
Landowner may challenge city's annexation attempt

He said he's concerned about city's plans to change use of land
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If the county's boundary-setting commission eventually reconsiders Temecula's application to annex 4,500 acres
of land on its southwestern borders, it won't be because of anything done by Phil Williams.

The commission member, a director on the Elsinore Valley Municipal Water District, withdrew his request
Thursday to have an $875 fee waived that would have allowed him to request a reconsideration of the approval
of Temecula's annexation bid without any out-of-pocket expense.

But Williams' action might be moot because Nelson Mamey, a landowner with holdings near the acreage eyed
by the city, plans to file a reconsideration request early next week.

"He wrote a check out today," said George Spiliotis, the Local Agency Formation Commission's executive
director.

The commission voted 6-0 on June 24 to approve Temecula's application to annex the land, a swath dominated
by the Santa Margarita Ecological Reserve, a research field station managed by San Diego State University.

If the reconsideration request is filed, Spiliotis said the commission would reconsider the annexation vote at a
public hearing that likely would be held in September.

That hearing could be another interesting public meeting in what has turned into an ongoing series of
showdowns in Riverside pitting the city of Temecula against the commission's board, a seven-member body
that does not include a representative from Temecula. Last year, the commission voted to reject the city's bid to
annex 5,000 acres of land that included the site pegged for a controversial quarry.

Williams has said the city of Temecula misrepresented its true intentions for the territory it applied to annex. He
based his claim on a video recording of last week's City Council meeting, which featured a discussion by the
council members on future plans for the annexed land.

Meanwhile, the city of Temecula has its own list of grievances with the commission, and city officials have said
there are legal questions regarding a condition attached to the commission's approval that required the city to
remove 169 acres from its sphere of influence.

That adjustment, requested by the commission before it would approve the annexation, was an alteration that
had been lobbied for by Granite Construction, the Northern California-based company working to dig a quarry
near the southeastern edge of the land the city is looking to annex.

Granite owns or has an option to buy land within the 169 acres that the city was asked to remove from its
sphere, a designation that identifies land a city might annex in the future.

Williams withdrew his request for a fee waiver on Thursday morning before the item could be voted on by the
commission during its regular meeting in Riverside.



"There were some issues that were raised that would take time to research and time is of the essence," Williams
said during a telephone interview.

"The city had raised some questions on the issue regarding whether a public official getting a waiver of a fee
was appropriate. To have an attorney research whether or not this one ruling from 27 years ago would or would
not apply would be wasting taxpayers' tax dollars. Why would I want to do that?" Williams said.

Anyone looking to request a reconsideration of the commission's decision has until Monday to file that
paperwork, and Mamey, according to Spiliotis, plans to meet that deadline.

Mamey has expressed concerns previously with the city's move to annex the reserve land, and he sent the city a
letter months ago saying developing the reserve into a "park" would diminish the value of his land due to
increased traffic and other types of related issues.

In response to his letter, a city planning official said, "There are no plans for a park."

Mamey said in a letter to the commission dated Tuesday that, "contrary to testimony provided by city of
Temecula representatives," the city is clearly planning on changing the use of the annexation area to trails,
camping and more public use. As way of evidence, Mamey cites comments made by Temecula council
members during last week's meeting.


