






























Charles snd Deanna Whiney
39755 Prueo de Flores
Murrieta, CA 92562

951-696-9690

March 9, 2009

Clerk of the Board
4080 Lemon Street, 1$ Floor
Post Office Box I 147
Riverside, CA 92502-1 147

Subject: Comments regarding Notice of Public Hearing on Tuesday, March 17,2009 at
1:30 P.M. Re: Change of Zone No. 7 484, Tenlative Parcel Map No. 33789,
APN 930-310-003.

Reference: (a) Riverside County Tentative Parcel Map No. 33789
(b) Riverside County Oak Tree Management Guidelines dated 2 Mar 1993
(c) Letter to Riverside Coturty Planning Dept. dated 24 November 2008 from
Charles and Deanna Whitney (Attached)
(d) Photographs of Some of the Oak Trees located in the Northwest comer of
APN 930-3 10-003 (Attached)

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors,

On November 24, 2008, we wrote a letter (Ref. (c), attached) regarding this zoning
change and immediately sent it to the planner, Matt Straite. We subsequently spoke to
him on the telephone prior to the Planning Commission meeting in December. He
assured us that he had received the letter and it would be part of the package submitted to
the planning commission prior to the meeting. However, his report dated December 3,
2008 which was included in the meeting documents, specifically states that no letters had
been received in support of or in opposition to the zoning change. This zone change also
was discussed and voted on at the January 2009 meeting and the report submitted for that
meeting also specifically states that no letters had been received. The only mention of our
letter is on the last slide of a slide presentation from the Jan meeting. We mention this
now in order to set the record straight, since the two staff reports are erroneous.

Although ow letter was not recorded in the reports, we see that many of the errors and
omissions reported by our letter regarding Tentative Parcel Map No. 33789 were
mentioned in the conditions of approval which resulted from the Planning Meeting.

Unfortunately, one of the most important items we tried to bring to the attention of t}le
Planning Dept. was not adequately addressed. This is the absence on the drawing ofthe
many oak trees in the oak woodland that are destined for destruction. The planner, Matt
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Straite, told us in a telephone call that a "biologist", who is now dead, said that these oak
trees are a "hybrid" variety that should not be preserved and since the biologist is now
dead, he cannot check this statement. This is totally absurd! The Riverside County Oak
Tree Management Guidelines exist for a reason. The conditions of approval state more
than once that the proposed project will be required to preserve oak trees but they are
ignoring the fact that only two of many oak trees actually appear on the drawing. The
Guidelines specifu that trees two (2) inches DBH or larger should be mapped. This was
not done, and quite frankly, the manner in which the Planning Dept. has failed to address
this is very disturbing.

We urge you to do a thorough investigation of this development and zoning change. We
continue to hold the view that the cunent zoning of R-A-I0 is correct for the land in
question due to the steep grade ofthe hills and the fact that the natural topography will be
destroyed by this dense housing development. (Please see Ref. c, Paragraph 4, attached)
Additionally, this plan is in violation of the Riverside County Oak Tree Management
Guidelines. This plan, if approved, will allow destruction ofa large oak woodland area.

Sincerely,

oA€
Charles A. Whitney

Attachments:
l.

2.

ktter to Riverside Co. Planning Dept dated 24 November 2008 fiom Charles
and Deanna Whitney (Three pages plus one page photo attachment for a total
of four pages)
Photographs of Oak Trees located in the Northwest comer of APN 930-3 l0-
003 (Two pages consisting of eight photogra.phs)

eanna E. Whitn
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Char|€s E D€nna Whihey
39755 Paseo De Flores

Munftria, CA 92562

24 November 2008

To: Riverside County Plmning Deprtment
P.O. Box lz(D
Riverside, CA Y2502-1409

Attention: Mr. lvlatt Straite

Subjec*: C-ommeffi on the Proposed Toring Chmgp D€scrib€d on Tedative
Pacel lvfapNo. 33789

References:
(a). Tentative Prcel lvlap No. 33789 AMD. #4, dated 17 Oct 2fr)8 for

APN 930-3r0-{n3.
(b). Riverside Couuty Oak Tree tv{magem€nt Guidelines' dded 2Mn 1993.

Attachme,nts:
(l). APN 930310003 Air@to, Riverside Coulfy GIS, R€pott Printed on

23 Nov 2008.

Gemlm:

This lefier is srbmftr€d in opposition to tb r,aoning of APN 930-310{n3 fiom the
crment R-A-10 to R-A-5 as described and sbum on the Ref (a) Tentdive Parcet lvlry.
The Ref (a) nnp contains erors and omissios and misrepresents rights to rcad and slope
easemeffi to be vacded- A&itionallS the proposed subdivision does not ryear to be in
accordance wilh tre Riversidc C-olnty guidelines governing ld use d pr,otec'tion of
native oak rvoodlends.

l. Errors

Note nrmber 8 on tts Ref (a) map states: "There ce no exising rrells on th property or
within 200 feet of tte property boundr5f. This rote is not fural. Th€rc is an oristing
well approximdely 325 fex;t A,om the t€rminus of Paseo De Flores alorg the Northem
borndary of tbe p{op€rty. Tb appoximse posfion is noted on Attachmem (l). Before
tk Plmning Commission cosiders ryoving ihis Tentative P{cel lv{4, tbat Note must
be conec-ted md subjected to review bV the appropdae environmeirtal adborities.

Note nunber ll on the Ref (a) nry states: *Pond shall be protected ad not to be
distubed per EPD constraiats." This note is not frctual. There is no pond crrrently on
the parcel and there is no indication on the Ref(a) mgF ihtt a pond is to be created"

Y'agezar-



in the fleclaration ofRes'trictions Fcorded on each of tbe property titles. Because of the
county vacating the roads to the LCPOA and the easements granted to the LCPOA by the
originai developers, we believe that it is inproper for the Riverside Cormty Planning
Departnent to consider vacating those sectors of road and slope easements without
consultdion and approval ofthe LCPOA.

It should also be notd tbat the shdad practice of the LCPOA is thd whenever an
existing dead end street is extendd maintenance ofthe extension is the responsibility of
the property owners us;ng the extension- The statemenl on the Ref (a) rnnF regarding
maintenance of Paseo De Flores by [a Cresta should be clarified with the LCPOA Board
of Directors.

4. Topography and t,md Use

This particular parcel is not suited to be suMividd inlo 4 parcels as shown on the Ref (a)
maF. The Rr.rral Mormtainous (RM) I^and Use designafor with a ten (f O) acxe minimrrm
is entirely apropriate for this pacel. The avemge slope for ovex 1U/o of the existing
20.22 arlre gc,el is well in excess of 257o and the ten (f 0) acre R-A-10 zoning should be

retained for this parcel. If the proposed to R-A-5 is 4prove4 and the
subdivision is approve4 thr€e (3) ofthe four (4) proposed parcels would have an average

slope in excess of 307o for over 70olo of tbeir arca This t5rpe of zuMivision is out of
character for this aea It will desroy the nafural topography and also cTeaJe a cluster of
closely spaced houses rhat will rcs€mble an urban lmdsc4e. It is not consistent with the
Rural Mountainous/Residatial-Aericulural zoniog and building ctaractsistics of the
Santa Rosa Plateau- Tbe zoning for lhe subject parcel should remaitr as R-A-10 aad
remain the sane as all of the adjoining prcels thd cccupy this very steep hillside.

In conclusion, we oppose the proposed rezoning ofAPN 93G310-003 &om R-A-10 to R-
A-5 and the subdivision of the parcel into four (4) individual parcels. We also point out
the areas of errors and omissions contained in the Ref (a) Tentative Pacel Map, which
should be con€cted before my firther p'mceedings e€ conducted. We however would
not oppose a subdivision of frrc 20-22 acre pmel into no more that two (2) approximate
ten (10) acre parcels which would be consist€nt with the land use designated by Riverside
County and would preserve the heritage oaks on the properly.

Sincerely yours,

Charles A. Whituey
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Attachment (l) APN 930-glOllO3 Airphoto
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.IMPORTANT
ffri irfurn*qr e nraOe av*bb tr!||!t! Oro Riy€rsi& C(Idy G€oq4ltb hfr.|r€tb.t q|6bn. Ths inbnnalio.l 'E t t€BEoca pqrpo€€5 o.lly. hls
iiiilLo"a t be ira.O * Oese re*r irtorirUo qrt -d b nd fidded b iBpbce ar|y l@ded doolt|6'rE 6o0s Frbfc.oco.&' ConH 49.op.b!e
Cjiirng D€Dst||€nl orAesnq a n€.easary. R€dence b .eco.rhd rt@lritb atd p|tb& r€.DdB tr€y bs n€osssty ad b advl*.

REPORT PRINTED Ol,l..-S1rn tlov 23 08:1(}21 anoE

http://www3.tlma-co.riverside.caus/palrclis/1.{oSelectionPrinthtnt rrn3n008
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