposed to these projects, These projects will
add g 1,000 new homes and 10,0005 of new vehicle trips {0 our already congested area. We do niot
support the removal of the Rural Community Estate Dénsity Residential Land Use {2-acre) and the Rural
Policy Area. This area needs 1o remain rural.

These projects are located in the center of a large area planned by the County of Riversids, the Cities of
Menifes, Murrieta and the future City of Winchester as rural. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land uses, The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association do
not support these projects as they are not consistent with the General Plans and Lommunity visions for
this args.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middie of a rural community. There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County east of this area. The construction of 1060°% of
smmalt lot homes within this. Rural Policy Area is not warranted and should be denied by the Board of
Supervisors. The approval of these projects would adversely affect the community and would be
detrimental to our way of fife.

We do support developments that comply with the cusrent General Plan and would be consist with rural
and uses and life styles..

“Riverside County, like a quilt, Is a composite of differing fifestyles connected together through
common strands. The County’s Generol Plan Is designed to ensure that the quilt retains its care
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shopes and configures
development in relation to the fand it occuples and ensures that fts various parts relate to its whole,” -
Riverside County Plorining Deportment website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Fian by denying GPA 821 and 1129 and preserva this area for rural uses.

Raspeactiully submitted
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21 January 2018

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Community Meating on GPA 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to this proposed change. We
do not support the removal of the Rural Commurity: Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and
the Rural Policy Area and the approval of 8 Community Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5
units per acre).

This proposal is located in the center of a large ares envisioned as rural by the County of Riverside,
Menifee and Murrista. There is no support in the community for approving this incompatible land use. The
City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association cannot. support this project as it is not consist with
their General Plans and visions for this area.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rurat community, There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County in this area. The proposal to add 800 more smail
lot homes within this Rural Policy Area. is not warranted and should be denied by the Board. The

approval of this proposal would adversely affest our properties and would be detrimental to our way of
life.

We do support a development that would cemply with the current General Plan that supports rural land
usas and life siyles.,

“Riverside County, like a quilt, is o composite of differing lifestyles connected together through
comman strands, The County's General Plon is designed to ensure thot the quilt retoins its core
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures
development In relation to the lund it occupies dnd ensures that Its various parts relate to its whole.” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural uses,

Respeatfully submitted
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21 Jaﬁuary 2016

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
ADS0 Lemon Strest, 14™ Fioor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE:  Community Meeting on GPAs 1129 and 921

Dear Supsrvisers,

We are adjacent home owners and are categorically opposed to these projects. We do not support the
removal of the Rural Community: Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the Rural Policy Area
and the approval of a Community Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acra).

These proposals are located in the center of a large ares envisioned as rural by the County of Riverside,
Menifee, Murrieta and the future City of Winchester. There is no support in ths community for approving
these incompatible land uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association cannot support
these projects as they are not consistent with the General Plans and community visions for this area.

These proposals would place high density urban devetopment in the middie of a rural community. There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County in this area. The proposals to add a 1000 more
small lot homes within this Rural Policy Area is not warranted and should be denied by the Board. The
approval of these proposals would adversely affact our properties and would be detrimental to our way of
life.

We do support a development that would comply with the current General Plan that supports rural land
uses and life styles..

“piverside County, like a quilt, is a composite of differing lifestyles connected together through
common strands. The County’s General Plan is designed to ensure that the quilt retalns its core
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures
development in refation to the land It occupies and ensures that its various parts relate to its whole.” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 1128 and 921 and preserve this area for naral uses.

Respectfully submitted
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21 January 2018

Riverside County Board of Supervisors

4080 Lemon Straat, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE:

Dear Supervisors,

Community Masting on GPAS 1129 and 921

Wae are adjacent home owners and are categorically opposed to these projects. We do not support the
removal of the Rural Community: Estale Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the Rural Policy Area
and the approval of a Community Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the County of Riverside,
Menifee, Murrieta and the future City of Winchestar. There is no support In the community for approving
these incompatible land uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Associatian cannot support
these projects as they are not consistent with the General Plans and comimunity visions for-this area.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middie of a rural comiunity, There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County in this area. The proposals to add a 1000 more
small lot homes within this Rural Palicy Area s not warranted and should be denied by the Beard. The
approval of thase proposals wauld adversely affect our properties and would be detrimental to our way of

fife,

We do suppart a development that would comply with the current General Plan that supporls rural land

uses and life slyles..

“Riverside County, like o quilt, is a composite of differing lifestyles connected together through
tommon stronds. The County's General Plan is designed to ensure that the quilt retains its core
identity by guiding futire growth that respects the diversity of the reglon, shapes and configures
development in relation to the fand it occupies and ensures that jts various parts relate to jts whole.” -
Riverside County Plunning Deportment website

Piease honor the Cournity Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 1129 and 921 and preserve this area for rural uses.

Respactfully submitted
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21 January 2016

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 L.emon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE:  Community Meeting on GPAs 1129 and 921
Dear Supervisors,

We are adjacent home owners and are categorically opposed to these projects. We do not support the
removal of the Rural Community: Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the Rural Policy Area
and the approval of a Community Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre),

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the County of Riverside,
Menifee, Murrieta and the future City of Winchester. There is no support in the community for approving
these incompatible land uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association cannot support
these projects as they are not consistent with the General Plans and community visions for this area.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural community. There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County in this area. The proposals to add a 1000 more
smali lot homes within this Rural Policy Area is not warranted and should be denied by the Board. The
approval of these proposals would adversely affect our properties and would be detrimental to our way of
life.

We do support a development that would comply with the current General Plan that supports rural land
uses and life styles..

“Riverside County, like a quilt, is a composite of differing lifestyles connected together through
common strands. The County's General Plan is designed to ensure that the quilt retains its core
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures
development in relation to the land it occupies and ensures that its various parts relate to its whole,” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 1129 and 921 and preserve this area for rural uses.

Respectfully submitted
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21 January 20186

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE:  Communily Meeting on GPAs 1129 and 921
Dear Supervisors,

We are adjacent home owners and are categorically opposed to these projects. We do niot support the
removal of the Rural Community: Estate Density Residentiai Land Use (2-acre) and the Rural Policy Area
and the approval of a Community Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the County of Rivarside,
Menifee, Murrieta and the future City of Winchester. There is no stipport in the community for approving
these incompatible land uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association cannot support
these projects as they are not consistent with the General Plans and community visions for this area.

These proposals wouid place high density urban deveiopmient in the midale of a rural community. There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County in this area. The proposals to add a 1000 more
smali lot homes within this Rural Policy Area is not warranted and should be denied by the Board, The
approval of these praposals would adversely affect our properties and would be detrimental to our way of
fife.

We do support a development that would comply with the current General Plan that supports rural Jand
uses and life styles..

“Riverside County, like a quilt, is a composite of differing lifestyles connected together through
common strands. The County's General Plan is designed to ensure that the quilt retains its core
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures
development in relation to the lond it occuples and ensures that its various parts relate to its whole.” -
Riverside County Plahning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 1129 and 921 and preserve this area for rural uses.
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21 January 2016

Riverside County Board of Supstvisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floar
Riverside, CA 82501

RE:  Community Meeting on GPAs 1129 and 921
Dear Supervisors,

We are adjacent home owners and are categorically opposed to these projects. We do not support the
removal of the Rural Community: Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the Rural Policy Area
and the approval of a Community Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the County of Riverside,
Menifee, Murrieta and the future City of Winchester. There is no support in the community for approving
these incompatible land uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association cannot support

these projects as they are not consistent with the General Plans and community visions for this area.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural community. There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County in this area. The proposals to add a 1000 more
small lot homes within this Rural Policy Area is not warranted and should be denied by the Board. The
approval of these proposals would adversely affect our properties and would be detrimental to our way of
life.

We do support a development that would comply with the current General Plan that supports fural fand
uses and life styles..

“Riverside County, like a quilt, is o composite of differing lifestyles connected together through
common strands. The County's General Plan is designed to ensure that the quilt retains its core
identity by guiding future growth thut respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures
development in refation to the land it occupies and ensures that its various ports refiite to its whole.” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 1128 and 921 and presetve this area for rural uses.

Respectfully submitted
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21 January 2016

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE:  Community Meeting on GPAs 1129 and 921
Dear Supervisors,

We are adjacent home owners and are categorically opposed to these projects. We do not support the
removal of the Rurat Community: Estate Density Residentia! Land Use (2-acre) and the Rural Policy Area
and the approval of a Community Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a targe area envisioned as rural by the County of Riverside,
Menifee, Murrieta and the future City of Winchester. There is no support In the community for approving
these incompatible land uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association cannot support
these projects as they are not consistent with the General Plans and community visions for this area.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural community. There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County in this area. The proposals to add a 1000 more
small lot homes within this Rural Policy Area is not warranted and should be denied by the Board. The
approval of these proposals would adversely affect our properties and would be detrimental to our way of
life.

We do support a development that would comply with the current General Plan that supports rura! land
uses and life styles..

“Riverside County, like a quilt, is a composite of differing lifestyles connected together through
common strands. The County's General Plan is designed to ensure that the quilt retains its core
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures
development in relation to the land it occupies and ensures that its various parts relate to its whole.” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Piease honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 1129 and 921 and preserve this area for rural uses.

Respectfully submitied
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21 January 2018

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE:  Community Meeting on GPAs 1129 and 921
Dear Supervisors,

We are adjacent home owners and are categorically opposed to these projects. We do not support the
removal of the Rural Community: Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the Rural Policy Area
and the approval of a Community Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the County of Riverside,
Menifee, Murrieta and the future City of Winchester. There is no support in the community for approving
these incompatibie iand uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association cannot support
these projects as they are not consistent with the Generat Plans and community visions for this area.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural community. There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County in this area. The proposals to add a 1000 more
small lot homes within this Rural Policy Area is not warranted and should be denied by the Board. The
approval of these proposais would adversely affect our properties and would be detrimental to our way of
life.

We do support a development that would comply with the current General Plan that supports rural land
uses and life styles..

“Riverside County, like a quilt, Is a composite of dlffering lifestyles connected together through
common strands. The County’s General Plan is designed to ensure that the quilt retains its core
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures
development in relation to the land it occupies and ensures that its various parts relate to its whole.” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 1129 and 921 and preserve this area for rural uses.

Respectfully submitted
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21 January 2016

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street. 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE:  Community Meeting on GPAs 1129 and 921
Dear Supervisors,

We are adjacent home owners and are categorically opposad to these projects. We do not support the
removal of the Rural Community: Estate Density Residential Land Use {2-acre) and the Rural Policy Area
and the approval of a Community Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the County of Riverside,
Menifee, Murrieta and the future City of Winchester, There is no support in the communily for approving
these incompatible land uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association cannot support
these projects as they are not consistent with the General Plans and eommunity visions for this area.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middie of a rural community, There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County in this area. The proposais to add & 1000 miore
small lot homes within this Rural Palicy Area is not warranted and should be denied by the Board. The
approval of these proposals would adversely affect our properties and would be detrimental to our way of
fife.

We do support a development that wotlid comply with the current General Plan that supports rural land
uses and fife styles..

“Riverside County, like a quilt, is « composite of differing lifestyles connected together through
common strands. The County's General Plan is designed to ensute that the quilt retains its core
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes ond configures
development in relation to the land it occupies and ensures thot its various parts relate to its whole.” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 1129 and 921 and preserve this area for rural uses.

Respectfuily-submitted
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21 January 2016

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE:  Community Meeting on GPAs 1 129 and 921
Dear Supervisors,

We are adjacent home owners and are categorically opposed to these projects. We do not support the
removal of the Rural Community: Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the Rural Policy Area
and the approval of a Community Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the County of Riverside,
Menifee, Murrieta and the future City of Winchester. There is no support in the community for approving
these incompatibie land uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association cannot support
these.projects as they are not consistent with the General Plans and community visions for this area.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middie of a rural community. There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County in this area. The proposais to add a 1000 more
small lot homes within this Rural Policy Area is not warranted and shouid be denied by the Board. The
approval of these proposals would adversely affect our properties and would be detrimentai to our way of
life,

We do support a development that would comply with the current General Plan that supports rural land
uses and life styles..

“Riverside County, like a quilt, is a composite of differing lifestyles connected together through
common strands. The County's General Plan s designed to ensure that the quilt retains its core
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures
development in relation to the land It occuples and ensures thot its various parts relate to its whole.” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 1129 and 921 and preserve this area for rural uses,
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21 January 2016

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14° Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE:  Community Meeting on GPAs 1129 and 921
Dear Supervisors,

We are adjacent home owners and are categorically opposed to these projects. We do nat support the
removal of the Rural Community: Estate Density Resideritial Land Use {2-acre) and the Rural Policy Area
and the approval of a Community Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a iarge area envisioned as rural by the County of Riverside,
Menifee, Murrieta and the future City of Winchester, There is no support in the community for approving
these incompatible land uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association cannot support
these projects as they are not consistent with the General Plans and community vislons for this area.

These proposals would piace high density urban development in the middle of a rural community. There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County in this area. The proposals to add 2 1000 more
small ot homes within this Rural Policy Area is not warranted and should be denied by the Board, The
approval of these proposals would adversely affect our properties and would be detrimantat to our way of
tife.

We do support a development that would comply with the current General Plan that supports rural land
uses and life styles.,

“Riverside County, like a quilt, is a composite of differing lifestyles connected together through
common strands, The County's General Plan is designed to ensure that the quilt retains its core
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures
development in relation to the land it occupies and ensures that its various parts relate to its whole.” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 1129 and 921 and preserve this aréa for rural uses,

Respectiully submitted
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21 January 2016

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE:  Community Meeting on GPAs 1129 and 921
Dear Supervisors,

We are adjacent home owners and are categorically opposed to these projects. We do not support the
removal of the Rural Community: Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the Rural Policy Area
and the approva! of a Community Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the County of Riverside,
Menifee, Murrieta and the future City of Winchester. There is no support in the community for approving
these incompatible land uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association cannot support
these projects as they are not consistent with the Generat Plans and community visions for this area.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural community. There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County in this arsa. The proposals to add a 1000 more
small lot homes within this Rural Policy Area is not warranted and should be denied by the Board. The
approval of these proposals would adversely affect our properties and would be detrimental to our way of
iife.

We do support a development that would comply with the current General Plan that supports rural land
uses and life styles..

“Riverside County, like a quilt, is a composite of differing iifestyles connected together through
common strands. The County's General Plan is designed to ensure that the quilt retains its core
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures
development in relation to the land it occupies and ensures that its various parts relate to jis whole,” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Piease honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 1129 and 921 and preserve this area for rural uses.

Respectfully submitted
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21 January 2016

Riverside County Board of Supervisors

4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor

Riverside, CA 92501

RE:  Community Meeting on GPAs 1129 and 921
Dear Supervisors,

We are adjacent home owners and are categorically opposed to these projects. We do not support the
removal of the Rural Community: Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the Rural Policy Area

and the approval of a Community Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre),

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the County of Riverside,
Menifee, Murrieta and the future City of Winchester. There is no support in the community for approving

these incompatible land uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association cannot support
these projects as they are not consistent with the General Plans and community visions for this area.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural community. There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County in this area. The proposals to add a 1000 more
small lot homes within this Rural Policy Area is not warranted and should be denied by the Board. The
approval of these proposals would adversely affect our properties and would be detrimental to our way of
life.

We do support a development that would comply with the current General Plan that supports rural land
uses and life styles..

“Riverside County, like a quilt, Is a composite of differing lifestyles connected together through
common strands, The County's General Plan is designed to ensure that the quilt retains its core
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes ond configures
development in relation to the land it occuples and ensures that its various parts relate to Its whole.” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 1129 and 921 and preserve this area for rural uses.

Respectfully submitted
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21 January 2016

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE:  Community Meeting on GPAs 1129 and 921
Dear Supervisors,

We are adjacent home owners and are categorically opposed to these projects. We do not support the
removal of the Rural Community: Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the Rural Policy Area
and the approval of a Community Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the County of Riverside,
Menifee, Murrieta and the future City of Winchester. There is no support in the community for approving
these incompatible iand uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association cannot support
these projects as they are not consistent with the General Plans and community visions for this area.

" These proposals would place high density urban development in the middie of a rurat community. There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County in this area. The proposals to add a 1000 more
small lot homes within this Rural Policy Area is not warranted and should be denied by the Board. The
approval of these proposals wouid adversely affect our properties and would be detrimentaf to our way of
life.

We do support a development that would comply with the current General Plan that supports rural land
uses and life styles..

“Riverside County, like a quilt, is a composite of differing lifestyles connected together through
common strands. The County’s General Plon is designed to ensure that the quilt retains its core
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures
development in relation to the land it occuples and ensures that its various parts reiate to its whole.” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 1129 and 921 and preserve this area for rural uses.

Respectfully submitted
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21 danuary 2016

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Ficor
Riverside, CA 82501

RE:  Community Meeting on GPAs 1129 and 821
Dear Supervisors,

We are adjacent home owners and are categorically opposed to these projects. We do not support the
removal of the Rural Community: Estate Density Residential Land Use {2-acre) and the Rural Policy Area
and the approval of 8 Community Development. Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the County of Riverside,
Menifee, Murrieta and the future City of Winchester. There is no support in the community for approving
these incompatible iand uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association cannot support
these projects as they are not consistent with the Generai Plans and community visicns for this area.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural community. There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County in this area. The proposals to add 2 1000 more
small lot homes within this Rural Policy Area is not warranted and should be denied by the Board. The
approval of these proposals would adversely affect our properties and would be detrimental to our way of
life.

We do support a development that would comply with the current General Plan that supports rural land
uses and life styles..

“Riverside County, like a quilt, is o composite of differing fifestyles connected together through
common strands. The County's General Plan is designed to ensure that the quilt retains jts core
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures
development in relation to the land it occuples and ensures that its various parts relate to its whole.” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Pian by denying GPA 1129 and 921 and preserve this area for rura) uses.

Respectfully submitted
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21 January 2016

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Sireet, 14" Ficor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Community Meeting on GPAs 1128 and 921
Dear Supervisors,

We are adjacent home owners and are categorically opposed to these projects, We do not support the
removai of the Rural Community. Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the Rural Policy Area
and the approval of a Community Development; Meditm Density Land_ Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the County of Riverside,
Manifee. Murrieta and the future City of Winchester, There is no support in the commuinity for approving
these incompatible land uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association cannot support
these projects as they are not consistent with the General Plans and community visions for this area.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middie of a rural community. There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County in this area. The proposals to add a 1000 more
small lot homes within this Rural Policy Area is not warranted and should be denied by the Board. The
approval of these proposals would ddversely affect our properties and would be detrimental to our way of
lifa.

We do support a development that would comply with the current General Plan that supports rural land
uses and life styles..

“Riverside County, like o quilt, is a composite of differing lifestyles connected together through
commoan strands. The County's General Pian is designed to ensure that the quilt retains its core
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures
development in relation to the land it occupies and ensures that its various parts relate to its whole,” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Geals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 1129 and 921 and preserve this area for rural uses.

Raspectiudly submitied
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21 January 2016

Riverside County Board of Supervisars
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, GA 92501

RE:  Community Meeting on GPAS 1129 and 921
Dear Supervisors,

We are adjacent home owners and are categorically opposed to these brojects, We do not support the
removal of the Rural Community: Fstate Density Residential Land Use {2-acre) and the Rural Policy Areg

and the approval of 2 Community Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the County of Riverside,
Menifee, Murrieta and the future Gity of Winchester. There is no support in the community for approving
these incompatible land uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association cannot support
these projects as they are not consistent with the General Plans and community visions for this area.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural sommunity. There
dre over 23,000 homes already approved in the County in this area. The propgsals to add a 1000 more
small fof homes within this Rurai Policy Area is not warranted and should be' denied by the Board, The
approval of these proposals would adversely affect our properties and would be detrimantal to our way of
hfe,

We do support a development that would comply with the current General Plan that supports rural land
uses and life siyles..

“Riverside County, like a quilt, is a composite of differing lifestyles connected together through
comimon strunds. The County’s General Plon is designed to ensure that the quilt retains-itg core
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures
development in relation to the land it orcuples and ensures that its various parts relate to its whole.” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 1128 and 921 and preserve this area for rural uses. '

Respectfully submiited
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21 January 2016

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE:  Community Meeting on GPAs 1129 and 921
Dear Supervisors,

We are adjacent home owners and are categorically opposed to these projects. We do not support the
removal of the Rural Community: Estate Density Residential Land Use {2-acre) and the Rural Policy Area
and the approval of a Community Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposais are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the County of Riverside,
Menifes, Murrista and the future City of Winchester. There is no support in the community for approving
these incompatible land uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association cannot support
these projects as they are not consistent with the General Plans and community visions for this area.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middie of a rural community. Thera
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County in this area. The praposals to add a 1000 more
small lot homes within this Rural Policy Area is not warranted and should be denied by the Board. The
approval of these proposais would adversely affect our properties and would be detrimental lo our way of
life.

We do support & development that would comply with the current General Plan that supports rural land
uses and iife styies..

“Riverside County, like a quilt, Is a composite of differing lifestyles connected together through
common strands. The County's General Plan is designed to ensure that the quilt retains its core
Identity by gulding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures
development in relation to the land it occupies and ensures that its various parts relate to its whole.” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 1129 and 921 and preserve this area for rural uses.
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31 January 2016

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Flgor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: General Plan Amendments 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners and residents that are categorically opposed to these projects. These projects will
add a 1,000 new homes and 10,0005 of new vahicle trips {0 our already congested area. We do not
support the removal of the Rural Community Estate Density Residential Land Use {2-acre) and the Rural
Paolicy Area. This area needs to remain rural.

These projects are located in the centsr of a large area planned by the County of Riverside, the Cities of
Menifee, Murrieta and the future City of Winchester as rural. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land uses. The Cily of Menifee and the Winchester Town Asscciation do
not support these projects as they are not consistent with the General Plans and community vistons for
this area.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural community. There

are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County east of this area. The construction of 1060's of
small lot homes within this Rural Policy Area is not waranted and should be denied by the Board of
Supervisors. The approval of these projects would adversely affect the community and would be
detrimental to our way of life.

We do support developments that comply with the curment General Plan and would be consist with rural
land uses and Iife styles..

“Riverside County, like a quilt, Is a composite of differing iifestyles connected together through
common strands. The County's General Plan Is designed to ensure that the quilt retains its core
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures
development in relation to the land it occupies and ensures that fts various parts relate ta its whole.” -
Riverside County Planning Department website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General
Plan by denying GPA 821 and 1129 and preserve this area for rural uses.

Respectiuily submitted
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31 January 2016

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Fioor
Riverside, CA 82501

RE: General Plan Amendments 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

These projects are located in the center of a large area pianned by the County of Riverside, the Citiss of
Menifes, Murrieta and the future City of Winchester as rural. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association do
not support these projects as they are not consistent with the Gensral Plans and communlty vislons for
this area.

These proposals would place high denslty urban development in the middle of a rusal commumity. There
are over 23,000 homes already approved in the County east of this area. The constructicn of 1000's of
small ot homes within this Rurai Policy Area is not warrented and should ba denied by the Board of
Supervisors. The approval of these projects would adversely affect the community and would be
detrimental to our way of ife.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and wouid be consist with rural
land uses and Iife styles..

“Riverside County, like a quitt, is a composite of differing lifestyles connected Yogether through
common stronds. The County's General Plan is designed to ensure that the quilt retains its core
identity by guiding future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures
development In relation 1o the land it occupies and ensures that Its various parts relate to its whole,” -
Riverside County Planning Department wehsite

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the Geners!
Plan by denying GPA 921 and 1129 and preserve this area for rural uses.

Respectfully submitted )
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To: stopgpa921@gmail.com

PETITION:

Today's Date

Riverside County Board of Supervisors 4080 Lemon Streel, 14th Floor
Riverside, CA 82501
RE: General Plan Amendments 921 and 1129

Dear Supervisors,

We are hormne owners and residents that are categoricaily opposed to these projecis. These projects will add a
1,000 new homes and 10,0005 of new vehicle trips to our already congested area. We do not support the removal
of the Rural Community Eslate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the Rural Policy Area. This area needs

to remain rural.

These projects are located in the center of a large area planned by the County of Riverside, the Cities of Menifee,
Murrieta and the future City of Winchester as rural, There is no support in the community for approving these
incompatible tand uses. The City of Menifee and the Winchester Town Association do not support these projects
as they are not consistent with the General Plans and community visions for this area.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural community. There are over
23,000 homes already approved in the County east of this area. The construction of 1000's of small lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area is not warranted and should be denied by the Board of Supervisors. The approval of
these projects would adversely affect the community and would be detrimerital to our way of life.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and would be consist with rural land uses
and life styles. "Riverside County, like a quilt, is a composite of differing lifestyles connected together through
common strands. The County's General Plan is designed to ensure that the quilt retains its core identity by guiding
future growth that respects the diversity of the region, shapes and configures development in relation to the fand if
occupies and ensures that its various parts relate fo its whole.” - Riverside County Planning Depariment website

Please honor the County Strategic Plan Stated Mission and Goals and protect the Vision of the General Pian by
denying GPA 921 and 1129 and preserve this area for rurai uses.

Respectully submitted

Name Address_Christine Siolo_, 30605 Curzulla Rd Menifee, CA 92584
051-442-2473

Name Address__ Trevor Freeman 30606 Curzulla Rd Menifee, CA
92584 .
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Regquest for Denial of GPA's 921 and 1129

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 960
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan’s Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 82501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA’'s 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Deveiopment: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a iarge area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the

Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 960
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan's Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14% Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA's 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middie of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 980
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan's Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses. )

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14 Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA's 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middie of & rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small Iot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 960
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan's Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses. :

Respectfully submitted




24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA’s 921 and 1129
Dear Supsrvisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 860
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan's Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA’s 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use {(2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre),

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properiies and
would be defrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current Generai Plan and GPA 860
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan's Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA’s 821 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community;
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would piace high density urban development in the middie of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and shouid be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 960
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan's Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the Genera! Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses, .

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA's 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rura!
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 860
which support rural [and uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan's Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses. :

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Fioor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA's 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatibie land use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small ot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the

Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 960
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan’s Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural

uses. \
\

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA's 921 and 1129

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development. Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approvai of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These propesals would place high density urban deveiopment in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small iot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and shouid be denied by the

Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 9580
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan’s Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA's 921 and 1129

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of 3 Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-6 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible fand use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rura!
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
- within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board,

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 960
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan's Stated Missions z;nd Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA’s 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed {o the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small ot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the

Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 960
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan’s Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted




24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA's 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middie of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small ot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 960
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan’s Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses. .

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA’s 921 and 1129

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development. Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 860
which support rural land uses and iife styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan’s Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural.
uses. -

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA's 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Deveiopment: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
wouid be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is curmently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more smali lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 860
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan's Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses. :

Respectfuily submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Fioor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA's 921 and 1129

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre),

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible iand use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middie of a rural
community that is ‘currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 950
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan’s Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses. :

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA's 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes..The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life,

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 980
which support rural fand uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan’s Stated Missions and Goais and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
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Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA's 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the -community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposais would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 960
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan's Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses.

pectfylly Sipmitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Reguest for Denial of GPA's 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals wouid
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the

Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 960
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Piease honor the County Strategic Plan’s Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA’'s 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals wouid
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life. .

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 960
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan's Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA’s 921 and 1129

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the

Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 960
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan’s Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA’s 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rurai by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 960
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan’s Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Ficor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA's 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals wouid
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 960
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan’s Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rura
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 82501

RE:  Request for Denial of GPA's 921 and 1129

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is nho support in the community for
approving these incompatible tand use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and

would be detrimental to our way of life. .

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
within this Rura! Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the

Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current Genera! Plan and GPA 960
which support rural fand uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan’s Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA’s 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rurai by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the Generai Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small iot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 980
which support rural land uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan’s Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA's 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use {(2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use {2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small iot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 960
which support rural iand uses and life styles in this area.

Piease honor the County Strategic Plan's Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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24 November 2015

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE:  Request for Denial of GPA’s 921 and 1129
Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to these projects and are categorically opposed to the
proposed changes to our area. We do not support the removal of the Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential Land Use (2-acre) and the approval of a Community
Development: Medium Density Land Use (2-5 units per acre).

These proposals are located in the center of a large area envisioned as rural by the
County of Riverside, Menifee and Murrieta. There is no support in the community for
approving these incompatible land use changes. The approval of these proposals would
not be consistent with the General Plan, would adversely affect our properties and
would be detrimental to our way of life.

These proposals would place high density urban development in the middle of a rural
community that is currently surrounded by over 20,000 homes - 7,000 existing and
13,000 approved but not constructed. The proposals to add 1,200 more small lot homes
within this Rural Policy Area are not warranted nor needed and should be denied by the
Board.

We do support developments that comply with the current General Plan and GPA 980
which support rural fand uses and life styles in this area.

Please honor the County Strategic Plan’s Stated Missions and Goals and protect the
Vision of the General Plan by denying these requests and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted )
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February 17, 2014

Letter in Opposition to General Plan Amendment 1129

Dear Planning Commissioners;

As a long time property owner adjacent to this proposal we respectfully
request that you fully support the recommendation of denial of this
request by the Staff Report which calls for small lot high density single
family housing in a well-established rural area. The General Plan for this
area of the County, approved in 2003, required that new “residential
development shall retain its existing estate density and rural character”
and was given a designation of Estate Density Residential - 2 acre
minimum to protect the neighborhood from this type of proposal.

This application is another attempt to ignore the General Plan and force
a high density project into a rural area. General Plan 946 which was
submitted in 2008 proposed the same “Medium Density Residential”
(MDR) (2-5 du/ac) which again is being requested. This application was
rejected by the Planning Commission as not being compatible with the
neighborhood or the intent of the General Plan. The Planning
Commission’s recommendation in 2009 was to keep this area “Estate
Density Residential” (EDR) ( 2 acre minimum lot size).

This proposal is, again, an ill-conceived land use proposal that has no
regard for the General Plan. This GPA should be denied again.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposal.

Jard, dodad




18 April 2014
Matt Straite

Riverside County Planning Department
4080 Lemon Street, 12" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Memo on GPA 1129 Developer Meeting with Neighbors on 4/3/2014

Dear Matt,

On April 3" the applicant, Joseph Rivani of Global investments, held an informational
meeting at the French Valley Pizza Factory in French Vailey. The meeting was attended
by eleven property owners that live adjacent to GPA 1129. Mr. Rivani introduced himself
and his team and stated that he is requesting an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment.
This would amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community:
Estate Density Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development:
Medium Density Residential (CD:LRD)(2-5 DU/Ac).

A discussion then took place with the applicant about the project that ended with every
one of the adjoining property owners stating there is absolutely No Support for this
proposal. A very loud and clear message was given by every person attending this
meeting that this proposal is totally inappropriate given that it will place high density
urban development in the middie of a rural area that was to be preserved under the
General Plan. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this application
forward at this time.

All of the property owners will support a development that would honor the General Plan
and build 2 acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Respectfully submitted by the attendees:
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1128
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Pian by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future, This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 smail lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposai to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goais and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses. _

Respectfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development; Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes. within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) {2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will piace high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 smalil lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectftzly bmijtted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1128. We do not support this application for an Extracrdinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the Genera! Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 800 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be

denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Resgpectfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of Iife.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rurai nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be

denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/AGc).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middie of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be

denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residentia! (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be

denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goais and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural

uses.

Respectfully submitted

S0 EENEVR L& FISEY

We have been at this property for Q years




23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Dssignation from Rura! Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be

denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1128. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rurai community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
fots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We would support a development that compiies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

We have been at this property for [[ years



23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Pian as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
construcied) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respecitfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14 Fioor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be

denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 82501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a totai
of over 20,000 smalil lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honer the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14 Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban deveiopment (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be

denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC.EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Deveiopment. Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more smalt
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goais and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses. i

Respectiully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the Ceneral Plan Land Use Designation from Rurai Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Mediumn Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectiully submj
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Fioor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Pian Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rura Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a toial
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We wouid support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Fioor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation frem Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be

denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural

uses.

We have been at this property for 3 years



23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDRY) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rurai community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban devefopment (5 homes to the acre} in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) {2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots} and wili destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and shouid be

denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residentiai (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposai is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residentia
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfullg submitted |
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum} to Community Deveiopment: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middie of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites {7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE:  Request for Denia! of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDRY) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1120
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposai wiil place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 smail lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be

denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed} in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 smali lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more smail
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted




23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/28/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residentiat (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community should
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitte
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We have been at this property for __7_7? years



23 April 2014

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: Request for Denial of GPA 1129
Meeting Date 4/29/2014

Dear Supervisors,

We are home owners adjacent to this project and are categorically opposed to GPA
1129. We do not support this application for an Extraordinary Foundation Amendment to
amend the General Plan Land Use Designation from Rural Community: Estate Density
Residential (RC:EDR) (2 Acre Minimum) to Community Development: Medium Density
Residential (CD:MDR) (2-5 DU/Ac).

This proposal is located in the center of a large area reserved as a rural area by the
County, Menifee and Murrieta. There are no extraordinary reasons to justify moving this
application forward at this time or any time in the future. This rural community shoutd
not be adversely affected by the detrimental effects of this application on our way of life.

This proposal will place high density urban development (5 homes to the acre) in the
middle of a rural area that is preserved by the General Plan as an Estate Residential
area (2 acre Lots) and will destroy the rural nature of our community. There are a total
of over 20,000 small lot home sites (7,000 existing and 13,000 approved but not
constructed) in the 2 miles surrounding this site. The proposal to add 600 more small
lots homes within this Rural Policy Area is not needed or warranted and should be
denied by the Board.

We would support a development that complies with the General Plan and constructs 2-
acre Estate Residential homes on this property.

Please honor the Riverside County Strategic Plan stated mission and goals and protect
the Vision of the General Plan by denying this request and preserving this area for rural
uses.

Respectfully submitted
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We have been at this property for _ Z years




