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

9.17

During the oral communication section of the agenda for Tuesday, June 19, 2012,
Robert Mabee read his statement into the record.
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Riverside County Board of Supervisors
Request to Speak

Submit request to Clerk of Board (right of podium),
Speakers are entitled to three (3) minutes, subject
Board Rules listed on the reverse side of this form.

SPEAKER’S NAME: S A=

Address; o Lo L. <=
(only if follow-up mail response requested)

Cty: Kucesipe _zpmgdcel
Phone #:_ &% 4285
Date:_& ~]T—12D_ Agenda #

PLEASE STATE YOUR POSITION BELOW:

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

Support Oppose Neutral
B EAL &d/f/wU/c,A»?é/o/Lg

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

Support

I give my 3 minutes to:




Lok,

June 19%, 2012
I have for the Clerk of the Board 4 documents.

Document 1: Supervisor Ashley’s report on agenda 3.30-4-12-2012 was based on public
records and determined that outside counsel falsely represented to the Appellate Court
that the construction of a new road would provide Robert Mabee unobstructed access to
his property. Page 2, Supervisor Ashley said, “It is a mater of record that no easement
was ever recorded nor was any written settlement ever offered for loss of access.”
Supervisor Ashley recommended that $242,628 be paid in compensation. Supervisor
Tavaglione, Buster, Stone voted no. As reported in the Press Enterprise July 1996, Bob
Buster would sell his vote and Jeff Stone paid $26,000 in fines for corruption cases to the
Attorney General. In one case the Pharmacy Board made 20 accusations, including
improperly labeled drugs, dishonesty, fraud, deceit, and corruption.

Document 2: Page 1, agenda 10.3 Resolution No F-95-50, Oct 3™, 1995: To give four
property owners easements for ingress and egress over district owned land. Page 2,
Justification: The county has landlocked the property owners and these easements will
provide new access to the property owners. Page 3, easement deed to Robert Mabee
signed by John F. Tavaglione. Buster voted yes.

Document 3: A letter dated March 1, 2012 from the Clerk of the Board stating the
County Recorder has determined that the deeds have never been recorded. On video
June 12, 2012 Supervisor Tavaglione told this Board and the public that the deeds were
not recorded because the escrow was not closed.

Document 4: County Counsel’s letter June 14, 2012 stating that there was no escrow.

Mr. Tavaglione the fact that you have lied shows that you are corrupt and incompetent
and not fit to be our Congressman. I have a claim against the County. I have until Oct
4™ 2012 to file in Federal Court under the RICO Law. 1 will name you as a defendant
for fraud. A County employee will testify as to the fraud you committed. Ask a good
lawyer what is the RICO Law.

Again I offer a reward of $1000 for information on missing Baby John Deed. Conceived
on the floor of the board room by Supervisor Buster and Supervisor Tavaglione. Mother
unknown. Baby John Deed was born Oct 3%, 1995 at 10 a.m. in the County Board Room.
Supervisor Tavaglione signed the birth certificate as the father of the child. Baby John
would be 17 years old on Oct 3", 2012, and has been missing since birth. The County
Recorder’s office had determined the birth was never recorded.

Robert Mabee

3086 Miguel St. ¢ . |
Riverside, Ca 92506 1/

(951) 788-4858
Submitted by T
OU ({28 Item )/MJA

(date)




Surervisor MarioN AsuLgy
Firrss DisvricT
February 10, 2011

Mr. Robert Mabee
3086 Miguel Street
Riverside, CA 92506

Dear Mr. Mabee:

As you know | am very interested in trying to reselve the issue between yoursell and the County.
| believe my staff attempied to prepare 8 compreheusive repurt regarding yow dealiugs with the
County and fairly laid val s ussessisent of the stuation.  Based on FUU featiion at the Ululr
Sih, 2010 Board-of Supervisors mecting (wheie this repoit was shared with my collesgues) and
your contiuued appearances before the Board at subsequent Board meetings, you obviously do
not completely agree. :

In on atteanpt 1o resolve the issue once and for all, T um willing to revisit the subjcot one last ime.
However, before 1 do, 1 need to understand what you believe is a fair resolution, Although 1
have listened to you carefully every time you’ve spoken before the Board, I am still not
absulutely clear as to what you would want the Bowd to do. Please understand that | cannot act
unilaterally, Inst instead would hiave to present aiy action(s) to the Buard for consideration,
Therefure, 1 need your help in understanding exactly what you see as a fair resolution. Without
your assistance, I"m afraid we ave destined to just kezp ve-plowing the same ground.

If you would take a momnent to draft a letter back 10 me, detailing what you believe to be a
reasonable conclusion to this matter, | would very imuch appreciate it and thank you for taking
the time to respund. 1f vou have any questinng, please don’t hesitate to contact this office

Eiz

Very truly yours,

%ﬁu—&-ﬂ
Marion Achley
3 istrat Supervisor
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Feb 13 2011
Supervizor Ashley,

Tn your letter of ¥eb: 16™ you have asked me what [ belisve iy n fine resotution %o fay issne with the
Cenmty regardig Bantista Canyon Access Road. You are awere by now that your report on @< 7~
§™ 2010, ugenda 11-13 was based an false information given to your stalt by County Counsel,
Diirector Tereg and Divector Willias of the Rosd Degt. ond fusd Contied

County counsel on video ot 5%, 2010 statod that we had essements from Flood Control that gave
us unchstrucied socess to vur property. Both Ditector Perez and Willimms on the video Ogt 5%,
2010 snd in theiz writion seports stete thatie have always hiad unobstroctad actess 10 our property.
Supesvisor Buster stefed he had nothing to do with this issue and that no one on the Board had auy
involvement, Qver two months ago | turaed over to you 18 decuments of evidencs of fraud and
misuse of County funds by County Counsel office and Flood Control. Rather than rehash sl of
the shove [ will dweli en documents [ have given to the boeed In past weeks,

Dooument no. 1: Agenda 10-3, Oct 3", 1995 anthorfzation abmveymmwm
project 4-0-0030. Page 2, Jastification: side channel modification has obstructed Robert Mabee’s
access to his propenly. ﬂmm&ﬁemmnmmmmmwm
property. Two supervisors here today voted o this resolution oo, F95-50. Supervisor Tavaglione
93 chaivman of Riverside County Flood Control District signed the doeds, Supervisor Buster
signed the authorization resolution no. FO3-50 with complete knowledpe thot this was dode &
sover up misuse of County Smds in the amount of approx $400.000. On Oct 5%, 2010 Supusvisor
Duster in agends 11-13 lod to Bhis board and the public stating that hs lind no knowledge of thess
cvents saying he cae into office in Jan 1993 and that no member of this board was involved in
this issus.

Documentno. 2; A letter dated Dee 28*, 2010 to Robert Mabee from Steve Thomas of Riverside

Ceunty Flood Control stating be advised that following a thorongh search of cur records the

attached deed had never been recorded, This was the deeds aigned by Chainman of the Flood
Contrel Hoard John ‘Tavaglione in document 1, agenda 10-3 Qct 3%, 1995,

As to my loss, T had four parcels, In the sprit of compromise based apon cartificd comparablea
ary loss on house plus 8 acres plas 10 tures was $242,626.00 1 also had two $ acre parcsls, |
would waive the two five acres parcels an court costs, etc. 1 alse would want interest from the
date of Tozs, 1 believe that Kent Livingston of Risk Mmungement would nut find any faule with wiy
estimate of oss. ‘The other altemastive is for Cowty Cownsel to file 2 motion with the court in
cose 187104 to set aside the judgmont besed upon frend uprn the court and the Board by Dirctiir
meﬂiﬁdwardsafﬁﬂod(mm 1 believe if you were f my place you would not b 5

, ‘fhe iscue of obsiociing the public right of way and the possible falluse of the chiannel 1
wml!d teave the County 10 golve.

’~=‘ Z
R’obert Mahee
3086 Miguel St
Riverside, Ca 92506
HM 951-788-1%58



Depanmenia Omwm

|plan focused on “the construdtion of a new road that would provide plaintiifs (Mabee) with an
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SUBBITTAL 70 THE BOARD OF SUPLRVISORS
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FROM: Supervisor Marion Ashley SUBMITTAL DATE:
Aprif 12,2011
SUBJECGT: Maban Fosemesit at uutisty Creek Chatnnel )

RECOMMENDED MOTION: That the Board of Supervisors:

1. Approve compensation in the amount of $242,828, based on 1090 ceriified real estate
comparables, to the Mabee's for tho loss of easement which directly impsoted their sacess,
the abllity to subdivide, further develep or sell their property;

2. Authorize and director the Auditor-Confrolier to make the appropriste Ludget adjustments

BACKGROUND: The issuss surrounding the loss of access {0 the Mabx:u propurly are keown by all,
However in a final attempt to resolve this issue, you will find in Attachment A, a chronolugy of what
has aecurred since 1980. After many meetings with Mr. Mabee, County Counsel, Riverside County
Flood Control, and Transporiation and Management, | believe that, in a time of rapid expansion and
change throughout the County, and the more than 10 year process to sileviate increasing liability for
the Bautista Creek Channel, events occurrad that resulted in an apparent Iack of justice in this case.

The facts are as follows, in 1590, Mr. Mabee filed a lawsuit chaflenging the Flood Control taking of|
propertyfeasement. In the judgment dated November 8, 1980, Judge Delssler found that “there was
no taking of his’ property and therefore, no damage issue to be determined by a jury.” In their
Opening Brief, oulside counsel for the County represented to the appellate court that "Riverside
County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (the district) developed a plan to secure the
Bautista Creek Ghannel against mounting incidences of unauthorized trespass and vandalism.” The

alternate, unobatrucied access to thelr land and aliow the Channel to be fenced off.”

REQUIRES - A‘ _
4/ethis YOTE ﬁ Aahgy. ESﬁ District Suprevisor

ot o St . %

3 30 FLR 9098 5
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Formn 11 - Mai:@ Fasemeont ot Bautlaty Creek Chuninal
April 14, 2013
Page 2

BACKGROUND

Accordmg to the Appeal Court's finding "The District completed the new road and in May, 1888 dedicated
it to the defendants, County of Riverside, for "public road” purposes, It further found that “the plaintiffs’
easement was extinguished in May 1588 when the District deeded the new road it had construded to the

County”. A rumnp was also constructed in 1988 across Flood District Property to connect the public road

to Mr. Mapee’s property. The Flood District issued an encroachment permit to Mr. Mabee for thie access
ramp to his property. At issue here is the public road which allaged to provide fotal access to the Mabee
property. The access or lack therauf formed the basis for the second lawsuil.

The second tawsuit filed December 12, 1996, found that a fence instalied in 1985 by the District *. . .
precluded direct access from the 15 fool easement to the southem terminus of the private Mabee accass
easement. it diverted traffic to a location on the Mabee easement northeasterly of the southern terminus
to avoid a wash passing through the Mabee easement at its southern terminus and it intersection with
the 40 foot easement. The Coust further acknowledged Mr. Mabee’s claim that he did not have “legal
access “because the only means of aocess to his easement from the public road was to use a twelve foat
ramp on Flood District property, with the District's permission.” This claim, and the fencing installed in
1985 predates the representation to the Appeal Cout of a public road providing total access to the
Mabee property. Ailthough the lack of access on the pubiiic road was confirmod, Judge Gaut found that
“the evidence is clear the ramp constructed by the District across its own property gave plaintiffs’
unhindered access. However, Judge Gaut “declined to reach the interpretation put forward by plaintiffs
{the Districl) that "unhindered access is the same as lagal access.” The Court then found that the claim of
interference with legal access was barred due to the statute of limitations.

Within 30 days of ihe finding of the second lawsuit, Mr. Mabee lost his home and the 10 acre parcel
connatted to it. There are copios of the 27 ads he placed in an attempt to sell his property or any portion
thereof in an attempt to retain his home. He has continusd to fight for the past 10 years on this issue
before us as he no longer has any legal ramedies available to him. # is a matter of record that no
gasement was ever recorded nor was any settiement ever provided for the loss of easemenl. While we
may hear, anecdotally, that there were offers and counter offers, all altompts to locale any writton
settlemont uffers, counteroffers or rejectiuns huve been unsuucessful.

There has bee discussion that any settlement offer at this point in time: would be construed as a “gift of
public funds” which has beon cdlarified by County Counsel. In cases that interpret the California
Constitution (Cal. Const. Art. XV, sec. 8) “the term ‘git’ includes all appropriations of public inoney for
which thete is no authority or enforceable claim even I there is a mural or equitable ubligation.”
Howsver, my position, which is also contained in cases that interpret_the samn California Constitution
holding that "Tho setement of a good faith dispute between the state and a private parly is an
appropriate use of public funds and nit a gift because the relinguishmert of a colorable legal claim in
return for setflerment funds 18 guod considerution and establishes a valid public purpose.” The fact that
this setllement of a good faith dispule has taken 24 years does not alleviate our responsibifity and
obligation to provide it.

FA B Ri
Fam 192 ey 819335




Chronology of Mr. Mabee's Claim

 SH2ive

10/7/11964

8/9/1965

5M12/19K%8

1987 198K

1172771989

198y

‘The Mabees purcliased the property on October 7, 1964. Grant Deed was
revorded on the same dute with iustrument no, 121565. The Mabee
pmpmtyisalmostmhaifmﬂemnwdﬁnmﬁnﬂslﬁofmyand
therefore needs additivnal righi uf wiy to 1cac)i his mropert ¢

Rivgxideﬁoumy Flood Control grants & non-exclusive private casement
ﬁrmsmawmmsISMmmimﬁMyaﬁmtmme
Bautista Creek Channe] to Raymond and Lola Deichsel; instrument
#91932. County Counsol later apinea that the Mabees are legitimate
successors o this essement right. Significantly, this enscment deed states
mpmt"ifa&myﬁmeapubﬁchighwnywmdﬂlhemdﬁmﬂm
desciibed lands in Scction 22 lying casterly of Bautista Creek Channel,
this easement shall ccase and determine. 1f at any time this easement shall
be intersected by i public highway or public strest, the portion of this
;ﬁmmmmmyﬂmmw! ceanse

ul determine™.

Barbed wiie fonce instailed. Located on the casterly boundary of the 15
mwamymmmmmmmupmm
direct access from the 15 foot easement to the southem terminus of the
private Mabee acoess easement. This fence had openings for avcess of

Plood Control District built 240 fout road adjacent to the 15 foot ¢ ¢
and dedicated it to the county of Riverside in May 1988, which thereafter
accepted this dedication and extinguished the Mabee’s easement. :

Msbes's wrote several letters to grand jurics and made complaints about
the fence blocking their casement.

Riverside County Flood Cuntrol and Water Conservation Distriet granted
to the county of Riverside an easement for public road and drainage

purposes a strip of land 40 fest in width, concentric with the centetline of
lautista Crech withuu seclion 18, 21 snd 22 of Townslip 5 south, Rauge 1

SO2G and N

improvements (construction of the 40 foot road). After the construction of
this fence, the Mabees could not reach the southwast terminus of theix



Chronology of Mr. Mabee’s Claim

11/27/1990

12/13/1990

10/25/1991

1992

1693

Har/ 1994

1/10/1997

12248010

MA EDED X0
DEDICATED RoAg

sasenicnt where 1t intersected with the 40 foot public road. The only
avcess to this casement was to follow a diversion created by Flood Control
Dustrict across its property to a point on his easement northeily of its
southemn terminus. Claimed that since they have to pass over Flood
Control District property there is no legal access to their easement,

Mr. Mabee took the case to superior court and there was a finding that: no
“taking” of Mr. Mabee's properiy/eascment by County of Riverside and
Flood Control and Water Conservation District. No damage issue to be
determined by the jury.

Lake Hemet Municipal Water District still remains the owner of the
easement and never relinquished any of its rights.

Appeal from first case in November of 1990, confirmed all of the findings
in the first case. Denied a motion for a new trial because case was not filed
in a timely manner, also the newly discovered evidence could have becn
distoversd by snyone and therelore was not contingent iu the case,

Mabees want to divide their land aud can’t do so because there is not
adevuate road scecss as defined by law

It was acknowledged that Mr. Mabee would lack access to his property jre1
a described casement that intersects a 40 foot road dedicated to and
accepled by the Riverside County Transpuriation Departiient. Aliliough
gl_'gmqmai am'l gigsaral nq;t_g;g was as never mgaimd the construction

Y 1 ' AL’ ACCESS TO THE

L it

Easement Deed given fo Mr. and Mrs. Mabee: joint iepants a non-
exclusive easement for ingress and egress over the real property in the
County of Riverside, State of California as described as Parcel 4030-
5004A; Easement has never been recorded.

Court finds that the Msbee’s property was obstructed, stating “the barbed
wire fence wys originally installed in 1985, It was located on the
easter!v boundary of the 15 foot easemeént, away from the Bautista

G x;ggln(wg imnﬂel, That fmw e precluded direct access from the the 14 foot
cusement to the sauﬂle_a gg;g;ga_t_i_s;_ﬂ the private Mabee access
eagsement (000327, page 2,#5). The court’s determination was that the
statute of limitations is application to the alleged dumages to plaintiff's
eatement.

Letter fiom Riverside County Flood Control verifying that, after a
therough search of records, the easement deed was never recorded.
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FORM 1181323

: : eaufexﬁ
Chief Engineer suwm&}&m Cctober 3,

Authorizatisn to Oonvey Nen-Bxelusive Basements
Bautiscta Oresk Ohannal Prejeet § 4-0-0010
Resoiution Neo. PH5-80 ;

RECOMMENDED MOTION: 3

1895

¢

The Soard spprove Reselution Ne. FE8-80, Autherizatien te
Qonvey fTour {4} non-exalustve essements Tar ingress and
agress purpesss sver Distriet ewned land,

JUSTIPICATION:

Sae Page 2

FINANCIAL:

This action grants arcess gasaments over xristing District
right of way. No tost to bigtrict.
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NNETH L. FDWARDS
neral Managur-Ghief Enginaaer
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iy wel juy vl fwpeivisor {availione, seconded by Supeivigad
Buster and duly carried by unanimous vote, [T ¥AS GHDEHED that the
abpve muatter is approved as re: ommended,

Aveg: Hustei, tavaglicns and ¥Wiison
Nopy - None heta
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FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER GUNSERVYATIQ BISTR, 8

COUNTY OF RIVERSIUL, SIATE oF cagrgmm 10T BOARD SUBMTTTAI

SUBMITTAL DATE: October 3, 1395

SUBJECT: Author {zation to Convay Nen-Exclusive Easements
Bautista Creaek Channel Project & 4-0-0030
Resolution Ma. Fg5-50

SJUSTIFICATION:

The District's Bautista Cruek Channel from Fairviaw Avenue upBtragm
. has experiencaed vangalism ang trogsdmesing. To pravent this and
limie potential liabtlfties, the Diatriet fancad the 15-font wigy
ma intanance r‘uad and modif{ed saversl side thannel vanveyances,
Cartain individuals by virtw of being sucwessory in interast to an
acCess aasement {Instrumant No. 81932} anjoyed the use of the 15-
fuet wide strip of iland adjacent to said channal. Said access
sadamerit providad that if at any time a pubiie highway or streat
was axtendad to the dascribed lands in Section 22 lying easterly of
Bautista Cresk Channel said sasemint shall caass and detarmim. Tg
this end, the District granted to tha County a 40-fout wids strip
of lamd adjacant $o the 15-fuot wido aanement for acceptance in ghe
County’s non-maintainad road system {instrument No. 127294),

A portion of the i15-foot wide access aagsament 18 locatad within
drainage wash, making it dangerous and unusable during timea of
storm flow. (n addition, the eide channa) modification has
vbetructed phyaical accass te a portion. of ths 15-foot 3i1dm
sagemant. The gyranting af thoua casemonts wiil provide naw
ungbgiructed access o Lhe proparty ownars {sea atvached Exhihit

A},




Resorded at request of and returs tos
Riverside Ceunty Flood Control &
Water Comservation District

1995 Market Street

Riverside, California $2501

FREB RECODING

This instrument I for the beneflt of
Rivseside County Pleed Control and
Water Conssrvation Distrlat, and is
sntltied to be secorded without fee.
{Qovt. Code §103)

Parcel. 4030 500A
Progect: Hautisia Creek Clianmed

i &l B N FE4
EASEMEN'T DEED
PORC A VALUAUBLE CONSIDERATION, receipt of which 13 heiely acknowledped the
RIVIRSHA COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION PistRIcCT
hereby URANT(S) wo
'ROBERT D. MABEE AND MARTHA A. MABEE, husband and wile as juint

ienants a non-exclusive easement for ingress and egress over the real propeity in the County of
Riverside, State of California, described us:

- PARCEL 4030-500A as shown on "Fxhibit A" attached herett and niade apart Leisod

FLeM s 2l




Project: Bautlsta Creck Channel
Parcel: 4030-500A

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FI,QOD CONTROL
TER CONSFRVATION DISTRICT

Dated:_October 3, 1995
SEATE OF CALIEORNIA )

- : 13%
LCUOUNT Y UF BRIVERSILL )

On_Qctober 3, 1994 kelwe me, the windersigued, a8 Clatk of
the Board of Supervisors of the Riverside County Flood Control and
Water Coriservation District, State of Califuinia, personally appeaied
John F. Tavaglione

e e et wee e+ PeTsONally known to me 10 be the
person who executed this instrument as the Chairman of the Board of
Supervisors of said District, and acknowiedged to me that the
Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
executed if.

GERALD A. MALONEY
Clerk of the Board of Supervisers |
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Junuary 30® 2012

Riverside County (‘lesk of the Hoard
4080 Lemon St. |
Riverside, Ca 92501

Subject: Requesting four recorded easement deeds.

Dear Mrs. Harper lhem,

1 am requesting under the Freedom of Information Act and the California

Public Records act a copy of the four recorded easement deeds described in
resolution no. F 95-50, agenda 10.3, Oct 3%, 1995 when the buard approved
authorization to convey fuur non exclusive easemeats for ingress and egress

purposes over district owned land.

The four easements to Robert Mabee and three other property owners were
received and signed by Supervisor John. F. Tavaglione, Chairman of the
Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation Board. Please give

this your immediate attention.

Respectfully, » L5 Lo s,

Rabeit Malice

3086 Miguel St
Riverside, Ca 92506
(951) 788-4858
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CFKE OF ' KE-GIA R HARPER-IMEM

il iﬁg@(‘g THE BOARD OF SUPFRVISERS ELERK OF THE BORRD
1*F CLRINTY ACMINIS THATIVE CENTER : _
P.0. BOX 1147, 4080 LEMON STREET KIMBERLY A HECTUR
SVERSIDE, CA 52502 1147 ASSISTAN CALLRK OF THE BDARE
{251) 0851086

FAX: {861) 8551071

March 1, 2012

Mr. Robert Mabee
3086 Miguel Street
Riverside, CA D506

Re: California Publit: Hesuids Acl Hequest
Dear Mr. Mabes:

The Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the Gousily uf Hiversido teuuested stall of i Gounity Amupnsin Clork Hersdes
{0 conduct a search 1o conling whether cerlisn pascinenl deads, slacded (o ey W3 of Octule 3 1805 of the Boad of
Supervisors records, were ever recorded. 1o rocurding woeuld have been made at e reguest of and 1efutied to the
Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (Flood); however, Flood was unable to locate the deeds
as indicated in their correspondence dated May 4, 2011.

After attemnpting lo lotate the Eusement Diesds and Resolution F85-50, Authorization to Convey Non-Exclusive
fasements. the Assessor-Gierk Recorder was unsuccessful in finding any matches. if you would like fo perform further
research there is a public viewing area on the first floor of the County Administrative Center (CAC).

if yau require further assistance, you may contact my office at (951) 955-1069.

& !wé

(Cierk of the Board of Supsrvisors - -
{tunty of Rivarside

C. . Assensor Clerk-Recordur : s




PAMELA J WALLS OFFICE OF COUNTY COUNSEL
County Cruneel COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

3960 ORANGE STREET, SUITE 500
RIVERSIDE, CA 92501-3674
TELEFHOHRE: 451/955-6300

FAX: 951/955-6372 & 951/955-6363

KATHERINE A. LIND
Aszistant County Counsel

June 14, 2012

Mr. Robert Mabee
3086 Miguel Street
Riverside, California 92506

Re:  Public Recoid: Act Request of June 13, 2012
Dear Mr. Mabee:

This letter is in response to your teleplione message of Tune 137017 wade 1o the Offiee of
Countty Counsel, requesting copies of escrow records iclated o uinecorded deeds with you aud
the adjacent landownets, The Office of County Counsel bas detertnined that thete are no
existing records responsive to your request.

Sincerely,

PAMELA J. WALLS
County Counsel

A e Mo

L.INIDA M. HFRNANDEZ
Custodian of Records
dinh
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