LETTER

RESPONSE

Letter 133k

From: Bob & Josette Franck [mailto:franckfort@yahoo.com

Sent: Monday, July 14, 2014 9:22 AM

To: Slovick, Mark

Cc: Blackson, Kristin

Subject: Lilac Hills 3800 12-001 (GPA), 3810 12-001 (SP), 3600 12-003 (REZ), 3100 5571 (TM), 3100
5572 (TM), 3300 12-005 (MUP), 3500 12-017 (STP), 3500 12-018 (STP)

To:  Mark Slovick, San Diego County Project Manager

Project; Lilac Hills Ranch

Project Number(s): 3800 12-001 (GPA), 3810 12-001 (SP), 3600 12-003 (REZ), 3100 5571 (TM), 3100
5572 (TM), 3300 12-005 (MUP), 3500 12-017 (STP), 3500 12-018 (STP)

Dear Mr. Slovick,

Attached find a letter my wife and | sent to Jon Rilling / Lilac Hills Ranch today regarding their need for 133k-1
Mountain Ridge Road, as well as the two letters they sent us that are referenced in our response.

Respectiully,

Robert Franck

9767 Megan Terrace
Escondido, CA 92026
(760)751-5349

133k-1 This comment is an introduction to the attachments included in the
letter.
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July 14, 2014

Jon Rilling, Project Manager
Lilac Hills Ranch

32444 Birdsong Dr
Escondido, CA 92026
(858)546-0700

Dear Mr. Rilling,

Regarding your correspondence addressed to us (dated August 6, 2013 and July )
2, 2014), we read your attem pt at explaining condemnation of privately-owned
Mountain Ridge Road and our liability for said road, and do not consent nor
agree to the assumptions, assertions nor conclusions contained therein.

As part of the HOA that owns Mountain Ridge Road, from which you require
easement rights for ALL of your project’s parcels, since the two parcels that do

have limited rights do not convey to the remainder, we thoroughly understand
your dilemma. %

Sincerely,

Robert & Josette Franck
9767 Megan Terrace
Escondido, CA 92026

cc: Mark Slovick, Mark.Slovick@sdcounty.ca.gov
Kristin Blackson, Kristin.Blackson@sdcounty.ca.gov

133k-2

I33k-2 The County acknowledges the concerns expressed in the response
letter to Mr. Rilling dated July 14, 2014. As this letter does not raise an
issue with the content of the FEIR, no further response if required.
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Lilac Hills
Ranch

August 6. 2013

VAA CERTIITETY MATE.

Dear Mr & Mrs Franck,

133k-3 I33k-3 This is an introduction to the August 6, 2013 letter from Mr. Rilling. As
this comment does not raise issues with the content of the FEIR, no
further response is required.
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Lilac Hills
Ranch coPY

July 2. 2014
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