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From: Edwards, Erin <EEdwards@riversideca.gov>  
Sent: Sunday, January 12, 2020 11:31 AM 
To: Nicol, Colleen <CNicol@riversideca.gov> 
Subject: Fwd: [External] Farm house on Beacon way 

Colleen, 
Can you please ensure that Linda’s feedback is shared with the other Land Use members for 
tomorrow’s meeting? Thank you,  
Erin  

Get Outlook for iOS 

From: Edwards, Erin <EEdwards@riversideca.gov> 
Sent: Sunday, January 12, 2020 11:29:24 AM 
To: linda goodman <puppydogteacher@gmail.com> 

Subject: Re: [External] Farm house on Beacon way  

Thank you, Linda, for your feedback. I will make sure it is shared with the other committee members, as 
well. Have a nice Sunday, 
Erin  

Get Outlook for iOS 

From: linda goodman <puppydogteacher@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, January 12, 2020 10:21:54 AM 
To: Edwards, Erin <EEdwards@riversideca.gov> 

Subject: [External] Farm house on Beacon way  

My name is Linda Goodman. I have been  a resident on Indian  Hill Road since 1984.  I remember the long, 
hard fight to turn our area into an Historic District.  There were lots of meetings with our council member 
and with the City Counsel.  We had neighborhood meetings as well. 

I would like you to know that I am adamantly opposed to anyone who wants come in to this Historic 
District and violate , or seek "approval" to violate the rules of this beautiful, hard fought for Historic 
District. 

Since I am housebound and unable to attend the meeting, I hope this letter will suffice to express my opinion 
on the matter of the "Farm House on Beacon Way.  My vote is definitely NO!! 

Thank you, 

Linda Goodman 4764
Indian Hill Road 
Riverside  92501 
951-784-9070 

Date: 01-13-2020
Iten No.: 1
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From: Carol McDoniel <camcdoniel@sbcglobal.net>  
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2020 10:18 AM 
To: CCondor@riversideca.gov; Edwards, Erin <EEdwards@riversideca.gov>; Fierro, Ronaldo <RFierro@riversideca.gov>; 
Nicol, Colleen <CNicol@riversideca.gov> 
Subject: [External] Land Use committee meeting Jan 13, agenda item 1  

This email's attachments were cleaned of potential threats by The City of Riverside's Security Gateway. 
Click here if the original attachments are required (justification needed).  

Dear Council Members and City Clerk,  

Please see the attached letter concerning Agenda item 1 for today’s Utility Services/Land Use/Energy Development 
Committee, the Certificate of Appropriateness for the demolition and replacement structure of the home on Beacon 
Way, Planning Case P19‐0487. 

Please consider this information prior to today’s meeting.  

City Clerk, please record this letter with the public comments.  

Thank you for the time you give to serving our community.  

Sincerely,  

Carol McDoniel 
Ward 1 resident  

Date: 01-13-20
Item No.: 1

cc: Mayor
      City Council
      City Manager
      City Attorney
      ACMs
      C&ED Director



January 13, 2020 
 
Utility Services/Land Use/Energy Development Committee  
c/o City Clerk  
3900 Main Street, 7th Floor  
Riverside, CA 92522 
 
RE: January 13 meeting, Agenda Item 1, Planning Case P19-0487 
 
Dear Committee Members,  
 
I am writing to oppose the approval of the Certificate of Appropriateness for the demolition and 
replacement structure of the home on Beacon Way, Planning Case P19-0487.  
 
At their November meeting, the Cultural Heritage Board analyzed the facts of this case and 
showed true leadership by denying the approval. Utilizing city, state, and local laws and 
guidelines, they assessed the facts before denying the approval. 
 
One fact of the case is very simple. Beacon Way is located within the Mt. Rubidoux Historic 
District. In 1993, when the city of Riverside adopted the Mt. Rubidoux Historic District Design 
Guidelines, it was determined that the entire District is a cultural resource and eligible for listing 
on the National Register of Historic Places. This determination dictates that the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and Title 20 of the Riverside Municipal Code both apply to 
this property. The staff report is wrong when it states they do not. The staff report is looking at 
only the demolished structure when it should also consider the land. Based on the existing 
ruling that Title 20 applies, approval of the Certificate of Appropriateness cannot be 
granted. 
 
The request for the COA also addresses a replacement structure. The staff report analysis of 
the replacement structure compares the proposed design to structures that are NON-
contributors to the historic district. The city-adopted Design Guidelines state all new 
construction within a historic district must be compared to contributing structures. This 
is why the guidelines exist. The staff report ignores that guideline.   
 
In addition, the size of the replacement structure is far larger in height than the 
demolished structure. The staff report only addresses the footprint, not the elevation. This is 
also contrary to the district's Design Guidelines that state the replacement cannot negatively 
affect existing views.  
 
The CHB’s decision on this case is not based aesthetics or opinion—it is based on California 
law and city regulations. Approval of this case would be contrary to these laws. I urge you to 
uphold the CHB’s decision and deny the request.  
 
Sincerely, 

 
Carol McDoniel  
Resident, City of Riverside 
MA, Historic Preservation  
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From: cathy decker <bcjldecker@sbcglobal.net>  
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2020 10:57 AM 
To: Edwards, Erin <EEdwards@riversideca.gov> 
Subject: Re: [External] Home on Beacon Way 

Thank you Ms. Edwards,  

I believe Mr. Neal has been treated very unfairly and vilified by Philip Falcone during the Cultural Heritage Board 
meetings as well as our neighborhood blog administrator, Don Morris.   
Mr. Neal did have a reason that he demolished the home on Beacon Way before the permits came through, because of 
the homeless population from the river bottom destroying the old home and setting fires on his patio.  Yes, he was 
premature in doing so.   My husband and I live next door to his proposed home (in the only contributing home at the top 
of Beacon Way) and the last two years have been terrible with the nightly party people and vagrants sleeping in there 
cars in front of the property.  We never get the police up here to help!!!!  We have given up calling. 

Mr. Morris has spread fear in the neighbors, in order to rally their support against Mr. Neal, saying he has endangered 
the neighborhood.  Talk about asbestos flying around the neighborhood and the prospect of boulders rolling down the 
hill endangering lives.  This is all BS since Mr. Neal took appropriate actions hiring an Asbestos removal company and 
taking care to insure the demolition was done safely.  The house that was demolished. did not contribute to the historic 
district and I hate to sound crass, but it was an ugly little home with a million dollar view. 

I think the Cultural Heritage Board is being very unreasonable and I feel Mr. Neal’s proposed home will be an asset to 
the neighborhood. 

Thanks for listening. 

Cathy Decker 

Sent from my iPhone 

Date: 01-13-20
Item No.:1
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On Jan 13, 2020, at 9:32 AM, Edwards, Erin <EEdwards@riversideca.gov> wrote: 

Cathy, 
Thank you and Bruce for your comment. I will make sure to send it to the City Clerk so it can be 
distributed to other committee members, as well. 
Have a wonderful week, 
‐Erin 

Councilmember Erin Edwards 
City of Riverside 
Ward 1 
RiversideCA.gov 

From: cathy decker <bcjldecker@sbcglobal.net>  
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2020 9:26 AM 
To: Edwards, Erin <EEdwards@riversideca.gov> 
Subject: [External] Home on Beacon Way 

Hello Council members, 

Concerning the meeting today about the proposed home to be built up on Beacon Way, we are in 
support of the building of Mr. Neal’s home, and we live next door to his property. Some of our 
neighborhood is up in arms because Mr. Neal demolished the home before the appropriate blessings of 
the city.  My husband and I were very happy to see the home torn down as it did absolutely nothing to 
enhance the neighborhood.  There are 3 ranch style homes in the Mount RubidouxHistoric District and I 
feel Mr. Neal’s home would be a nice addition to our street. 

Bruce and Cathy Decker 

Sent from my iPhone 

cc: Mayor
      City Council
      City Manager
      City Attorney
      ACMs
      C&ED Director
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From: Nancy Parrish <factsgirl@aol.com>  
Sent: Friday, January 10, 2020 7:56 AM 
To: Nicol, Colleen <CNicol@riversideca.gov> 
Subject: [External] Land Use Committee Meeting : Monday, January 13, 2020 Comments 

Dear  Councilmembers Conder, Edwards & Fierro, Land Use Committee:  

     I am emailing you my comments because I am unable to attend the meeting 
listed above where the action item involving the Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) 
for a property located at 4674 Beacon Way will be discussed (Case P19-0487). 

     I urge you to read the copious minutes of the November 20, 2019 Cultural Heritage 
Board  meeting where this item was denied (pages 6-9 list point by point the objective 
findings to mark all items "inconsistent" and making this request consistent with the 
requirements of Title 20 & CEQA).  Please note, that in every finding category, the 
CHB had objective facts that refuted the opinions of the Historic Preservation Officer's 
presentation.  Much thought and consideration was given to this motion, and it had the 
unanimous agreement of the entire 8 members in attendance. 

     It is of the utmost importance, in our city comprised of many historic districts and 
potential neighborhood conservation areas, that we follow the rules set forth by the 
City.  And that we objectively consider the recommendations made by the Cultural 
Heritage Board , whose representatives are appointed by each council member and 
the based on the Mt. Rubidoux Historic District Guidelines.  As you can see, this 
agenda item took two meetings of discussion to come to a conclusion.  It is also 
noteworthy that of the 25+ CHB meetings that I have attended, the two concerning the 
illegal demolition of the Beacon Way house, by far had the greatest attendance of City 
residents attending to comment.  I would estimate that 75% of them were in support of 
the CHB's findings and recommendations that the Certificate of Appropriateness NOT 
BE issued. 
     Thank you for your consideration and if I can answer any questions, please do not 
hesitate to contact me via email &/or phone. 

Sincerely, 

Date: 1-13-20
Item No.: 1
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Nancy Parrish, Ward 5 
8410 Cleveland Avenue 
Riverside, CA 92504 
(714)803-4315 cell/text 
(951)509-7682 home 

cc: Mayor
      City Council
      City Manager
      City Attorney
      ACMs
      C&ED Director
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From: Maggie Herrera <maggiejos81@gmail.com>  
Sent: Friday, January 10, 2020 1:12 PM 
To: Nicol, Colleen <CNicol@riversideca.gov> 
Subject: [External] Land Use Committee 

Regarding the home on Beacon Way on Mount Rubidoux:   

If building were delayed, it would be a danger and a liability to have an 
empty lot surrounded by just a fence, while there are children and 
skateboarders who could be injured during the time of vacancy and it 
could also be an invitation for the homeless to move in. And, it would also 
be an eyesore to the neighborhood for anyone trying to sell their home on 
Beacon Way. 

Let the people build their home. Imposing a delay does not benefit 
anyone and it is a horrible welcome to the neighborhood. The only people 
who should have a say in this matter are the ones living on Beacon Way or 
Little Mount Rubidoux. 

We do not object to the Farm House being built on the hill. The 
property will look much nicer with a home on it.  None of the homes on 
our hill look alike. And, the original home on Beacon Way was not a 
historic home to begin with. 

Santos and Maggie Herrera  
Ladera Lane 

"You're  never wrong to do the right thing." 
    Mark Twain ~ 

Date: 1-13-20
Item No.: 1

cc: Mayor 
      City Council 
      City Manager 
      City Attorney 
      ACMs 
      C&ED Director
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Attachments:

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Denise Harden <dcharden@mac.com> 
Date: January 10, 2020 at 5:59:52 PM PST 
To: "Edwards, Erin" <EEdwards@riversideca.gov>, "Fierro, Ronaldo" 
<RFierro@riversideca.gov>, "Conder, Chuck" <CConder@riversideca.gov> 
Cc: "Nicol, Colleen" <CNicol@riversideca.gov> 
Subject: [External]  01/13/2020 Land Use Committee Agenda Item #1 - Planning Case P19-
0487 (COA) for 4674 Beacon Way 

Honorable Council Members: 

Attached is a letter with my comments regarding appeal of the Cultural Heritage Board’s denial 
of a certificate of appropriateness for demolition and new construction at 4674 Beacon Way in 
the Mount Rubidoux Historic District, which is on your Land Use Committee agenda this 
coming Monday.  I recognize my letter is rather lengthy, but I wanted to encapsulate for you 
certain relevant facts and elements of Title 20 and the Historic District Guidelines omitted from 
the staff reports.  I hope this information will be helpful as you consider this item.  I look 
forward to the meeting on Monday. 

Respectfully, 

Denise Harden 
dcharden@mac.com 

"We always may be what we might have been.” 
~ Adelaide Anne Procter 

Date: 01-13-20
Item No.: 1

cc: Mayor
      City Council
      City Manager
      City Attorney
      ACMs
      C&ED Director
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From: Edwards, Erin <EEdwards@riversideca.gov>  
Sent: Sunday, January 12, 2020 6:25 PM 
To: Nicol, Colleen <CNicol@riversideca.gov> 
Subject: Fwd: [External] LUC review of retro demo permit 

Colleen, 
Please share this with the Land Use committee, as well. 

Thank you! 
Erin  

Get Outlook for iOS 

From: H. Vincent Moses‐PhD <vincate@att.net> 
Sent: Sunday, January 12, 2020 3:36:16 PM 
To: Edwards, Erin <EEdwards@riversideca.gov> 
Subject: [External] LUC review of retro demo permit  

Dear Councilwoman Edwards: 

Forgive me for not appearing in person at the LUC Monday to address the issue of the appeal by 
Randy Neal.  I am recuperating from pneumonia and advised by my doctor not to go out for a few 
days. 

As you know, Cate and I live on Beacon Way in Landmark @104 and are directly impacted by Mr. 
Neal's unlawful demolition of the mid-century modern house at the summit of Little Rubidoux.  He 
willfully violated the Municipal Code, and possibly by state law as well.   

His willful and knowing violation(s) not only ignored the Historic District, but more significantly 
endangered the health and safety of the neighborhood.  He apparently removed asbestos and lead 
without appropriate permits and the proper inspections. 

Although I do not know this for certain, I have been informed that Neal is a licensed contractor, and 
should know better than to flaunt the law, or assume he was above it. 

For these reasons, the City Attorney has Mr. Neal under investigation for these offenses and 
others.  Under the circumstances, Cate and I do not believe he should receive any relief for his bad 

Date: 01-13-2020
Item No.: 1



2

behavior until the City completes its investigation and levies any fines and penalties it deems 
appropriate. 

At that time, perhaps then it would be good to review his appeal and determine what action to 
take.  Under no circumstances should his proposed replacement design be considered until all this 
is complete.  At that time, he should be referred back to the CHB for review and discussion of an 
appropriate house design for the vacant site. 

One last thing, if Mr. Neal is a licensed contractor, his behavior should be referred to the California 
State Contractors License Board for review. 

Thanks for your consideration of our views on this serious matter.  Civil society requires the 
voluntary compliance of its citizens with the law and good citizenship to work.  When an individual 
decides like Mr. Neal to ignore the law, he imperils that society, and must be held accountable, not 
rewarded. 

Sincerely, 

Vince 

--  
Herman Vincent Moses, PhD CEO & Principal VinCate & Associates Museum and Historic Preservation 
Consultants 



Item Name Neighborhood Position Comments

1. Case P19-0487 - Appeal by Randall Neal of Cultural Heritage
Board denial of Certificate of Appropriateness for after-the-fact 
demolition of existing residence listed as non-contributor to Mount 
Rubidoux Historic District and replacement of single-family residence 
main level, two-car garage, and basement expansion - 4674 Beacon 
Way - Direct submittal (Ward 1) 

           Scott Watson, Historic Preservation Officer

Shawn Chinudomsub Support

Subject:  (RE) P 19-0487

Land Use Committee:

Our house is next to the subject property.  We are writing this letter in support for 
 the Planning Case P19-0487 due to the following logic's:

 1)None of the houses on this pocket of Beacon Way, except one, are 
 architecturally "contributing" to the historical value of the District.

 2)The renovation of the existing military style, single-story tract house cannot be 
considered a cultural heritage lost to the City of Riverside.  There are many other 
similar houses all over the City, particularly around March Air Force base. On the 
other hand, we consider it as an improvement to this neighborhood.

 3)A chance of seeing this property becomes abandoned is unbearable to us.  Too 
often that this street was invaded by disrespectful visitors committing illegal 
activities, day and night.  It takes many of us to keep it desirable.  Losing one more 
decent, tax paying residents may tip the scale, and would adversely impact the 
entire Historical District.

    Thank you for your kind consideration.

     Shawn Chinudomsub
     Aves Chinudomsub

     4686 Beacon Way
     Riverside CA 92501

(951) 538-1815

Public Comment for Land Use Committee

Prepared by the City Clerk's Office at 11:10 a.m. on January 13, 2020

Date: 01-13-20
Item No.:1

cc: Mayor
      City Council
      City Manager
      City Attorney
      ACMs
      C&ED Director
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City Council
February 11, 2020

AFTER-THE-FACT DEMOLITION AND NEW 
CONSTRUCTION AT 4674 BEACON WAY
P19-0487 (COA)

Community & Economic Development 

RiversideCA.gov

2

BACKGROUND - LOCATION
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ELEVATIONS

North Elevation
(Facing Beacon Way) West Elevation

South Elevation East Elevation

RiversideCA.gov
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1. Code Enforcement Administrative 
Citations for (3) RMC misdemeanor 
violations: $300 – paid by owner on 
12/13/2019

2. Special Investigation Fee: $177.08 –
paid by the owner on 11/27/2019

3. Penalty Building Permit Fee: $934.50 
- due at permit issuance

4. Penalty Grading Fees without 
permit: $4,982.70 - due at permit 
issuance

DISCUSSION – UNPERMITTED DEMOLITION 
AND FINES/PENALTIES
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1. October 16, 2019:
a) Cultural Heritage Board (CHB) formed a subcommittee; and
b) Continued the item.

2. November 20, 2019 – CHB acted as follows:
a) Withdrew offer of a subcommittee; 
b) Rejected Staff’s recommend Facts for Finding; 
c) Introduced and accepted substitute Facts for Findings; and
d) Denied the Certificate of Appropriateness (COA).

DISCUSSION – CULTURAL HERITAGE 
BOARD DECISION

RiversideCA.gov
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1. Applicant filed an appeal on November 27, 2019; 
2. Appeals considered on January 13, 2020 by Utility 

Services/Land Use/Energy Development Committee first 
per RMC 20.15.090; 

3. Discussion included:
a) Fines and penalties
b) CEQA Exemptions 
c) Intent of the Guidelines

DISCUSSION - APPEAL
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That the City Council:
1. Determine that that the project is exempt from the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Sections 15302 
(Replacement or Reconstruction), 15331 (Historic Resource 
Restoration/Rehabilitation), and 15303 (New Construction or 
Conversion of Small Structures), as this project is consistent with the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic 
Properties and will not have a significant effect on the environment; 

2. Uphold the appeal by Randall Neal and approve the Certificate of 
Appropriateness for the demolition of the residence only, as part of 
Planning Case P19-0487, based on the findings outlined in the 
Cultural Heritage Board staff report and subject to the 
recommended conditions of approval;

RECOMMENDATIONS

RiversideCA.gov

8

3. Return the Certificate of Appropriateness for the proposed 
residence main level and garage and basement expansion, as 
part of Planning Case P19-0487, to the Cultural Heritage Board with 
the following directions:
a) Establish a subcommittee, no later than at its March 2020 meeting, to 

work with the applicant on design modifications of the residence. 
b) Schedule a meeting between the applicant and subcommittee within 

30 days of forming the subcommittee; 
c) Final action by the Cultural Heritage Board on the Certificate of 

Appropriateness by the May 2020 meeting;
d) If no final action is taken by the Cultural Heritage Board by the May 2020 

meeting, the Certificate of Appropriateness for the proposed residence 
main level and basement expansion, as part of Planning Case P19-0487, 
will be returned to the City Council for final action; and

RECOMMENDATIONS
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4. Direct staff to evaluate remedies for non-contributors in Title 
20 – Chapter 20.40.050 for City Council consideration.

RECOMMENDATIONS

RiversideCA.gov
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MOUNT RUBIDOUX HISTORIC DISTRICT
(FOR REFERENCE)
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BACKGROUND - SITE PLAN
(FOR REFERENCE)

Beacon Way

RiversideCA.gov
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BACKGROUND – SITE AND AREA PHOTOS
(FOR REFERENCE)
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PROPOSED DEMO PLAN
(FOR REFERENCE)

RiversideCA.gov
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PROPOSED MAIN FLOOR LEVEL PLAN
(FOR REFERENCE)
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PROPOSED BASEMENT FLOOR LEVEL PLAN
(FOR REFERENCE)






