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Erin Crouthers

From: Bennett, Jim [Jim.Bennett@sdcounty.ca.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:25 PM
To: Erin Crouthers
Subject: Rough Acres Ranch - Comment Letter#6
Attachments: Rough Acres Ranch - 2012-3300-12-021 - Comments - May 12, 2014.pdf

 
 
 
Jim Bennett, P.G. #7707, CHG#854 
Groundwater Geologist 
 
County of San Diego 
Planning & Development Services 
5510 Overland Avenue, Suite 110, San Diego, CA 92123 
Phone: 858-694-3820 Fax: 858-694-3373 
 
From: Charlene Ayers [mailto:char.ayers@att.net]
Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 9:05 AM 
To: Bennett, Jim 
Cc: Dennis Campbel 
Subject: Fw: Rough Acres Ranch - 2012-3300-12-021- Comments - May 12, 2014 

Please acknowledge receipt of this comment letter.  Charlene Ayers 
----- Forwarded Message ----- 
From: Charlene Ayers <char.ayers@att.net>
To: Jim Bennett <Jim.Bennett@sdcounty.ca.gov>
Cc: Ranters Roost <char.ayers@att.net>; Donna Tisdale <tisdale.donna@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, May 11, 2014 6:04 PM 
Subject: Rough Acres Ranch - 2012-3300-12-021- Comments - May 12, 2014

May 12, 2014
 
Jim Bennett, P.G. #7707, CHG #854
Groundwater Geologist
County of San Diego
Planning and Development Services
Via Email: Jim.Bennett@sdcounty.ca.gov
 
Scoping Comments:  Rough Acres Ranch: PDS2012-3300-12-021; Log. No. PDS2012-3910-1221005 
 
Mr. Bennett:
 
At the May 8, 2014, Boulevard Community Planning Group meeting, there was a discussion about a land 
survey which was privately conducted on the Rough Acres Ranch.  The project’s privately contracted civil 
engineer reported that they had found all the old survey markers, and that the amount of land incorporated in 
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the project was less than what was stated for the project.  He confirmed that a registered surveyor had 
conducted this new survey.   
  
He was pressed as to whether this change in acreage had been recorded and/or reported to the Assessor.  He 
said that it hadn’t. 
  
Ed Sinsay, DPW , responded that it did not have to be recorded. 
  
I asked if that made the Assessor’s recorded information, which was a larger amount of acreage, was the 
correct information then. 
  
He said that it did. 
  
In April and May of 2014, I purchased several parcel maps from the Assessor.  Together they represented the 
footprint of the Rough Acres Ranch project and its surrounding parcels. 
  
I found that several of the parcels had an “AG PR” which means that they are “Agricultural Preserves.” 
  
I did contact the Assessor to check out this information.  Charles De Pagter, who is their “AG PR” guy, as 
described by Carl Stiehl, responded that the Williamson Act contract(s) had been removed, but that the “AG 
PR” had not. 
  
Carl Stiehl produced several documents which indicated that the “AG PR” was intended to be removed in 
2006.  The document that Carl Stiehl provided as proof of that is:  Board of Supervisor’s Minute Order for April 
5, 2006 with its attached Ordinance 9763 ( REF : R04‐026). 
  
The problems with that documentation are: (1) Although APNs 611‐070‐03‐00 and 611‐090‐00 are cited for 
removal of their “AG PRs,” there is no evidence that the Assessor ever got noticed; (2) and two APNs with 
major projects proposed for them, 611‐090‐03‐00 and 611‐100‐07, were not cited to have their “AG PRs” 
removed.  All four of these parcels have remained “AG PR” on the Assessor’s parcel maps from 2006 to the 
present. 
  
  
Jim Bennett, P.G. #7707, CHG #854 
Rough Acres Ranch: 2012‐3300‐12‐021 
May 12, 2014 
Page 2 
  
Anecdotally, in all the years that I have conducted research relating to land use, if there has been a conflict 
between the County’s numbers and/or information and the Assessor’s, the Assessor has always been right. 
  
In the case of these APNs representing Rough Acres Ranch, I don’t think the Assessor ever got notice of the 
removal of the “AG PR” from these parcels and/or their removal from the McCain Valley Agricultural Preserve 
30. 
  
In addition, the APNs for Rugged Solar and Tule Wind and their “AG PR,” were not listed for removal in the 
2006 Board of Supervisor’s Minute Order and Ordinance.  No record of it. 
  



3

Therefore, the projects which are sited on these four parcels should be or should have been processed with 
their “AG PR” in place. 
  
One more comment related to the recorded public disclosure of the project’s privately contracted civil 
engineer, who stated that a recent boundary survey showed there to be fewer acres involved than stated for 
the project:  Since this is evidence of a reduced project size, which may effect the density allowed, I think that 
this private survey report should be recorded and/or established as the true project size. 
  
Comments submitted by: 
  
  
  
Charlene Ayers 
10801 Dewitt Court 
El Cajon , CA 92020 
  
Enclosures:   
List of APNs – “AG PR” not removed – removed ‐ cited in Rough Acres Water Company, Inc. 
Parcel Maps (4) – “AG PR” 
Email Threads (4) – PDS – ARCC – “AG PR” 
Board of Supervisors – April 5, 2006 , Minute Order and Ordinance 
Rough Acres Water Company – Articles of Incorporation – List of APNs 
  
  
  
  
  
  
 

 

 
















































































