
1

Subject: FW: Moratorium
Attachments: image001.jpg

From: Leonard at New Solutions <nsparts@pacbell.net> 
Date: July 9, 2015 at 1:18:06 PM PDT 
To: <mgardner@riversideca.gov>, <asmelendrez@riversideca.gov>, <msoubirous@riversideca.gov>, <pdavis@riversideca.gov>, 
<cmacarthur@riversideca.gov>, <jperry@riversideca.gov>, <jburnard@riversideca.gov> 
Subject: FW: Moratorium 

  
  
Gentlemen, 
  
It has come to my attention that the Riverside Planning Department is considering enacting a moratorium in my 
area.  My company bought this property in Riverside because we believed Riverside was a business friendly 
City.  We have been here 20 years, each of which we have grown.  We employ 13 Riverside citizens and hope to 
create even more livable wage positions.  Growth is tantamount to a strong economy.  The “NIMBY” residents 
that think new business will ruin their neighborhood are forgetting what built that neighborhood, jobs.  I drive 
through that area every day.  It is not “upscale” by any means.  New business there will improve the area by 
improving drainage, it floods every time it rains.  It will put a traffic light on Main and Placentia making my drive 
safe in an intersection that has claimed several lives, nearly mine.  I see no downside to this future project if, I 
understand it correctly.   
  
Please don’t give a “knee‐jerk” reaction to a few alarmists.  This moratorium will have negative effects.  I know it 
will affect us. 
  
Sincerely,    
  

Leonard Graves 
OWNER 
New Solutions Wheelchair & Scooter Parts 
Ph: 951.276.8266 |Email: Leonard@NewSolutions1.com  
4321 Alamo Street Riverside, CA  92501 | www.newsolutions1.com 
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Subject: FW: **Support for Northside temporary building moratorium

From: Sharon [mailto:skasner@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Monday, June 08, 2015 3:47 AM 
To: Gardner, Mike; Melendrez, Andy; Soubirous, Mike; Davis, Paul; MacArthur, Chris; Perry, Jim; Adams, Steve; Bailey, Rusty; Russo, John A.; 
Zelinka, Al; Nicol, Colleen; Ramirez, Emilio 
Subject: **Support for Northside temporary building moratorium 
 

June 8, 2015 
 

Members of the City Council, Mayor, City Manager, Assistant City Manager, City Clerk and Interim 
Director of Community Development, 

I am supporting the temporary building moratorium in Riverside's Northside to give the appropriate 
officials time to make a thorough study and recommendations regarding an official building moratorium 
and change to the zoning in the area. The last thing we want is to have warehouses being built in an 
area we are trying to protect. 

Why would we anyone want to build upon our water table?  We need this land in its natural state to 
protect our water and the Santa Ana River.  

We must stop the warehouses and protect the Northside's rural agricultural heritage.  We wish 
to include the entire Riverside Golf Course, the Ab Brown Sports Complex and other city-
owned properties on the Northside. If warehouses are allowed to built, it will destroy the 
residential areas, bring huge trucks to the area causing destruction to the residential roads, 
vibrations threatening every structure's foundation, air pollution, and will be the beginning of 
the end of the Northside as it has existed for past one hundred and seventy-three years. 
 
Restoration of the Trujillo Adobe is such an important opportunity!  It is the oldest Adobe in the County 
of Riverside, the last remaining structure of the La Placita de los Trujillos, and a living testament of 
how Riverside came to be. We have the opportunity to make the Adobe and the surrounding area a 
focal point of Riverside. The Spanish Town Cultural Center, with the Adobe as it's crown jewel, can be 
an educational center, a tourist draw, a symbol of the long overdue respect for the people who gave up 
everything to move here and defend this land. They established a new life and community for their 
families and all of us we have come after them.   

We must act now to save what has been entrusted to us. To throw it all away would be a crime of 
unimaginable proportions! 

Our families arrived in 1842 to protect this land - one hundred and seventy-three 
years later - we are still trying to protect it!  This is rare precious untouched 
land.  Once it is gone, it is gone forever.  

Thank you, 

Sharon Trujillo-Kasner 
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‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Wohlgemuth Family [mailto:pjdnw@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 9:41 PM 
To: Nicol, Colleen 
Subject: Northside Specific Plan and Warehouse Moratorium 
 
City Clerk Colleen Nicol ‐ 
 
At the upcoming City Council meeting, the subjects of the Northside Specific Plan and the related Warehouse moratorium are 
scheduled to be raised.  As a Northside resident for over 23 years, I have a few thoughts I'd like to share with you.  We in the 
Northside have long felt that we have been neglected by the rest of the City.  What happens in the "far north" seems to matter 
little in the other parts of the City or in the corridors of City Hall.  Now a mega‐warehouse project is proposed for the Northside 
at the same time a Specific Plan for the development of the Northside is being considered.  Development is necessary for 
intelligent growth of the City.  However, growth should be planned for what is best for the entire community.  Perhaps the 
warehouse is in the best interest of the developer, but not necessarily for the rest of the neighborhood.  Traffic would be 
horrendous, as would the noise and the potential impact on air quality.  And this would  right across the street from the Ab 
Brown soccer complex, a destination for hundreds of children and their families every week.  Meanwhile, the Northside Specific 
Plan is supposed to move forward, a plan that would consider all development across the entire Northside and make sure it 
integrates with all existing land use as well as all proposed future development.  The proposed mega‐warehouse may in fact be 
the best best use for that parcel of land, but it would make so much more sense to make the decision in the context of a Specific 
Plan rather than in a vacuum. 
 
Please support the moratorium on the warehouse until the Northside Specific Plan can be developed and implemented. 
 
Thank you for your attention to this issue, and please include this email in the packet to the Council. 
 
Pete Wohlgemuth 
686 Forest Park Drive 
Riverside CA 92501 
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Subject: FW: Comments on the Proposed Northside Moratorium...

From: "tpemle@earthlink.net" <tpemle@earthlink.net> 
Date: June 30, 2015 at 11:06:45 AM PDT 
To: Chris MacArthur <CMacArthur@riversideca.gov> 
Subject: Nothdide 

Chris, I will be out if town for the 7/14 moratorium discussion. Here are some issues that I believe 
should be addressed. 
- why the moratorium now? 
- what will the moratorium accomplish? 
- how long will the moratorium last, will there be a date certain sunset?  
- who will be in charge of the process and what will they do during the moratorium?  
I thought "smart code" was supposed to address area development, what happened to change direction?  
- a current property owner in the development process should not be held hostage because the city 
suddenly decided a moratorium is needed - again, why a moratorium at all. 
- the Trujillo Adobe has been a long standing issue, and out of sight out of mind. Why not just address it 
directly. I understand that the City has some unallocated redevelopment bond proceeds. Some of this 
money, maybe $50k, could used to  "monumentize"  the Adobe, somewhat like the Chinatown 
preservation. Since the property is owned by the County, maybe they could match the city's investment 
and make the Adobe site a celebration of part of Riverside's heritage. I believe RPU still owns the 
Trujillo Water Company, maybe they could put a few $ into the project, and celebrate the contribution 
that the water company made to the development of the area. At the end of the day, this historic 
landmark needs preservation, but it shouldn't get twisted up in the moratorium discussion.  
 
Thanks, Tom 
 
Sent from my Ipad 
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Subject: FW: Proposed Building Moratorium for the Northside

From: Irene Lozano [mailto:irenelo92501@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, July 07, 2015 7:42 PM 
To: Sharon; Gardner, Mike; Soubirous, Mike; Perry, Jim; MacArthur, Chris; Davis, Paul; Adams, Steve; Melendrez, Andy; Russo, 
John A.; Zelinka, Al; Nicol, Colleen; Ramirez, Emilio; Bailey, Rusty; Anderson, Lynn 
Subject: Re: Proposed Building Moratorium for the Northside 

 
Dear City Council Members; 
 
    As a native of Riverside and a 50+year resident of the Northside whose home sits directly across from the "golf course", I wholeheartedly 
agree with Sharon Trujillo Kasner's email (below).   Surely the business developers can locate land better suited for their "buildings" away 
from parks and homes where our kids and grandkids live, play and hope to continue doing so without the threat of increased traffic, noise and 
air pollution.     This is where we live and intend to stay! 
    Please do the right and reasonable thing by respecting the residents and protecting the historical heritage of our city's Northside; vote in favor 
of the moratorium without any exceptions.  I still believe that after all is said and done, there are still those who care to do what's best for "the 
people" and what that says for the legacy you leave behind.  
 
Thank you, 
 
Irene and Celia Lozano 
Northside residents 
 
 

From: Sharon <skasner@sbcglobal.net> 
To: Mike Gardner <mgardner@riversideca.gov>; "msoubirous@riversideca.gov" <msoubirous@riversideca.gov>; 
"jperry@riversideca.gov" <jperry@riversideca.gov>; "cmacarthur@riversideca.gov" <cmacarthur@riversideca.gov>; 
"pdavis@riversideca.gov" <pdavis@riversideca.gov>; "sadams@riversideca.gov" <sadams@riversideca.gov>; 
"asmelendrez@riversideca.gov" <asmelendrez@riversideca.gov>; "jrusso@riversideca.gov" <jrusso@riversideca.gov>; 
"azelinka@riversideca.gov" <azelinka@riversideca.gov>; "cnicol@riversideca.gov" <cnicol@riversideca.gov>; 
"eramirez@riversideca.gov" <eramirez@riversideca.gov>; "rbailey@riversideca.gov" <rbailey@riversideca.gov>; Lynn Anderson 
<landerson@riversideca.gov>  
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2015 3:11 PM 
Subject: Proposed Building Moratorium for the Northside 
 
Ladies and Gentleman, 
 
I am supporting the TEMPORARY building moratorium for the Northside of Riverside to give 
the City of Riverside Staff time to study and make recommendations to the Council for 
POSSIBLE changes to the zoning on currently vacant land. 
 
We have been promised a specific plan for the Northside for years and now demand one be 
brought forward and presented to the City Council. 
 
I believe some councilmen are unclear on several, if not more, current topics.  

 July 14th the council will vote on the TEMPORARY building moratorium. No exceptions 
should be allowed for "proposed" developments ~ an exception for something that does 
not yet exist? 

 Give staff clear instructions, and sufficient support, to bring back recommendations on 
proposed zoning changes with 45 days. 

 Set in motion a timeline for a Special Plan for the Northside. 
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Nowhere in these topics is there "anti-business" proposals!  I support businesses, but let us 
make it reasonable and beneficial businesses! How do 300 diesel trucks each day benefit the 
residents, their homes and the historic Trujillo Adobe being shaken off their foundations? 
These 300 diesel trucks will be driving down residential streets! 
 
We are united in our stand against ruining the Northside, against turning it into a cement 
wasteland of empty warehouses, against ruining our neighborhoods and against the disrespect 
of the heritage of La Placita de los Trujillos. 
 
LATINO HERITAGE MATTERS! 
 
Our forefathers had the guts to move thousands of miles to a wild and dangerous place to 
start a new life. They fought in hand to hand combat with thieves and murderers to defend 
their families. They worked day and night to build a community, a church, a school and the life 
we, their grandchildren, all enjoy today. If they could do that, we can challenge the city 
council to do the right thing and save the Trujillo Adobe and our heritage. 
 
We will not let up now. If the warehouses move forward, our hopes for revitalization are 
threatened. How long will it be before the City sells the golf course land and the soccer fields? 
Money talks and the City has selective hearing! 
 
Our families arrived in 1842 to protect this land - one hundred and 
seventy-three years later - we are still trying to protect it!  This is rare 
precious untouched land.  Once it is gone, it is gone forever.  
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Trujillo-Kasner 
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Subject: FW: Moratorium
Attachments: image001.jpg; image002.jpg; image003.jpg; image004.jpg; image005.jpg; image006.jpg; 

image007.jpg; image008.png; image009.jpg

From: starke <starke@weshyd.com> 
Date: July 7, 2015 at 6:51:42 PM PDT 
To: <cmacarthur@riversideca.gov> 
Cc: <cyocum@leeriverside.com> 
Subject: Moratorium 

Hi Chris, 
Hope you are doing well. 
I represent a local business and own a property (BMP) in the Moratorium Area. I would like to voice my 
opinion about this matter. 
  
The moratorium as currently written is unfair to current property owners and the businesses that 
operate on that property. It interferes with our right to operate our business in a normal manner. All 
businesses have needs for interior and exterior facility improvements from time to time. This includes 
electrical upgrades to more efficient systems, interior office expansion and improvement, bathroom 
upgrades, painting of exterior walls, new signs and even landscape improvements to comply with the 
recent RPU mandatory water restrictions. Bringing in a new tenant almost always involves some 
‘improvement’ including required ADA improvements. All these ‘normal’ improvements and upgrades 
will be restricted if we seek permits as the city requires us to do. 
  
This has nothing to do with negatively impacting the residents, cultural or environmentally sensitive 
areas. In fact, it has everything to do with being ‘good neighbors’ in the community. Businesses bring 
jobs and revenue to the communities in which they operate and a ‘blanket moratorium’, as proposed, 
restricts our abilities to run and improve our businesses in a normal manner. 
  
I encourage you to vote against this ordinance and work with the other city council members to have 
this become a planning issue and to encourage overlay zones or develop specific plans. There is no 
reason that specific development plans can not be made through a community visioning process and 
still allow our existing businesses to operate in a ‘normal’ manner on a day to day basis. A compromise 
will allow us to continue to do business in a ‘normal’ manner and allow concerned residents to be 
more involved in new development. 
  
We have operated our business in this location for the last 18 years and have brought value to the 
community. Please vote no and let us continue to be good neighbors! 
  
Regards, 
Starke Scott 
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Subject: FW: Warehouse Bldg Moratorium

From: Heidi [mailto:gob1@earthlink.net]  
Sent: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 11:54 PM 
To: Nicol, Colleen 
Subject: Warehouse Bldg Moratorium 

 
To:  City Clerk's Office, City of Riverside 
 
From: Heidi Knipe-Laird 
 
Date: July 9, 2015 
 
 
I respectfully submit the following letter for consideration at the city council meeting on July 14, 2015 at 7 pm: 
 
 
I want to open my comments with the statement that I am not an opponent of growth in the city of Riverside. I 
understand how important it is for the 
city to develop commercial and industrial areas to generate tax revenue and create jobs. I have lived in Riverside since 
1970, and benefit daily from the reliable services, the amazing growth, beautification, and increase in the quality of life 
in this city. 
 
To bring about these accomplishments, I am sure many hard decisions had to be made. A prime example had to have 
been the looming 
hulk of the structurally precarious old Mission Inn, boarded up and surrounded by chain link fence for years, while 
people debated whether it was a lost cause and should be torn down. Maybe it would have provided a great site for a 
large warehouse. We all know the rest of the story. It is clear that the restoration of the Mission Inn has brought the city 
back to life, and has resulted in increased tax revenue and jobs.  
 
Riverside has another historic site that is currently an eye-sore, but has historical significance as a different, non-Anglo 
Saxon wellspring of its culture. It is the Trujillo Adobe at the north end of Orange Street, hidden away in an industrial 
zone, invisible to all but those who know that it is there. What makes the 
Trujillo Adobe site so special is that it was settled in the mid 1800s by Hispanic settlers from Northern New Mexico, 
who in turn were the descendants 
of Spaniards, subjects of the King of Spain, who came to the New World on Spanish ships, landed in the Spanish 
colony of Mexico, and migrated north from what is today Mexico City to Nuevo Mexico, their "Wild North", the 
analog to the American "Wild West". These settlers established their administrative headquarters 
on Indian ruins and named it Santa Fe. This means that we have here in Riverside a cultural link to Northern New 
Mexico, and going all the way back to 16th Century Spain. 
 
My question is this: Does Riverside gain more from building a warehouse in a location so close to the Trujillo Adobe 
site that the restoration of the Trujilla Adobe with adjoining Placita, school house and other educational structures is 
essentially doomed, or does the city gain more from rediscovering and honoring this icon of its diverse cultural 
heritage? By pursuing a course in which the restoration of the Mission Inn has been so spectacularly successful, have 
we learned that it pays to protect, develop, and highlight sites of cultural relevance? 
 
In closing, I would like to cite a page from Santa Fe municipal history. In 1926, when Santa Fe had fallen on hard 
times, and prospects for recovery were 
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bleak, the Santa Fe Association was established "to preserve and maintain the ancient landmarks, historical structures 
and traditions of Old Santa Fe, to guide its growth and development in such a way as to sacrifice as little as possible of 
that unique mix of age, tradition, and environment." 
 
Santa Fe's policy has turned that city into one of the most admired, visited, and desirable places west of the Mississippi. 
Isn't there a lot we can learn from Santa Fe's example? 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Heidi Knipe-Laird 
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Subject: FW: Trujillo Adobe

From: Heidi <gob1@earthlink.net> 
Date: July 8, 2015 at 2:05:58 AM PDT 
To: "Gardner, Mike" <MGardner@riversideca.gov> 
Subject: Re: Trujillo Adobe 

Good morning, Mike, 
 
I am one of your constituents on the Northside, and I had the pleasure of meeting you at a Northside 
meeting last fall. 
 
I continue to be opposed to the huge warehouse that is being planned on Placentia. I have written down 
my reasons for my opposition, 
and am enclosing my letter. I hope you see some merit in my perspective on this issue.   
I plan to be at the July 14 city council meeting. 
Thank you. 
Heidi 
 
 
Heidi Knipe-Laird, Ph.D. 
Licensed Clinical Psychologist 
Lic. # 10935 
 
Dear Mr. Gardner: 
 
I want to open my comments with the statement that I am not an opponent of growth in the city of 
Riverside. I understand how important it is for the 
city to develop commercial and industrial areas to generate tax revenue and create jobs. I have lived in 
Riverside since 1970, and benefit daily from the reliable services, the amazing growth, beautification, 
and increase in the quality of life in this city. 
 
To bring about these accomplishments, I am sure many hard decisions had to be made. A prime example 
had to have been the looming 
hulk of the structurally precarious old Mission Inn, boarded up and surrounded by chain link fence for 
years, while people debated whether it was a lost cause and should be torn down. Maybe it would have 
provided a great site for a large warehouse. We all know the rest of the story. It is clear that the 
restoration of the Mission Inn has brought the city back to life, and has resulted in increased tax revenue 
and jobs.  
 
Riverside has another historic site that is currently an eye-sore, but has historical significance as a 
different, non-Anglo Saxon wellspring of its culture. It is the Trujillo Adobe at the end of Orange Street, 
hidden away in an industrial zone, invisible to all but those who know that it is there. What makes the 
Trujillo Adobe site so special is that it was settled in the mid 1800s by Hispanic settlers from Northern 
New Mexico, who in turn were the descendants 
of Spaniards, subjects of the King of Spain, who came to the New World on Spanish ships, landed in the 
Spanish colony of Mexico, and migrated north from what is today Mexico City to Nuevo Mexico, their 
"Wild North", the analog to the American "Wild West". These settlers established their administrative 
headquarters 
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on Indian ruins and named it Santa Fe. This means that we have here in Riverside a cultural link to 
Northern New Mexico, and going all the way back to 16th Century Spain. 
 
My question is this: Does Riverside gain more from building a warehouse in a location so close to the 
Trujillo Adobe site that the restoration of the Trujilla Adobe with adjoining Placita, school house and 
other educational structures is essentially doomed, or does the city gain more from rediscovering and 
honoring this icon of its diverse cultural heritage? By pursuing a course in which the restoration of the 
Mission Inn has been so spectacularly successful, have we learned that it pays to protect, develop, and 
highlight sites of cultural relevance? 
 
In closing, I would like to cite a page from Santa Fe municipal history. In 1926, when Santa Fe had 
fallen on hard times, and prospects for recovery were 
bleak, the Santa Fe Association was established "to preserve and maintain the ancient landmarks, 
historical structures and traditions of Old Santa Fe, to guide its growth and development in such a way 
as to sacrifice as little as possible of that unique mix of age, tradition, and environment." 
 
Santa Fe's policy has turned that city into one of the most admired, visited, and desirable places west of 
the Mississippi. Isn't there a lot we can learn from Santa Fe's example? 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Heidi Knipe-Laird 
 
On Sep 9, 2014, at 6:55 AM, Gardner, Mike wrote: 
 

Good morning Heidi, 
 
It was a pleasure to meet you.  
 
There are two key people in the group's leadership. They are Darlene Elliott who works 
in the Mayor's office and Nancy Melendez who works for the Riverside Community 
College District Foundation.   
 
Darlene can be reached at DElliot@riversideca.gov and 826-5897.  
 
Nancy can be reached at nancy.melendez@rcc.edu and  
(951) 222-8282. Nancy lives in the adobe as a child.  
 
Please let me know any time I can be of assistance.  
 
Best regards, 
 
Mike 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 

On Sep 9, 2014, at 12:27 AM, "Heidi" <gob1@earthlink.net> wrote: 

 

Hello Mike, it was a pleasure to meet you at the Northside group Monday 
night after so many years of being your faithful constituent.  
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I would be very interested in getting in touch with the existing Trujillo 
group that you mentioned.  

My friends Vivian Trujillo and John Gonzalez, who were with me at the 
meeting, were amazed to hear that a Trujillo group existed, and they are 
wondering which of their long lost relatives might be in that group.  

I am not part of the Trujillo family, but came to 

Riverside from Germany, so my interest is not so much personal, but 
historical.  

What I am intrigued by is that the New Mexico territory, where the 
Trujillos came from, was settled by immigrants from Spain who sailed to 
Mexico, and spread up north 

into what is now the Santa Fe area, long before the English settlements on 
the East coast.  

This Spanish connection would add a fascinating dimension to the history 
of Riverside, and it would in turn connect to the Mission Inn, whose 
builder was so drawn to the Spanish culture that he imported major 
architectural features from Spain to his colossal Spanish fantasy. 

Imagine: Orange Street as a historical axis of Spanish culture in Riverside. 

 

Thank you for taking the time to put me in touch with the Trujillo group. 

 

Heidi Laird 
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Subject: FW: Moratorium

From: Mark Morton [mailto:mark@mobileoffices.com]  
Sent: Thursday, July 09, 2015 10:11 AM 
To: Gardner, Mike; Melendrez, Andy; Soubirous, Mike; Davis, Paul; MacArthur, Chris; Perry, Jim; Burnard, John 
Subject: Moratorium 

 
Hello: 
 
I am writing to express my objection to the proposed North West Moratorium. 

 

The objection to a 300,000 sq.ft. building in a properly zoned area and a moratorium based on that proposal would 
affect the future development or modification options on other properties, particularly those on the west side of North 
Main St.. 

 

That proposed development should be judged on its own merit and not delay long-awaited progress in the rest of the 
zone. We have long term investments in our business property, and welcome the possibility of new capital, more 
employment and business community progress. 

 

Our properties at 225 N. Main, and 263 N. Main, almost the last relatively-undeveloped parcels on the west side of the 
street, could never reasonably be used for other than Manufacturing/Service/Commercial  (original County zone 
designations) for which they were intended; it's hard to imagine any other use for our land when a handsome large 
industrial building is virtually on our South property line, exactly as planned years ago, and a development which we 
embraced. 
 
I  trust our sworn City government will protect us from influences against our best interests, and that proponents of the 
moratorium and their purposes will be fully disclosed, in the spirit of fair governance, including protection of any and 
all of our rights to use and develop our owned property as Zoned, protection of any interests we should expect 
under the Brown Act, and recognition of any representations of the City during annexation procedures..  We simply 
want to assert our rights to use the land in the fashion established by the County of Riverside many years ago, and 
generally endorsed by City "I" Zoning at the time of annexation, respecting our 25 + years of investing, planning (our 
businesses and our lives), and employing Riverside residents during times good and bad.  
 
Although we support the position of "BMP" land owners in speaking against the moratorium, we additionally think our 
"I" land is unique and should be excluded from moratorium, if enacted.  

 

Thank you for your consideration, 

Mark A Morton 

River City Enterprises 
7/9/2015 
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Subject: FW: Proposed Building Moratorium for the Northside

From: Sharon [mailto:skasner@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, July 07, 2015 3:12 PM 
To: Gardner, Mike; Soubirous, Mike; Perry, Jim; MacArthur, Chris; Davis, Paul; Adams, Steve; Melendrez, Andy; Russo, John A.; 
Zelinka, Al; Nicol, Colleen; Ramirez, Emilio; Bailey, Rusty; Anderson, Lynn 
Subject: Proposed Building Moratorium for the Northside 

 
Ladies and Gentleman, 
 
I am supporting the TEMPORARY building moratorium for the Northside of Riverside to give 
the City of Riverside Staff time to study and make recommendations to the Council for 
POSSIBLE changes to the zoning on currently vacant land. 
 
We have been promised a specific plan for the Northside for years and now demand one be 
brought forward and presented to the City Council. 
 
I believe some councilmen are unclear on several, if not more, current topics.  

 July 14th the council will vote on the TEMPORARY building moratorium. No exceptions 
should be allowed for "proposed" developments ~ an exception for something that does 
not yet exist? 

 Give staff clear instructions, and sufficient support, to bring back recommendations on 
proposed zoning changes with 45 days. 

 Set in motion a timeline for a Special Plan for the Northside. 

Nowhere in these topics is there "anti-business" proposals!  I support businesses, but let us 
make it reasonable and beneficial businesses! How do 300 diesel trucks each day benefit the 
residents, their homes and the historic Trujillo Adobe being shaken off their foundations? 
These 300 diesel trucks will be driving down residential streets! 
 
We are united in our stand against ruining the Northside, against turning it into a cement 
wasteland of empty warehouses, against ruining our neighborhoods and against the disrespect 
of the heritage of La Placita de los Trujillos. 
 
LATINO HERITAGE MATTERS! 
 
Our forefathers had the guts to move thousands of miles to a wild and dangerous place to 
start a new life. They fought in hand to hand combat with thieves and murderers to defend 
their families. They worked day and night to build a community, a church, a school and the life 
we, their grandchildren, all enjoy today. If they could do that, we can challenge the city 
council to do the right thing and save the Trujillo Adobe and our heritage. 
 
We will not let up now. If the warehouses move forward, our hopes for revitalization are 
threatened. How long will it be before the City sells the golf course land and the soccer fields? 
Money talks and the City has selective hearing! 
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Our families arrived in 1842 to protect this land - one hundred and 
seventy-three years later - we are still trying to protect it!  This is rare 
precious untouched land.  Once it is gone, it is gone forever.  
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Trujillo-Kasner 
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