
























Cultural Resources Analysis – Hawthorne Residence Eucalyptus Tree 
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At the request of California Baptist University, Wilkman Historical Services prepared an analysis of the 
Hawthorne Residence and a eucalyptus tree that was included as a contributor to the Hawthorne 
Residence Landmark designation.  As a result of that analysis, it was found that the tree fails three tests 
of a resource’s qualification to be designated a contributor to a historic resource.  First, it does not meet 
the City of Riverside’s qualifying criteria for designation as a historic resource; second, it does not qualify 
as a contributor to a historic resource; and third it does not retain sufficient integrity to be designated a 
historic resource.  Below is an analysis of these three factors. 

 
a. Criteria for Designation: Based on an evaluation by JMRC, the Hawthorne Residence and 

eucalyptus tree were found to be eligible for local listing as contributor to the Hawthorne 
Residence Landmark under Title 20 of the Riverside Municipal Code (Planning Case P11-0663). 
Applicable criteria supporting its status as a contributor consisted of the following: 
 
Criterion A: “Exemplifies or reflects special elements of the city’s cultural, social, economic, 
political, aesthetic, engineering, architectural, or natural history” (RMC 20.50.010). 

Criterion I: “Reflects significant geographical patterns, including those associated with different 
eras of settlement and growth, particularly transportation modes, or distinctive examples of 
park or community planning” (Ibid). 

Under Criterion A, the JMRC asserts that the residence and tree are vestiges of early residential 
development along the Magnolia Avenue corridor; and that the tree is likely the last extant 
specimen associated with the earliest development of the subject property (Planning Case P11-
0663).   

WHS notes that, while the tree may be the last extant specimen associated with the earliest 
development of the property, significant urban development has occurred in the 870 feet 
between it and the residence and, thus, it is no longer significantly associated with the 
Hawthorne Residence.   

Under Criterion I, JMRC notes that urban development has largely replaced the agricultural 
development once associated with the Magnolia Avenue corridor.  In this regard JMRC asserts 
that the Hawthorne Residence and related eucalyptus tree represent a relatively intact 
example of a grove house and is one of the few remaining grove houses that once lined 
Magnolia Avenue at the turn of the century (Ibid).   

WHS believes the residence and tree are not “a relatively intact example of a grove house” 
intactness involves the elements that combine to represent a coordinated entity.  The 
remoteness of the tree in relation to the residence precludes it from being considered an intact 
element of the Landmark residence. 

b. Contributor/Noncontributor:  The eucalyptus tree is listed as a contributor to the Hawthorne 
Residence Landmark designation. Title 20 of the Riverside Municipal Code defines both 
“contributor” and “noncontributor.” These definitions are as follows: 
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“Contributing feature means a site, improvement, or natural feature that within a Historic 
District, Neighborhood Conservation Area, or an individually significant property that provides 
appropriate historic context, historic architecture, historic association, or historic value, or is 
capable of yielding important information about the period including, but not limited to: 
streets, curbs, sidewalks, streetlights, street furniture, signs, landscaping, monuments, and 
works of art, gutters, setbacks, signage, parkway, alleys, walls, fencing, and gates (RMC 
20.50.020). 

“Non-contributing feature of a Historic District, Neighborhood Conservation Area, or 
individually significant property means a site, improvement, or natural feature within a Historic 
District or Neighborhood Conservation Area that does not provide appropriate historic context, 
historic architecture, historic association or historic value, or is not capable of yielding 
important information about the period, because that element:  

A. Was not present during the district's or area's period of historic significance; or  

B. No longer possesses integrity due to alterations, disturbances, additions, or other changes; 
and  

C. Does not independently meet the designation criteria as defined in this title” (Ibid).  

WHS looked at the degree to which the tree is a contributor or noncontributor, focusing on the 
criteria that make a resource a noncontributor.  In terms of item A above, the tree was in fact 
present during the district’s period of significance.  So this criterion does not apply.  However, 
criteria B and C do apply.  In terms of criterion B, there are significant changes to the vicinity of 
the tree that render it unqualified as a contributor.  In terms of item C, as discussed above, the 
tree does not independently meet the designation criteria of Chapter 20.50.020. 

c. Integrity: For a resource to qualify for designation as a Landmark, it must retain integrity.  Title 
20 of the Riverside Municipal code defines integrity as follows:  “Integrity means the ability of a 
cultural resource to convey its significance. To retain integrity a cultural resource must retain 
most of the aspects that closely relate to the resource's significance including location, design, 
setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association” (RMC, 20.50.010).  

WHS believes the eucalyptus tree does not retain sufficient integrity to qualify as a contributor 
to the Hawthorne Residence.  Integrity of design, materials, and workmanship apply to 
buildings and structures and, thus, do not apply to a natural feature such as the tree in 
question.  Location, setting, feeling and association do apply.  While the Riverside Municipal 
code does not define the aspects of integrity, the National Register of Historic Places provides 
guidance in regard to the application of these aspects of integrity.  These criteria are universally 
accepted as appropriate 
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for judging the integrity of a potential resource.  Here are excerpts from Bulletin 15 which 
details how to determine if a resource qualifies for designation in regard to integrity (National 
Register Bulletin 15, 1997:45).   
 
Location: “Location is the place where the historic property was constructed or the place where 
the historic event occurred. The relationship between the property and its location is often 
important to understanding why the property was created or why something happened. The 
actual location of a historic property, complemented by its setting, is particularly important in 
recapturing the sense of historic events and persons” (Ibid).  
 
WHS believes that, while the location of the tree is unchanged, its relationship to its setting has 
changed significantly.  As noted above the “…actual location of a historic property, 
complemented by its setting, is particularly important in recapturing the sense of historic 
events and persons” (Ibid). Because its setting has been significantly altered, the Hawthorne 
Residence eucalyptus tree does not meet this criterion. 
 
Setting: “Setting is the physical environment of a historic property. Whereas location refers to 
the specific place where a property was built or an event occurred, setting refers to the 
character of the place in which the property played its historical role. It involves how, not just 
where, the property is situated and its relationship to surrounding features and open space” 
(Ibid).  
 
As noted above, the setting of the tree has changed significantly.  It is no longer in a rural 
environment, but rather it is in a very urban setting.  The presence of campus buildings, 
parking, and landscaping in the 870 feet between it and the Hawthorne Residence are major 
detractors to the qualification of the tree as a contributor to the Hawthorne Residence 
Landmark designation.  In this regard, it is noted that the tree cannot even be seen from the 
residence. 
 
Feeling:  “Feeling is a property's expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular 
period of time. It results from the presence of physical features that, taken together, convey 
the property's historic character” (Ibid).   
 
WHS believes that the urbanization of the area around the tree detracts from its integrity of 
feeling.  Its remoteness from the Hawthorne Residence is also a negative factor in relation to 
integrity of feeing. 
 
Association: “Association is the direct link between an important historic event or person and a 
historic property” (Ibid). 

 
Given the tree’s 870 foot distance from the Hawthorne Residence and the presence of 
landscaping and buildings that obscure the view of the tree from the residence, the tree can no 
longer seen as an entity that is associated with the residence. 
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WHS believes that the urbanization of the area around the tree detracts from its integrity of 
feeling.  Its remoteness from the Hawthorne Residence is also a negative factor in relation to 
integrity of feeing. 
 
In essence, then, although the tree is no doubt historically related to the Hawthorne Residence, 
the distance it is from the residence and the urban development and landscaping between the 
tree and the residence render its relationship to the residence very weak.  The following factors 
come into play here: 
 
1. It does not meet the criteria for designation as a historic resource. 
Page 4 of 4 
 
2. It does not meet three of the four integrity criteria (location, setting, and feeling) that 

apply to a natural feature.  
 
3. It meets items B and C of the definition of a noncontributor.  
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PLANNING CASE: DP-2025-00302 MEETING DATE: May 21, 2025 

 
CASE SPECIFIC CONDITIONS 
1. Within one-year of removal and subject to verification by the City Historic 

Preservation Officer, the eucalyptus tree shall be repurposed as furniture, to the 
maximum extent feasible, around the Hawthorne House. 
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