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ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, State Bar number, and address): FOR COURT USE ONLY

William D. Coffee, Esq. SBN: 143653
"Songstad Randall Coffee & Humphrey LLP
3200 Park Center Drive, Suite 950
Costa Mesa, CA 92626
TELEPHONE No.: (949) 757-1600 FAXNO. (Optional): (949) 757-1613
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional): bdoffee@81‘~ﬁ1‘m.com
ATTORNEY FOR (Name): Plaintiffs
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF ORANGE
streeT abpress: 700 Civic Center Drive West
maiLing appress: 700 Civic Center Drive West
oy aNp zip cope: Santa Ana, 92701
srancH Nave: Central Justice Center

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: Yorba Linda Estates, LLC, et al.
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: City of Yorba Linda, et al.

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT CASE NUMBER:
OR ORDER
30-2021-01206096-CU-OR-CIC
(Check one): UNLIMITED CASE [ LIMITED CASE
(Amount demanded (Amount demanded was
exceeded $25,000) $25,000 or less)

TO ALL PARTIES :

1. Ajudgment, decree, or order was entered in this action on (date): March 10, 2022

2. Acopy of the judgment, decree, or order is attached to this notice.

Date:March 16, 2022

William D. Coffee, Esq. }
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME OF ATTORNEY [ ] PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY) (SIGNATURE) ( (
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PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: Yorba Linda Estates, LLC, et al.

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: City of Yorba Linda, et al.

CASE NUMBER:

30-2021-01206096-CU-OR-CJC

PROOF OF SERVICE BY FIRST-CLASS MAIL
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT OR ORDER

(NOTE: You cannot serve the Notice of Entry of Judgment or Order jf you are a party in the action. The person who served
the notice must complete this proof of service.)

1.

5.

| am at least 18 years old and not a party to this action. | am a resident of or employed in the county where the mailing took
place, and my residence or business address is (specify): 3200 Park Center Drive, Suite 950, Costa Mesa, CA 92626

fully prepaid and (check one):

. | served a copy of the Notice of Entry of Judgment or Order by enclosing it in a sealed envelope with postage

a | deposited the sealed envelope with the United States Postal Service.

b. I:J placed the sealed envelope for collection and processing for mailing, following this business's usual practices,
with which [ am readily familiar. On the same day correspondence is placed for collection and mailing, it is
deposited in the ordinary course of business with the United States Postal Service.

The Notice of Entry of Judgment or Order was mailed:
a. on (date):
b. fram (city and state):

~The envelope was addressed and mailed as follows:

a. Name of person served:

Street address:
City:

State and zip code:
b. Name of person served:
Street address:

City:

State and zip code:

c. Name of person served:

Street address:
City:
State and zip code:

d. Name of person served:

Street address:
City:
State and zip code:

[:[ Names and addresses of additional persons served are attached. (You may use form POS-030(P).)

Number of pages attached

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct.

Date:

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME OF DECLARANT)

(SIGNATURE OF DECLARANT)
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1 || WILLIAM D, COFFEE, ESQ, (Bar No, 143653)

beoffes@sr-fitm,com SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA

2 {| SONGSTAD RANDALL COFFEE & HUMPHREY LLP NGRTHOUSTICE GENTER
3200 Park Cent?;fDrive, Suite 950 MAR 10

3 || Costa Mesa, California 92626 R
Telephone!  (949) 7571600 022

4 || Fgesimile: (949) 757-1613 DAVID H. YAMASAKI, Glerk of the Court

5 1| Attorneys for Plaintiffs BYn L VERASQUEZ  DEPUTY
YORBA LINDA ESTATES, LLC; OC 33, LLC, and

6 || YORBA LINDA ESTATES NORTH, LLC

7

8 SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

9 COUNTY OF ORANGE, NORTH JUSTICE CENTER

10

11 | YORBA LINDA BSTATES, LLC, an Arizona [ Case No.t 30-2021-01206096-CU-QOR-CJC
limited liability company; OC 33, LLC, an :
12 (| Avizona limited liability company; YORBA Original Complaint Filed: June 16, 2021

8 LINDA ESTATES NORTH, LLC, an Arizona

288 13 || limited liability company, Assigned for all Purposes to;

% Bk Judge: Hon, Glenn Salter

§gg 14 Plaintiffs, Dept.: No6 '
4

é@% ; " [RROPOSLD} TUDGMEN

o . GN'T

5% 16 || CITY OF YORBA LINDA, & California

municipality; ALL OTHER PERSONS OR.
17 | ENTITIES UNKNOWN, CLAIMING ANY
LEGAL OR EQUITABLE RIGHT, TITLE,
18 J|ESTATE, LIEN, OR INTEREST IN THE
REAL PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN THE

19 1| COMPLAINT ADVERSE TO PLAINTIFFS’
INTEREST OR ANY CLOUD ON

20 || PLAINTIFFS’ TITLE THERETO; and DOES

[ through 30,

21
Defendants,

22
23 ‘.
2% WHEREAS, this action was tried before the court without & jury on Decgmber 13 and 20,
25 (120213
26 WHEREAS, William D, Coffee, Esq. appeared on behalf of plaintiffs YORBA LINDA

27 || BSTATES, LLC (“YLE”); OC 33, LLC (“OC 33”); and YORBA LINDA ESTATES NORTH, LLC
28 || (“YLEN”) (collectively “Plaintiffs”);

I
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SONGSTAD RANDALL COFFEE & HUMPHREY LLP

5200 PARK CENTER DRIVE, SUTIE 950

COSTAMESA, CALIFORNIA 92626
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WHEREAS, Todd O. Litfin, Esq. appeared on behalf of defendant CITY OF YORBA
LINDA (the “City”),

WHERTEAS, pursuant to the Court’s Statement of Decision filed March 7, 2022, a copy of
which is attached hereto as Exhibit A, the coutt hereby enfers Judgment as follows:

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ADJUDGED AND DECREED as follows:

1. Judgment is entered quieting title in favor of Plaintiffs against the City over the real
property located in the County of Orange, State of California described as Lots A of Tract 12850 and
Tract 12877 as Plaintiffs have the legal and equitable right to construct the access road for the
Esperanza Hills Project over Lots A of Tract 12850 and Tract 12877 for the use and benefit of the
Project Property described in Exhibit B attached hereto in the location and dimensions as approved
by the County of Orange in Vesting Tentative Tract Map 17522 over the objections raised by the
City in this action;

2. Plaintiffs are prevailing parties and shall recover their costs of suit against the City
pursuant to a Memorandum of Costs.

ITIS SO ORDERED

S Mot

NUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT

Dated: /O Mﬁ\ 2022,

2
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3200 Pak Cetter Ditve, Sulte 950
Cogte Moda, Californly 92626
Tolephone:  (949) 7571600
Facatinile! 949) 757-1613

Attorneys for Platntifhy
YORBA, LINDA ESTATES NORTH, LLG

YORBA LINDA ESTATES, LLG, an Arizona
Himdted Habliity sompany; OC 38, LLC, an
Arlgona Hmited Habiltty company; YORBA,
LINDA BSTATES NORTH, LLC, an Arzona
limited Hability company,

{

Pladntiths,
¥,

CITY OF YORBA LINDA, n California
muntolpality: ALL OTHER PERSONS OR.
ENTITIES UNENOWN, CLAIMING ANY
LEGAL OR EQUITABLE RIGET, TITLE,
BSTATE, LIEN, OR INTEREST IN THE
REBAL PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN THR
COMPLAINT ADVERSE TO PLAINTIFES?
INTEREST OR ANY CLQUD ON
PLAINTIERS TITLE THERETO; and DOLS
1 through 50,

Defendants,

WILLIAM D, COFFEE, BSQ. (BarNo, 143653)

UPERIOR GOURT OF GALIFY
BUPER] R ORANéE RNIA

SONGSTAD RANDALL COFFER & HUMPHREY LLP NS ST GNR

MAR -7 2022

DAVID H, YAMASAK), Glork of the Gourt

BY.. DLYELASQUEZ  DrmuTyY

YORBA LINDA BSTATES, LLC; OC 33, LLC, and

JUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OI CALIFORNIA,
COUNTY OF ORANGE, NORTH JUSTICT CENTER

Cage Noa 30-2021-01206096-CU-OR-CIC
Oudginal Complaint Bllsc: June 16, 2021
Asslgned for nll Purpoges to;

Judge: . Hom Glenn Sefter

Dept.s N06

(PRépeapt STATEMENT OF DECISION

WHEREAS, this action oame on regulardy 20 o court tetal on Decomber 18 and 20, 2021 In
Depatiment NOG of the sbave sntitled couet, o Pladotifhy’ firt camge of aotlon to qulet title, the
Honorable Glenn Salter, Judge presiding,  Appeating on behalf of plaintiffs YORBA LINDA
BRTATES, LLC (“YLE”), 0C33, LLC (“OCA3" and YORBA LINDA BSTATES NORTH, LLC
(“YLEN™) (oollock'weiy “Platutiffs") was Willlam D, Coffee of Songstad Randall Coffee &

[Bropesed] Statoment of Dootslon
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Humphtoy LLP, Appearing on behalf of Defendant CITY OF YORBA LINDA (the “Cliy™) was
"Todd O, Litfln of Rutar & Tuokes, LLP,

WELREAS, on Deoomber 20, 2021, at the conolusion of the il the sourt fook the matter
under submisaton)

WHERTAS, on Jauvary 4, 2022, the coutt issued its Tentatlve Deolslon n this matter and
diraated thal Plaiutif were to prepate the Statement of Deolston;

WHEREAS, having fully considered the arguments of all pasties, both ytitten and osal, as
well ag the evidetive presepted;

THE COURT HERRBY ISSULS the following Statement of Daclslop;

I, SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE AND FACTUAL RINDINGS

Plalntifs are the owners or optlonors of property desoribed ln Bxhiblt A attnohed hareto and
inoorpotated heteln by teforence (fie “Project Property”), (Joint Stipulation of Faots (8,
SF Nos, 13) The Profect Propetty was orlghnally entitled by the County of Qrange (the “County”)
In June 2013 for a 340-unit subdivislon called Beperanza Hills (the “Project”), The Project
eniltloments were ohallenged fhwough California Bavitonmental Quality Aot (“OEQA.”)'].{ﬁgaﬁon
filed In Ootober 2015 (the “CHQA Litlgation™), (SF No, 20) The Projeot entitlements wore finally
approved by the County an September 25, 2018, (8F No, 24)

The County approved Vestlng Teatatlve Traot Map (“*VTTM™) 17522 for the Projest on
Septomber 25, 2018, YTTM 17522 approved a maln entrance road from the sonthern border of the
Projest Propetty to Stonehaven Ditve aoroge Lots A of Traoty 12850 and 12877 (“Loty A”) which
ate loosted within the Clly. (SF No, 27; Tual Bxhibit (“TE) 59) A second CEQA. suil and
Subdivislon Map Act olaim ohallenging the Counly’s approval of YITM 17522 (the ‘CEQA/SMA
Challenge”) was filed contencing that the maln aocess road configuation through Lols A conficted
with open spacs tights tecelved by the Clty when Tracts 12850 wud 12877 wets approved tn 1987,
(SF Nog, 28, 32) The CEQA/NMA Challenge wag found tmotltless by the flal coust and the
Judgment in favor of Plalofifl and the County was affirmed by the Cousl of Appenl In Tanuaty
2021 i Oplnfon (058339, (LB Nos, 58, 59)

)
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The City wre o named defendant In the CBQA Litlgatlon, but nevet contested nay of the
Projeet’s entltlements ot any stage of the CEQA Litlgation, (SF21) The City did not file a lawsult
that ohallenged the 2018 Project entitlomanty ot the Septetuber 25, 2018 approval of YTIM 17522,
and the City wa xot a party o the CRQA/SMA Chellenge, (SF Nos, 28, 29)

When it rejeoted the CHQA/RMA. Challenge, the Cout of Appenl determined that; “there
were two lottors in the adminlsiratlve record from the Clty which van be reasonably road to sey the
Cty s ghven potnlssion to put soads on land covered by the apen sphos dedleation,” The Cougt ,
of Appeal also noted that: “The City has known of the Project for alimost p decade now, It hag
known of the ongolng tlgation brought by Protect, inckuding this mout pecent round 1n which the
VTTM. fos the Project has been attacked on. the theoty Developet cowld be blocked by the Clty.”
The Coutt of Appenl vonoluded thett “If the Clty had wanted to veto the Projsot 1t oovld have
intorvened in fhis actlon and exprossly voleed lts nbemtlon to wse ts open space dedioation to
oppose the sottherly accons Into the Projeet” (TE 59)

The evidence in this onse supported the declsion of the Coutt of Appoeal,

The Clty detatled Hs oxtenstve lnvolvement in the Project epfitfettent process 1n a Ietter
dated May 22, 2015, (TH 41) Two lettets sont by the City to the County duslng the Projeot
ontitlement prooess expressly requested fhat the Clty approve a full-tlme acoess tond through Lotg
A to Stonehaven, Ditve, A January 8, 2016 letter stated “To olarify, Optton 2 Modlfied {noludes a
toadway coneotlon to Aspen Way and # roadway connection to Stonehrven Detve and not Just g
‘emergenoy” access Jo Stonehaven,” (TH 50) The Cliy took the same postilon In a lettor dated May
22, 2015, ms 1t supported Optlon 2B, which the Clty had weed the County o adopt ag one of s
acooss optlons whon Projeot was orfpinally entitled tn June 2015 (TH 41) Opilon 2B also provided
for a full-tlme road through Lots A of Tiacls 12850 and 12877 o Stonehaven ln the sams
oonfiguration ag the maln acosss road set fosth In VITM 17522,

None of the latters ot omalls sent by the City to the County olabmed that the Clty’s open
spaoe Hghts over Loty A conflioted with or were superior to the approval of the Projeot’s maln
noooss oad through Tots A and vach left the matfer of the determlnation of Plaintiffs’ acvess tghts
to the County, (SF Nos, 62 — 68, THs 50, 53, 55, 240, 241, 246, 249,250, 251, 252)

3
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The staff report prepasec by the Clty for the November 17, 2015 City Covnoll mestlhg to
oongider approval of the pre-annexation agiesment betweeh the City and the Project noted that;
“the BIR. for the Project went throngh a detalled examinetion and conoluded the Projeot g
oonsigient with the valows components of the Clty's General Plan (Land Use, Cliovlation,
Reoteatlon and Resourees, Nolse, Publioc Safely, Growth Management, Floustng) and found thet the
CGronetal Plan anttolpated thet the firture development of the area that 1t now the Project stte would
take novess flom San Antonio Road and Stonehaven Drbye,” (T'B 244, at pp, 2-3)

Lots A ave zoned by the Clty as Plaoned Dovelopment, not opett space, (SF No, 39) The
City did not suttsfy the requirements to obtaln an open sproe easement over Lots A as set forth tn
Covernment Code Seotlons 51030 ef seq, and 51070 et seq, (SF No, 31)

The uneoniroverted evidence also ostablished that botlt the City and Coutty ware Informed
that Plainttfy held easement rights for an aocess rond through Lots A by vithie of an emaf] fom
Plalntiffy dated Jammary 11, 2018, which Inoluded both the 1978 Basement recoded at Book 1283,
page 703 (TE No, 1) (the “1978 Basement”) and ADI Basoment yecosded ag Ingtrument No, 1988~
644036, which pranted Plalntlffs o _blanlcet eagement through all of Trasts 12850 and 12877,
Inoluding Lots A (the “ADI Basement™), (TB 94) The City did not contest Rlainttif sasement
wghts notoss Loty A ln any of the letters i sent to the County tepaiding the Project, The County
teferved the matter to the County Sutveyor, who conoluded that Plalnttfs held engement rights for n
blankot easement aoross Loty A, (VB 54) The County ncorporated the oplnion of the County
Swtveyor fnfo the Resolutlon detod Soptember 25, 2018, approving VITM 17522 that exprogsly
found that Plaitdlifs had the rlghts to oonstivot the matn enttance road, (TR 59)

T g wnoontroveried that the Cify 18 batred by the applloable statutes of Hmitations from
agserilng CEQA. or Subdiviglon Mup Aot olaims for any of the Project entltlements orlglnally
granted in Jone 2015, o the final Project eutllements and VTTM 17522 approved by the County
on September 25, 2018,

It 19 also unoontroverted thet the Fnal Buvlrowmental Tnpact Report (FEIRY) for the
Project addressed all environmental fmpacts for the maln aocess road through Lots A, noludlug

compllance with the City's General Plan and Willslde Ordinance, and foynd thet no mitigation

; 4
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meagures wole necessary for design and constimotion of the Projeot’s maln entrance rosd through
Lots A (TE Nos, 80-87, 104) The Cliy retatned consultants to comment on the Project’s Diaft
BIR and the consultants found the analysly of the Projeot’s complianes with the Hillside Odinance
to be adequate, (TE 37; §F Nog, 34 - 36)

IL  DBTERMINATION OF PRINCIPAL CONTROYVERTED ISSULS AT TRIAL

In thig action, the City contonded that it revelyed an easement fot open space purposes by
dedioation of Lots A fhrough the revordation of Tracts 12850 and 12877 tn 1987, which corflioted
with and was superdor in tlght to the approval of VITM 17522, The City oontended it sould Hmit
the width of the maln access road for the Project {0 alleged historieal wse prior 1o the oreation and
dovalapment of Tyaoty 12850 and 12877, The City contended that Clty pesmits are requived for
Plalntiffs to congtruot thelr matn avoess road, which the Clty has disoretion 1o deny as its open space
1ights over Loty A are superlor to and conflet with Plalntiify’ oasement sights and any rlghts
acqurlied by fhe Plalntiffy fhrongh the Project enthlement prooess with the County,

Plalnits contended that they had easement tights over Lols A by virtue of the 197§
Bugetment and the ADI Basement, Plaintiffy also oontended that even if the Clty had an open space
gaseImont rlght over Lotd A, 1 was not exolustve and thevefors did not oonflict with Plaintiffs’
eagement rlphts, Plaintii also contended that they aoquived slghts through the CBOA and
entitlomient process, witdoch the City actlvely partleipated ln, and through the approval of VTTM
17522, which the Clty did not contest, Further, Plalutiify oontended that no permtt flom the Clty
wag nooessaty ng all aspeots of the Projest’s matn enimanice 10ad were analyzed thiough the CEQA
process and complied with the City’s Genernl Plan and Hillside Ordinance, und the City had no
supetior rights to Platutify! easeﬁwnt rights in Lots A,

The Court finds that Plalmtitfs have the legal and stuttable tlght to constinet the access road
for the Beperanza Hills Project over Loty A In Tracts 12850 and 12877 i the location and
dimensions as approved by the County of Qrango b Ms approval of VTTM 17522, with no petmits
required by the City,

17
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THERTFORY, BASED ON THR FORBGOING, THE COURT ORDERS s follows;

1, Tudgtent be enfered qnleting title i favor of Plalutibs agatnst the Clty over Lots A
of Traocts 12850 and 12877 ag Plalntiffs have the legal aud equltable right to
aonsioet the acoess road for the Beperanze Hllls Projact over Lols A of Traoly 12850
and 12877 for the uge and boneflt of the Projest Property In the location and
dimenslons se approved by the Cownty of Owamgs in VITM 17502 over 4he
objectons of the Clty ralsed In this aotion;

2 That Plainfifls, ay prevailing partles, shall be entitled to recover thelr aogty of st

agathet the Clty pursuant to & Memorandunt of Cogts,
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Dated; 7 M@b{,& 200 %} &\‘W%% | *

ATODGE OF THE SUPERTOR COVRT
Glani R Balter
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EXHIBIT A7
PROJECY PROPERTY

Prreal

PARGEL % IN THE GOUNTY OF ORANCE, §TATE OF CALIFORNIA, AR SHOWN ON A MAY FILED IN
BOOK a1, AGRS 16 AND. 17, OF PARGHL MAPS, IN'NH OFFIOK OF THE GOUNTY RECORDER OF

WXORPT ‘THEREFROM, ALL OI, Ol RIGHTS, NATURAL QA8 RIGHTY, MINERAL RIGHTS AND
OTHER HYDROUARBON SURSTANCES BY WHATEVER NAME KNOWN, TOGETHER WITH
AFPURTENANT RIGHTS THERETO, WITHOUT, HOWEVER, ANY RIGHTS TO ENTER UPON FHE
SURFACE OF SAID LAND NOR ANY FORTION OF THE SUBSURRACE LYING ABOVE A DEPTH QF
500 FHET, AR EXCEPTED OR RESHERVED IN INSTRUMENTS OF REGORD,

Parasl 2

ALL OF ’I‘HA”P CHRTAIN REAL PROPERTY IN THE RANCHO CANON DR SANTA ANA, COUNTY OF
STATH OI? CALIFORK\ J1A, EEH\IG THAT PORTION OF THE OARRILLO RANCH ﬁOPBR.TY, A

ORANG
BHOWN ON THE M ﬁAQL%&EJ%QQB Y8, RECORDS OF SAID
GOUNTY, Lyd NQRTH:ERLY oMr o ROLLOWNG BHICRTBAD me ’

BEGINNING AT THE POINT ON THE BASTERLY LINE OF SAID CARRILLO RANGHO EROPERTY
DISTANT NORTH 6° 40 31,3" WEST, 6644,04 FEET FROM THE INTERSROTION OF SAID BASTERIY
LINE WITH THE CENTERLINE OF THE CAJON GANAL OF THE ANAHENM UNION WATER
COMPANY, AS SHOWI ON BAID MAR;

THENCE NOR'TH 87° 34" 37" WRST, 619,76 WHET TO THE PORNT ON THH WESTHRLY LINE OF §AID
CARRILLGQ RANOH PROPERTY DISTANT NORTH 2° 02 20" WBST, 7410,13 PRAT FROM THE
NORTHERLY LINE OF THAT ATCHISON, TOPEKA AND SANTA XH RAILWAY COMPANY'S | 100,00
FOOT STRIP OF LAND A8 SHOWN ON SAID MAP,

FRCGEPTING THERBFROM AN UNDIVIDED 3/4 INTERBST IN AND TO ALL OTle AND OIL RIGHTS TN,
ON AND AFPURTENANT TO BAID LAND, A RESERVED [N DOCUMENT RECORDED

MAY 26, 1988 TN MJMAQJ&MLMM@&
Parosl 81

THE NORTH HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTHR AND GOYERNMENT LOTS 8 AND 4 OF
SHCTION 17, TOWNSHIP 3 HOUTH, RANGE § WRST, SAN BERNARDING BASE AND MERIDIAN,
ACCORIING TQ THE OFFIGIAL PLAT FILED TN THR DISTRIGT LAND OFFICE, JULY 20, 1596,
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Yoyl Linda Bstatis 1 10h 051{'1’? v ity of Vorba Linda, et
orha Linda Tytates ot ul, v, Clty of Vor ndn, et al,
OCBC Case No, 30-2017:01206096-CU-OR-CIC
Tt amplo{slled in the County of Orange, State of Califotnln, ovet the age of elghieen eals,

and not g paty to the wlihin actlon, My busfnoss address ls SONGETAT RANDALL, COFFER &
HUMPEREY LLP, 8200 Patk Center Drive, Sulte 950, Costa Mesa, Callfomls 92626,

On the date et Fotth below, | setved the foregoing vopy of the documient(s) desoribed ap
[PROPOSED] STATEMINT OF DICISION as follows:

By Mailt By pleolng the dootuent(s) lsted above in sepled euvelupe(s) with postage
[ thereon fully prepald for aolleotion and medllng i Costa Mesa, California, addressed as
Hot forth. below, o1 a9 stated on the attrched servios gt

By Blevtronlo Sexrvioe — One Logali By canslog the document(s) listed above to be

iy Saved by electronto servies by Quo Legal based on a court oxder and agrestment of the
oirtes to aocept service by eleotiondo fanstdssion to the person(s) at the address(es) got
forth below, or ot the attached serviee Ht,

E-l¥intli Basod on a court order or an agtesment of the parties to accept servios by e
1 mall or eleotronto tansnssion, I sent the docutment(s) 1o the 13@1*801183) ab the e-nall
address(es) as sat forth below, of ag stated on the attached servios Het,

" Personal Delivery! By cayslig petsonal gervios by Tt Legal Netwotk of the
L1 doowment(s) listed aboveé 1o the petdon(s) at the address(er) set foxth below, or on the
altached service Hyt,

SR ATTACHED SERVICE LIST

I nep. roacily famfliar with the flum’s practlos of collsution and ptovessing coegpondence for
matllng, Under that practioo it would be depostted with U8, Postal Servios on that same day with
postage thereon fully prepald in the ordinm}y comge of bugttiess, [ am awate that on motlon of the
party served, service 18 presumed lnvalld gfostnl oanoellatlon date on postage meter date la more
than one day after date of depostt for malling 1n affidevit,

5 (State) I deolate under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Caltfornia that
the above 1g ttue and otteot,

Hxeouted on Pebruary 3, 2022, t Costa Mega, Caltfornta,

b

@aﬁ{wexﬁx
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TELESTIONE {S45) 7‘:7%16{,‘0

SONGSTAD RANDATL CORFEE & HOMPHEREY LT

SURVICE LIST
Yarba Lm%la li‘éi Aoy, LLC, o al, v, Clty of Yorba Linda, of al,
OCSC Case No, 30-2017-01206096.CTL.OR-CIC
Todd O, Litfin Telejlahom: 5714; 64145100
Jos h T, Latyen Faosimile: 714) 5469035
UTAN & TUCKER, LL? Bmatly: It @rutan, com
185'7 5 Jambores Road, 9th Floox gen@rulan.com

TIrving, CA 92612
Aﬁomeys for Defendant
CITY OF YORBA LINDA
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EXHIBIT “AY
PROJECT FROPERTY

Paroal 4

PARGHL 2, IN THE COUNTY OF ORANGH, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, A8 BHOWN ON A MAP RILED IN
EQI%KO 1211}1\}})}3}038 1§ AND 17 OF PARCEL MAPS, IN THE OFFICH OF THE COUNTY REQORDER OF
OUNTY,

FRORPT THEREFROM, ALL O, OIL RIGHTS, NATURAL GAS RIGHTS, MINERAL RIGHTS AND
OTHER HYDROUARBON SURSTANCHES BY WHATEVER NAME RNOWN, TOGETEER “WITH
APPURTENANT RIGHTS THERETO, WITHOUT, HOWEVER, ANY RIGHTE TO ENTHER UPON THE
SURTACE OF SAID LAND NOR ANY PORTION OF THE BURSURFAGE LYING ABOYE A DERTH O
300 FHET, AS BXCEPTED OR RESHRYED TN INSTRUMENTS OF REGORD,

Eﬁ[(i@l %

ALl OF THAT OHRTAIN RBAL PROPERTY IN THE RANGHO CANON DR BANTA ANA, COUNTY Op
ORANGH, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, BRING THAT PORTION OF THE QARRILLO RANCGH Pﬁ’\OPBR'J’Y, Ad
BHOWN ON THY MAP PILED IN ! , RECORDS QT $AID
QOUNTY, LYING NORTHERLY OF THE OWING DESORIBED LYNE

BEOTNNING AT THR POINT ON 'THE BASTERLY LINE OF SAID CARRILLO RANCHO PROPERTY
DIFTANT NORTH ¢ 40" 314" WEST, 664404 FERT FROM THE INTERSBATION OF SAID BASTERLY
LINE WITH THE OBNTERLINE OF THE CAJON CANAL OF THE ANAHEM UNION WATER
COMPANY, A SHOWN ON BAID MAP

THENCE NORTH 87° 84 37" WDET, 619,76 FEET TO THR POINT ON THI WESTRRIY LINE OF SAID
CARRILLO RANCH FROFERTY DISTANT NORTH 2° 03! 20% WEST, 7410,19 MIET ¥ROM THE
NORTHERLY LINE OF THAT ATCRISON, TOPEKA AND SANTA TR RAILWAY COMPANY'S 100,00
ROOT STRIP OF LAND A8 SHOWN ON SAID MAP,

BXOBPTING THEREFROM AN UNDIVIDED 3/4 INTERBST IN AND T0O ALL Of, AND OT1 RIGHTS TN,
ON AND APPURTENANT TO SAID LAND, A8 REBBRYED [N DOCUMENT RECORDED
MAY 26, (938 IN BOOK 4207, PAQY ), OF OFFICIAL RECORDY,

Pasosl 8

THY NORTH HALF OF % SOUTHWEST QUARTAR AND (HOVHRNMENT LOTH & AND 4 OF
SRCTION 17, TOWNSHIP 3 JOUTH, RANGE 8 WRST, SAN BERNARDINO BASE AND WMERIDIAN,
ACCORDING TQ THE OFFIGIAL PLAT PILED M THE DISTRICT LAND QFFICE, JULY 20, 1894,
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PROOF OF SERVICE

Yorba Linda Estates, LLC, et al. v, City of Yorba Linda, et al,

OCSC Cage No, 30-2017-01206096-CU-OR-CJIC

I am employed in the County of Orange, State of California, over the age of eighteen yeats,
and not & party to the within actlon. My business address is SONGSTAD RANDALL COFFEE &
HUMPHREY LLP, 3200 Park Center Diive, Suite 950, Costa Mesa, California 92626,

On the date set forth below, I served the foregoing copy of the document(s) descibed as
[PROPOSED] JUDGMENT as follows!

By Mail: By placing the document(s) listed above in sealed envelope(s) with postage
1 thereon fully prepaid for collection and mailing in Costa Mesa, California, addressed as
set forth below, ot as stated on the attached service list,

By Electronic Service ~ One Legal: By causing the document(s) listed above to be

] served by electronic service by One Legal based on a court order and agreement of the
parties to accept service by electronic transmission to the person(s) at the address(es) set
forth below, or on the attached service list,

E-Mail: Based on a court order or an agreement of the parties to accept service by e-
[ mail or electronic transmission, I sent the document(s) to the person(s) at the e-mal
address(es) as set forth below, ot as stated on the attached service Hst,

SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST

1 am readily familiar with the firm’s practice of collection and processing cortespondence for
mailing, Under that practice it would be deposited with U.S, Postal Service on that same day with
postage theteon fully prepaid in the ordinary course of business. I am aware that on motion of the
party served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date is mote
than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit,

4 (State) I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Caltformia that
the above is true and cotrect,

Ex'eouted on Mareh 7, 2022, at Costa Mesa, California,

- e

> n I\}x]af?/
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SERVICE LIST
Yorba Linda Estates, LLC, et al, v, City of Yorba Linda, et al,
OCSC Case No. 30-2017-01206096-CU-OR-CJC

Todd O, Litfin Telephone;  (714) 641-5100
Joseph D, Larsen Pacsimile:  (714) 546-9035
RUTAN & TUCKER, LLP Ematls: itfin@rutan.com
18575 Jamboree Road, 9th Floor larsen@rutan.com
Trvine, CA 92612

Attorneys for Defendant
CITY OF YORBA LINDA




SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF ORANGE
North Justice Center

1275 N. Berkeley Ave

Fullerton , CA 92838

SHORT TITLE: Yorba Linda Estates, LLC vs. City of Yorba Linda

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING/ELECTRONIC CASE NUMBER:
SERVICE 30-2021-01206096-CU-OR-NJC

1 certify that I am not a party to this cause. I certify that the following document(s), Judgment dated 03/10/22, have been
transmitted electronically by Orange County Superior Court at Santa Ana, CA. The transmission originated from Orange
County Superior Court email address on March 14, 2022, at 3:16:59 PM PDT. The electronically transmitted document(s)
is in accordance with rule 2.251 of the California Rules of Court, addressed as shown above. The list of electronically
served recipients are listed below:

SONGSTAD RANDALL COFFEE & HUMPHREY SONGSTAD RANDALL COFFEE & HUMPHREY
LLP LLP
BCOFFEE@SR-FIRM.COM LIWATA@SR-FIRM.COM
S /i
Clerk of the Court, by: ﬁw%vf"ﬁ WW

, Deputy

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING/ELECTRONIC SERVICE

V3 1013a (June 2004) Code of Civ. Procedwe , § CCP1013(a)



SONGSTAD RANDALL COFFEE & HUMPHREY LLP
3200 PARK CENTER DRIVE, SUITE 950
COSTA MESA CALIFORNIA 82626
TELEPHONE (849) 757-1600
FACSIMILE (949)757-1613

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

PROOF OF SERVICE
Yorba Linda Estates, L.L.C, et al. v. City of Yorba Linda, et al.
OCSC Case No. 30-2017-01206096-CU-OR-CJC

I am employed in the County of Orange, State of California, over the age of eighteen years,
and not a party to the within action. My business address is SONGSTAD RANDALL COFFEE &
HUMPHREY LLP, 3200 Park Center Drive, Suite 950, Costa Mesa, California 92626.

On the date set forth below, I served the foregoing copy of the document(s) described as
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT OR ORDER as follows:

By Mail: By placing the document(s) listed above in sealed envelope(s) with postage
] thereon fully prepaid for collection and mailing in Costa Mesa, California, addressed as
set forth below, or as stated on the attached service list.

By Electronic Service — One Legal: By causing the document(s) listed above to be

served by electronic service by One Legal based on a court order and agreement of the
parties to accept service by electronic transmission to the person(s) at the address(es) set
forth below, or on the attached service list.

E-Mail: Based on a court order or an agreement of the parties to accept service by e-
[] mail or electronic transmission, I sent the document(s) to the person(s) at the e-mail
address(es) as set forth below, or as stated on the attached service list.

SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST

I am readily familiar with the firm’s practice of collection and processing correspondence for
mailing. Under that practice it would be deposited with U.S. Postal Service on that same day with
postage thereon fully prepaid in the ordinary course of business. I am aware that on motion of the
party served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date is more
than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit.

(State) I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that
the above is true and correct.

Executed on March 16, 2022, at Costa Mesa, California.




SONGSTAD RANDALL COFFEE & HUMPHREY LLP
3200 PARK CENTER DRIVE, SUITE 950
COSTA MESA CALIFORNIA 92626
TELEPHONE (949) 757-1600
FACSIMILE (949)757-1613
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SERVICE LIST
Yorba Linda Estates, LL.C, et al. v. City of Yorba Linda, et al.
OCSC Case No. 30-2017-01206096-CU-OR-CJC

Todd O. Litfin Telephone:  (714) 641-5100
Joseph D. Larsen Facsimile: (714) 546-9035
RUTAN & TUCKER, LLP Emails: tlitfin@rutan.com
18575 Jamboree Road, 9th Floor jlarsen(@rutan.com

Irvine, CA 92612
Attorneys for Defendant
CITY OF YORBA LINDA
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