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BUILDING AND SAFETY APPEALS BOARD 
REPORT 

 
HEARING DATE: May 12, 2025           AGENDA ITEM # 2  

 
Project Description  Vicinity Map 

   

APN: 0594-201-09-0000 
Appellant: Joseph Santiago 
Representative: Joseph Santiago 
Community: Pioneertown  
Location: 53385 Pioneertown Rd. Pioneertown, CA 92268 
Project No.: BMISC-2024-00138 
Staff: Greg Grifith, Engineering Manager, Building & Safety 
    Matthew Weise, Administrative Supervisor, Building & Safety  
 
Request: Consider item continued from February 3, 2025, 
meeting. An appeal of the revocation of building permits SFR-
2021-00730, SFR-2021-00731, and ACCR-2020-00334 

 
SITE INFORMATION 
Parcel Size: 1.26 acres 
Zoning: SD-Res/RL (Special Development/Residential Rural Living) 
Terrain: Flat 
Vegetation: Native grass 

SURROUNDING LAND DESCRIPTION: 

AREA EXISTING LAND USE LAND USE CATEGORY LAND USE ZONING DISTRICT 
Site 

Single Family Residence  
Rural Living (RL) Special Development – Residential  

(SD-RES) 

North Livestock Ranch Rural Living (RL) Special Development – Residential 
(SD-RES) 

South Vacant Rural Living (RL) Special Development – Residential  
(SD-RES) 

East Single Family Residence Rural Living (RL) Special Development – Residential  
(SD-RES) 

West Vacant Rural Living (RL) Special Development – Residential  
(SD-RES) 

 

 AGENCY  
Community: Pioneertown  
Water Service: Mojave Water Agency  
Sewer Service: N/A  

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The Board of Appeals sustains the Building Official’s decision to revoke Building Permit(s) 
SFR-2021-00730, SFR-2021-00731, and ACCR-2020-00334  
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REGIONAL MAP  
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VICINITY MAP 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

SITE PHOTOS 
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Primary Residence 
SFR-2021-00730 

View 1: Looking West 
Taken 03/11/2025 
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Primary Residence 
SFR-2021-00730 

View 2: Looking South 
Taken 03/11/2025 
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Primary Residence 
SFR-2021-00730 

View 3: Looking East 
Taken 03/11/2025 
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APPELLANT REQUEST 
 
This is an appeal filed by Joseph Santiago (Appellant) for the revocation of Permit No’s. SFR-

2021-00730, SFR-2021-00731, and ACCR-2020-00334 (Permits). As part of the appeal, the 

Appellant requests the following actions:  

1. Return the permits to Issued status. 

2. Maintain “one pass, all pass” status.* 

3. Return to normal schedule (180 days on passing inspection).* 

4. Close Code Enforcement case #C201903524.* 

* The Building Board of Appeals authority is limited to approving or denying the Building 
Official’s decision to revoke the building permit (CBC 113).Details of the inspection process are 
outlined in the Building Code. 
 
The staff report for the original Building Board of Appeals hearing on February 3, 2025, is 
included as an attachment to this subsequent report. 

FEBRUARY 3, 2025, APPEALS BOARD OUTCOME 

On February 3, 2025, the Building Board of Appeals (Appeals Board) considered presentations 

by staff and the Appellant. Based on the discussion, the Appeals Board unanimously supported 

a motion to allow the Appellant an additional 90 days to obtain approval of the building permits 

necessary for installation of the relocated single-family residence (SFR). As part of the motion, 

the Appeals Board directed Building and Safety staff to work with the Appellant to achieve 

compliance within this timeframe, and required the Appellant to submit and receive approval 

for plans before the next hearing date that accurately depict the full scope of work for the 

project. In this case, the scope of work includes details/calculations to show how the relocated 

building would be secured to the foundation, and how the building (which was delivered to the 

subject site in several pieces) would be put back together. 

 

COORDINATION EFFORTS TO ACHIEVE COMPLIANCE 

As directed by the Appeals Board, immediately after the February 3rd hearing, staff initiated 

communications with Mr. Santiago to assist with achieving the approved plans. Several staff 

members were involved in this effort during the subsequent weeks. (See Exhibit 1). 
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Staff reached out to the Appellant via email and phone calls. Several phone calls to the 

Appellant were not answered. (Staff was later informed by Mr. Santiago, at a meeting on March 

14th, that his preferred method of communication is email). It was important for staff to work 

with the Appellant to establish a schedule for timely submittal and review of the anticipated 

plans – with the goal to achieve the Appeal Board’s desire for resolution of this matter. This 

goal was conveyed to the Appellant on several occasions (2/14/25 email, 3/12/25 letter, 

3/14/25 meeting), each time with a recommended submittal timeline that identified key 

milestones and timing for both the Appellant and County teams. 

 

Throughout this period, the Appellant asserted that his intention was to submit plans in 

accordance with the State Historic Building Code. Staff clarified several times with Mr. Santiago 

that the plans must comply with the California Building Code. Specifically, the Historic Building 

Code was not applicable as evidence of the historic significance at the 53385 Pioneertown Road 

location has not been provided to the county.  

 

The Appellant indicated that he was working with the State Historic Board to clarify the historic 

status of his structures. In addition, he asserts that the historic status of the structure(s) is not 

restricted to their former location, in Huntington Beach. Staff stated that without formal 

determination, such as a State or Federal listing of the property within San Bernardino County, 

the County would not be able to support Mr. Santiago’s request to review plans under the State 

Historic Code. On this matter, staff and Mr. Santiago were not able to come to an agreement. 

 

CALIFORNIA STATE HISTORICAL BUILDING AND SAFETY BOARD CODE DEVELOPMENT & 
APPEALS ADVISORY COMMITTEE (CDAAC)  

Based on Mr. Santiago’s statement about his contact with the State Board, staff contacted the 

CDAAC and requested notification of the upcoming hearing for Mr. Santiago’s item. As 

requested, staff received notification that the matter would be considered by the CDAAC at a 

meeting on April 11, 2025, and was provided a link to the meeting. 
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On April 11, the CDAAC heard testimony from the Appellant, County staff, and received public 

comments. The State Board concurred that determination of a structure’s historic significance is 

a function of the local authority (County of San Bernardino) or alternately structures may be 

listed on a State or federal Registry. In conclusion the CDAAC “Recommend denying the appeal 

to allow the local jurisdiction to finalize their determination”. This motion was carried with a 6 

in favor 0 opposed and the State Board will make this action final on May 14, 2025.  

 

RECORD OF COMMUNICATIONS 

Various communication methods were utilized in an attempt to achieve project compliance and  

support the Appellants efforts. E-mails and written correspondence up to publication of this 

report are included in Exhibit 1 of this report.  

• 2/6/25: Email from Building Official Maged Soliman to Joseph Santiago 
• 2/14/25: Call from Building Inspection Manager John Neubert to Joseph Santiago. No 

answer, so a voicemail was left requesting a call back. 
• 2/14/25: Letter from Maged Soliman to Joseph Santiago via email (see Exhibit 2) 
• 2/18/25: Email from Joseph Santiago to Maged Soliman 
• 2/18/25: Call from Executive Assistant Priscilla Rivera  to Joseph Santiago to schedule  a 

meeting. Joseph Santiago declined to meet. 
• 2/21/25: County mailed memory stick with video of 2/3/25 hearing to Joseph Santiago (in 

response to Appellant’s request for written transcript of the meeting).  
• 2/27/25: Call from Assistant Director Susan O’Strander to Joseph Santiago. No answer, so a 

voicemail was left requesting a call back. 
• 3/4/25: Email from Joseph Santiago to Maged Soliman and Building Manager Greg Griffith 

requesting a meeting. 
• 3/4/25: Email from Priscilla Rivera to Joesph Santiago to schedule a meeting. 
• 3/10/25: Call from Joseph Santiago to the Call Center identifying his availability to meet on 

Friday 3/14 from 2:00-3:00 p.m. 
• 3/12/2025: Email from Susan O’Strander to Joseph Santiago clarifying submittal timeline 

and desire to connect/meet. 
• 3/12/2025: Email from Joseph Santiago to Susan O’Strander. 
• 3/14/25: In-person meeting with Joseph Santiago, Maged Soliman, Susan O’Strander, Greg 

Griffith, and Priscilla Rivera. (see Exhibit 3) (Meeting was rescheduled from 2:00 to 1:00 due 
to a conflict and to ensure all could attend). 
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• 3/18/25: Email from Joseph Santiago to meeting attendees (3/14 meeting notes). 
• 3/25/25: Email from Priscilla Rivera to all meeting attendees (3/14 meeting minutes). 
• 04/02/25: Email from Joseph Santiago to Priscilla Rivera informing County staff of the 

California State Historical Building Safety Board Code Development & Appeals Advisory 
Committee (CDAAC) meeting  on April 11, 2025. 

• 4/18/25 Email from Joseph Santiago to the County proposing a hybrid plan check approach. 
• 4/22/25 Email from Maged Soliman to Joseph Santiago in response to 4/18 inquiry.  

 

BOARD OPTIONS AND RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
The Appeals Board is requested to consider the matter and take an action. Although the 

Appellant has requested several actions, the Board’s authority is limited to denying or granting 

the Building Official’s revocation of the building permit. The details of these options are 

provided below, and resolutions for each are included as attachments to this packet. The staff’s 

recommendation is to deny the appeal. 

Option 1: Deny the appeal and adopt the proposed findings and written determination for 

upholding the Building Officials’ decision to revoke permit nos. SFR-2021-00730, SFR-2021-

00731, and ACCR-2020-00334. Authorize the Chair of the Appeals Board to execute the written 

decision and to make non-substantive edits as needed (refer to Exhibit 7). 

Should the Board deny the appeal, the Appellant would need to resubmit new plans for County 

review. 

OR  

Option 2: Grant the appeal and adopt the proposed findings and written determination for 

setting aside the Building Officials’ decision to revoke permit nos. SFR-2021-00730, SFR-2021-

00731, and ACCR-2020-00334. Authorize the Chair of the Appeals Board to execute the written 

decision and to make non-substantive edits as needed (refer to Exhibit 8).  

Should the Board grant the appeal, the County would return the Appellant’s plans to regular 

status and obtain approval on the plans. This means the Appellant would need to update the 

plans to be complete, including needed information on the proposed scope of work, including 
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but not limited to details/calculations to show how the relocated building would be secured to 

the foundation, electrical, plumbing, and how the building would be put back together. 

 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
Exhibit 1:  Email chain between SB County and Santiago  

Exhibit 2:  Letter from M. Soliman to J. Santiago Recommended Compliance Timeline, February 14, 2025 

Exhibit 3:  Agenda, meeting of March 14, 2025 

Exhibit 4:  Emails between Huntington Beach Planning Department and SB County  

Exhibit 5:  Huntington Beach 2014 Historic Survey including 506 7th St and code legend 

Exhibit 6: DSA Meeting Notice and Agenda for 4/11/2025 for Code Development and Appeals Advisory      

Committee for appeal for property at 53385 Pioneertown Rd.  

Exhibit 7:  State Historical Building and Safety Board Executive Director Review of appeal for property at 

53385 Pioneertown Rd. 

Exhibit 8:  DSA Form 162 Historical Building Code Appeals submittal to include findings  

Exhibit 9:  SBC LUS Findings to Deny the Appeal  

Exhibit 10:  SBC LUS Findings to Grant the Appeal  
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Exhibit 1 
From: Soliman, Maged  
Sent: Thursday, February 6, 2025 12:21 PM 
To: graphicviolencedesn@yahoo.com 
Cc: Rivera, Priscilla <Priscilla.Rivera@lus.sbcounty.gov>; Griffith, Greg <Greg.Griffith@lus.sbcounty.gov>; 
Neubert, John <John.Neubert@lus.sbcounty.gov>; Weise, Matthew 
<Matthew.Weise@lus.sbcounty.gov>; O'Strander, Susan <Susan.OStrander@lus.sbcounty.gov> 
Subject: Pioneertown  

Mr. Santiago, 

I hope this email finds you well. As you are aware, the Building and Safety Appeals Board 
(Board) met on February 3, 2025, to discuss your appeal regarding permits revocation for your 
property at 53385 Pioneertown Rd, Pioneertown. 

The Board determination was to reconvene in 90 calendar days, depending on the availability of 
the Board chambers. The Board made it clear that no further construction or activity should 
occur during this period. The Board clarified that applicant has responsibility to submit plans to 
allow timely review and achieve approval on or before May 5, 2025.  A Board meeting will be 
held on May 12, 2025 unless the Appellant withdraws his appeal.  In addition, the Board 
indicated that these were not to be BREV, but rather, a new complete submittal package and 
work to be done by a licensed engineer or licensed architect.  

Based on the time frame established by the Board, you must obtain all approvals for the 
structures on or before May 5, 2025. To ensure allowances for the initial plan check and one re-
check, B&S recommends that you have you revised plans submitted Via the EZOP website 
under your existing permit numbers, no later than March 5, 2025. Once the plans have been 
uploaded, please notify Matthew Weise at matthew.weise@lus.sbcounty.gov to ensure the 
plans are routed to the necessary departments.  

Furthermore, B&S is requesting that you provide the water will serve letter discussed in the 
appeals meeting on or before February 14, 2025 to update their records.  

We look forward to working with you and brining this project to completion additionally feel free 
to contact me if you have any questions.  

Thank you,  

Maged Soliman, PE, CBO, CASp 
Chief Building Official  
Land Use Services Department 
Phone: (909) 387-4150 
 

mailto:graphicviolencedesn@yahoo.com
mailto:Priscilla.Rivera@lus.sbcounty.gov
mailto:Greg.Griffith@lus.sbcounty.gov
mailto:John.Neubert@lus.sbcounty.gov
mailto:Matthew.Weise@lus.sbcounty.gov
mailto:Susan.OStrander@lus.sbcounty.gov
mailto:matthew.weise@lus.sbcounty.gov
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From: joseph santiago <graphicviolencedesn@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2025 5:54 PM 
To: Soliman, Maged <Maged.Soliman@lus.sbcounty.gov> 
Cc: Rivera, Priscilla <Priscilla.Rivera@lus.sbcounty.gov> 
Subject: Re: Recommended Compliance - Pioneertown 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click 
links or open attachments unless you can confirm the sender and know the 
content is safe. 

     

Hello Maged  

Thanks for your synopsis of the hearing result and the timing suggestion emails. Is there 
an official letter that the B&S Board will send? On official letterhead like the Hearing 
Notice was?  

I ask because I believe the language of the Board's directive was "no construction 
activity", NOT "no construction, no activity". The latter seems to preclude clean 
up/organization and is antithetical to good community relations. It would be best for us 
both to have the transcript of the hearing so we don't miss anything. It is important to 
include items like their admonition to you and your staff, "... no messing around!", which 
I then volunteered to comply with as well. The Board also adamantly stated this was 
"NOT to be a new application", just a re-submission of plans with more detailed 
drawings and descriptions. I should not have to pay fees twice or resubmit any of the 
100+ attachments on the EZOP. That's one of the reasons we're still using the existing 
permit numbers SFR-2021-00730, SFR-202100731 and ACCR-2020-00334. On that 
note, I don't have the Water Will Serve letter in hand at the moment but I do have, 
attached, the 4/20/2022 Permit Requirements document from B&S confirming receipt of 
it (highlighted, 2nd Page). I would have been able to attach an actual copy if I hadn't 
been locked out of my EZOP Attachment files. 

Also, after our extensive hearing, with part of the decision specifically barring any 
construction activity, it occurred to me that the local community will be seeing no 
progress for the 90 days. I would like to at least clean and organize the site so that the 
complaints and "outcry" are kept to a minimum. No construction work, erecting roof 
parts, etc, just cleaning, organizing and carting away debris and trash. I want to make 
sure you know I'm eager to cooperate and move forward amicably with a mind toward 
the community.  

mailto:graphicviolencedesn@yahoo.com
mailto:Maged.Soliman@lus.sbcounty.gov
mailto:Priscilla.Rivera@lus.sbcounty.gov
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In the meantime, I've already met a few times with my architect/engineer and draftsman 
who are well into the ordered detail changes to the plans which will still be based on 
historic code (CHBC). The ADU and Garage have inarguable historic qualification 
documentation available. The "...officially adopted... inventory or survey..." list 
(mentioned by your counsel at the hearing), highlighting the two structures, is attached. 
The corresponding DPR Forms are attached for your convenience as well. The Main 
House documentation may not be as plain and simple but I guarantee you it will be 
confirmed as qualified under the "determined eligible for...state or local historical 
registers..." provision of Title 24 8-218–Q, similar to the ADU and Garage, as it was by 
your predecessors in '20, '21 and '23 along with the CE Mediator in 2020 as well.  

I would also like to have a sit down with your staff once I have an initial 3 plan sets to 
make sure I maximize efficiency and include everything your team needs to see. Likely 
in early March, not too far off your suggested schedule. 

Lastly, I want to keep the SB County B&S Board members updated on our cooperation 
and progress. Since Priscilla Rivera has informed me you are legally not allowed to 
send me their emails I will cc all correspondence through Priscilla Rivera so that she 
can cc the Board on all communications. I suggest you do the same. Thank You. 

Sincerely  

Joseph D. Santiago  
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From: joseph santiago <graphicviolencedesn@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, March 4, 2025 9:27 AM 
To: Soliman, Maged <Maged.Soliman@lus.sbcounty.gov>; Rivera, Priscilla 
<Priscilla.Rivera@lus.sbcounty.gov> 
Subject: 53385 Pioneertown Road Hearing Decision 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open 
attachments unless you can confirm the sender and know the content is safe. 

    

Hello Maged and Priscilla 

Thank you for the video transcript of the Hearing. 

The video had some surprising revelations for me and I believe you, Maged, will find them eye-opening 
as well. First and foremost, the final Hearing Decision is not what either of us thought. Boardmember 
Weldy's motion, which both of us seemed to remember as the final, was not the final. Weldy withdrew that 
motion at the suggestion of the County Counsel for a substitute motion that carried 4-0. That motion 
reads:  

"To continue this hearing for no less than 90 days to the first available date for this room with direction for 
appellant and County to work together to try to appease the deficiencies currently in place." 

That's it. Everything else was withdrawn.  

That said, I believe the other motion's long discussion makes a very reasonable guideline to how we 
should "work together" as ordered. There were several points in the discussion of the Weldy motion that 
three or more of the members agreed on. They are, in order of appearance: 

"doesn't mean you can go out there and start building things" 
"the Permit doesn't go away" 
"fulfill the additional information... for a viable concept plan and building plan so that you can explain to 
the County what it is your going to do and how you're going to do it. So they all know what they're 
inspecting when they go out there." 
"Approved plans, [not submitted plans]" 
"but no messing around [directed at B&S], reasonable expectation of turnaround from you guys [B&S]" 
"will be mostly comprised of existing plans... not a BREV... but you won't be starting from scratch" 
"Your really gonna be supplementing that information [existing plans]." 
"Scope of Work is the important thing." 
"NOT NEW PERMITS (all 4 members agreed), same permit numbers", B&S Staff replied, "If it can be 
done as an alteration of the existing permits, we'll do it that way." 
 

So those are the details I think we should adhere to. One member did bring up his doubts about getting 
historic provenance in time but it got no traction much less majority agreement. As I mentioned and 
attached in my last email, the proof of qualification for the ADU and Garage are unassailable and the 
Main House has been "determined eligible for... official inventories..." by your predecessors three times 
over in addition to the official CE mediation finding (CHBC SECTION 8-218—Q. QUALIFIED 
HISTORICAL BUILDING OR PROPERTY.). I will be submitting CHBC-compliant supplemented plans 
accordingly. 

mailto:graphicviolencedesn@yahoo.com
mailto:Maged.Soliman@lus.sbcounty.gov
mailto:Priscilla.Rivera@lus.sbcounty.gov
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I would like very much to meet with you and Greg Griffith to discuss and redline the initial plan sets this 
Friday, March 7th or Monday, March 10th. I may even be ready sooner if it suits your schedule, I will know 
how much sooner by end of day today.  

Please let me know what works for you. Thanks. 

Sincerely 

Joseph D Santiago 

 
 
From: Rivera, Priscilla  
Sent: Tuesday, March 4, 2025 4:42 PM 
To: joseph santiago <graphicviolencedesn@yahoo.com> 
Subject: RE: 53385 Pioneertown Road Hearing Decision 
 
Hello Mr. Santiago, 
Would you like to come in on Monday March 10th at 2:00 p.m. or Friday March 14th at 2:00 p.m.? 
Please let me know which time and date works best for you. 
 
THANK YOU 
 
Priscilla Rivera 
Executive Administrative Assistant I, B&S 
Land Use Services Department 
Phone: 909-387-4111 
385 N. Arrowhead Ave., 1st Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 
 

 
  
Our job is to create a county in which those who reside and invest can prosper and achieve well-
being. 
www.SBCounty.gov 
  
County of San Bernardino Confidentiality Notice: This communication contains confidential information 
sent solely for the use of the intended recipient. If you are not the intended recipient of this 
communication, you are not authorized to use it in any manner, except to immediately destroy it and 
notify the sender. 
 

 

 

mailto:graphicviolencedesn@yahoo.com
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sbcounty.gov%2F&data=05%7C02%7CMatthew.Weise%40lus.sbcounty.gov%7C5fea316aeba144e4012b08dd715d99d5%7C31399e536a9349aa8caec929f9d4a91d%7C1%7C0%7C638791369025908071%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=dtIAr%2F9Pah3t%2FHe%2B8woJWiLsQvbKBcRPuA8EjCNi81A%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sbcounty.gov%2F&data=05%7C02%7CMatthew.Weise%40lus.sbcounty.gov%7C5fea316aeba144e4012b08dd715d99d5%7C31399e536a9349aa8caec929f9d4a91d%7C1%7C0%7C638791369025895322%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=4%2FuoZoNxg2LYx3eSoFwSmWM3TgZSa50s3vNpYo4U8AU%3D&reserved=0
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From: O'Strander, Susan <Susan.OStrander@lus.sbcounty.gov>  
Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2025 6:34 PM 
To: graphicviolencedesn@yahoo.com 
Cc: Soliman, Maged <Maged.Soliman@lus.sbcounty.gov>; Rivera, Priscilla 
<Priscilla.Rivera@lus.sbcounty.gov> 
Subject: 53385 Pioneertown Rd, Pioneertown 

Hello Mr. Santiago, 

In our February 14, 2025, letter (attached), several recommendations were included to help you meet 
the timeline for submitting revised plans. These recommendations were based on the 90-day 
continuance granted by the Building Board of Appeals on February 3, 2025. The additional time allows 
us an opportunity to work together to meet the Board’s directive. 

The recommended submittal timeline identifies tasks and timing for both the Applicant and the County. 
This is attached for your use, and includes key milestones, such as allowing 30 days to consult with 
design professionals and submit complete plans for initial review by LUS staff. Unfortunately, the first 
milestone of March 5 has passed without submittal of your plans. Missing this deadline reduces the 
County’s ability to reasonably review your plans and act on your request within the anticipated 
schedule. 

I, along with our Executive Secretary, Priscilla Rivera, have reached out several times to contact you. I 
wanted to connect with you and discuss any concerns you may have. After multiple attempts, Priscilla 
recently ascertained your availability for the requested meeting and scheduled an in-person meeting on 
Friday, March 14th.    

Our goal is to work together with you to ensure this process moves forward smoothly. As such, the team 
and I are available to assist in any way we can. Please let me know if you need any support or if there 
are obstacles we can help address. 

We look forward to our meeting with you at 1:00 p.m. on Friday, March 14. 

Thanks, 

Sue. 

 

Susan O’Strander, AICP 

Assistant Director, Land Use Services 

385 N. Arrowhead Ave, 1st Floor | Office:  (909) 387-4518 
San Bernardino, CA  92415        | Mobile: (909) 991-2530 

 
 

mailto:Susan.OStrander@lus.sbcounty.gov
mailto:graphicviolencedesn@yahoo.com
mailto:Maged.Soliman@lus.sbcounty.gov
mailto:Priscilla.Rivera@lus.sbcounty.gov
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sbcounty.gov%2F&data=05%7C02%7CMatthew.Weise%40lus.sbcounty.gov%7Ca9d3189b247141caccd208dd715b7f3d%7C31399e536a9349aa8caec929f9d4a91d%7C1%7C0%7C638791360252553901%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=IA0TXbSL13%2BERxBrxB4WZbv2Mwbu5ix4dVCOIuFI1Ks%3D&reserved=0
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From: joseph santiago <graphicviolencedesn@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, March 18, 2025 4:31 PM 
To: Soliman, Maged <Maged.Soliman@lus.sbcounty.gov> 
Cc: Rivera, Priscilla <Priscilla.Rivera@lus.sbcounty.gov> 
Subject: 53385 Pioneertown Road Mtg Synopsis 5/14/25 

 CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open 
attachments unless you can confirm the sender and know the content is safe. 

    

Hello Maged  

I wanted to share my notes from our meeting Friday, 5/14/25. As you know, I believe it is 
important that all of our communications are documented for transparency. The following is my 
best recollection of what was said and by whom. You'll recall that you stopped me showing the 
newly detailed plans because, as previously submitted, the first page had CHBC code 
compliance noted and was titled with Historic Preservation Project Pioneertown House Move-
On. Sue said you all wanted that removed, I said that's not going to happen. Here's what was 
said from there: 

Greg Griffith:  
• Claims only CBC prevails, structures not qualified (I state this isn't true and refer all of you to 
the evidence I provided in my recent email to you.)  
• Claims records of ADU rating 6L/not historic (The Historic Survey docs I bring show rating C 
for both ADU and Garage. C is well qualified.) 
• Claims to have "talked to the State Architect & Huntington Beach" (Probably DSA office only 
and jr HB counter staff who know nothing of CHBC law. Says nothing about SHBSB or its 
executive Director. Refused to even look at the copy of the CHBC that I brought to the meeting.) 
• Claims structures are no longer historic due to moving (CHBC is very clear that moved 
structures remain historic and are still protected by code. There is no code language that even 
mentions borders or distances for retaining historic qualifications.) 
• Claims "Huntington Beach said it isn't historic" ( 0 proof, no names of Staff at any level, no 
letters, emails or documents as back up) 
• Claims if Huntington Beach allowed it to be moved, it couldn't be historic (HB has no such 
ordinance nor any that protects historic properties. Even National Register and State Register 
structures can be moved or demolished if privately-owned and there are no local laws to protect 
them. The point of the CHBC is to provide protections/incentives IF the private owner so 
chooses. Its literally enticement to preserve, moving included.)  
• Claims "No one here accepted Historic Documentation EVER!" (This is a ridiculous claim. The 
historic documents I submitted were first requested by Staff and then accepted by Staff multiple 
times.) 
• Claims original permits were "ONLY for a foundation!" (Plans clearly show "CHBC", 
"HISTORIC PRESERVATION PROJECT...  HOUSE MOVE ON". Even better, the permit record 

mailto:graphicviolencedesn@yahoo.com
mailto:Maged.Soliman@lus.sbcounty.gov
mailto:Priscilla.Rivera@lus.sbcounty.gov
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from 2022 with Greg Griffith's signature, says RELOCATE SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE OF 
1604 SQ FT LIVABLE, without even referencing a foundation, much less foundation only.) 
• Claims Huntington Beach Historic Survey listing ADU and Garage is "expired" (With no 
explanation of how or why.) 
• Claims none of the structures are eligible for CHBC protections because, "They're not historic 
HERE!" (CHBC 8-218 – Q says otherwise.) 
 

Susan O'Strander: 

• Claims, along with you and Griffith, only CBC prevails, all 3 structures are not qualified for 
CHBC protection (Not true, as above.) 
• Claims records of ADU rating 6L/not historic (Not true. Docs provided show rating C/well 
qualified.) 
• Admits she didn't see DPRs w/ survey lists I sent (I included those because its exactly the list 
she called for in the Hearing. We have the video!) 
• Claims the structures are not on "the state list" so they are not qualified (The law is clear that 
this isn't a requirement, its one option among many.) 
• No code language, historic or otherwise, or SHBSB opinions, is cited. (Again- HSC 18961 "... 
shall consult with [SHBSB]... prior to... action...") 
 
Maged Soliman: 
• Claims, along with O'Strander and Griffith, only CBC prevails, all 3 structures are not qualified 
for CHBC protection (Not true, as above.) 
• Claims I asked to communicate only through Priscilla Rivera (I said "not at all, I just requested 
we cc her for transparency emails to the Board) 
• Admits there was no response to my notice of forthcoming CHBC compatible plans emailed 
over three weeks prior 
• Asks me, "Would you be willing to submit separate CHBC and CBC compatible plans 
simultaneously? (My response: "If my pockets were deeper than my reach, sure. but they are 
not. I would rather spend the time and money on finishing the project.") 
 
Me: 
• Claims CHBC prevails. Countering Staff, Santiago cites the first of multiple CHBC code 
sections for proof. (Griffith immediately shouts him down.) 
• Replies to news of Staff CBC-only demands, "Then this meeting is pointless. I emailed you 
weeks ago that plans would be CHBC compatible with proof of historic qualification attached. 
You've wasted over 3 weeks of my deadline time now." 
• Says to Soliman, "Sending an email response, Maged, would have saved all of us wasted 
time, gas and money" 
• Says to Soliman and O'Strander, "Please read that email and the attachments I sent with it." 
• Says "I've asked the SHBSB for a Hearing" (To confirm the aforementioned CHBC applicability 
and alleged unlawful actions taken by SB County) 
• Says SHBSB hearing should be in early April, about 3-weeks. 
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After all that we agreed to end the meeting and keep each other posted on the SHBSB's 
activities in that regard.  

So that's a pretty comprehensive run down of the flurry of Staff statements and my responses. 
My rebuttals/comments are in parentheses. I have attached the Historic Survey docs for the 
ADU and Garage again for your convenience, along with the main house permit doc from 2022 
with Griffith's signature. I can guarantee you that there's a similar digital paper trail that shows 
the requests for and acceptance of all the historic proof by your forebears. No amount of bluster 
and bullying can erase that. 

If you have anything to add or correct about what was said in the meeting, please let me know. I 
have to say that this does not seem like the cooperation or working together that the Board 
demanded of us. My evidence is by the book and it seems your team refuses to even 
acknowledge the book exists. I suppose the SHBSB will have to determine the lawful course of 
action from here. 

Sincerely 

Joseph D. Santiago 
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Exhibit 2
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Exhibit 3
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Exhibit 4 
 

Hello, 

Permit history shows that the garage was built in 2020. This is not included in the historical designation. 

Thank you,  

 

Carolyn Camarena 

Assistant Planner 

Community Development 

 

Office: (714) 536-5554 

carolyn.camarena@surfcity-hb.org 

 

 

 

2000 Main Street, Huntington Beach, CA 92648 

 

HB ACA – Apply Online, Check Status, & Schedule Inspections: 

https://huntingtonbeachca.gov/aca 

 

From: Griffith, Greg <Greg.Griffith@lus.sbcounty.gov>  
Sent: Tuesday, March 18, 2025 9:53 AM 
To: Camarena, Carolyn <Carolyn.Camarena@surfcity-hb.org> 
Cc: Permit Center <permitcenter@surfcity-hb.org> 
Subject: RE: Historical property 

Hi Carolyn, 

Thank you for the quick response.  For the address 1816 Main St. would that include the garage? 

mailto:carolyn.camarena@surfcity-hb.org
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fhuntingtonbeachca.gov%2Faca&data=05%7C02%7CGreg.Griffith%40lus.sbcounty.gov%7Cf90ef5730f854026470a08dd667b952b%7C31399e536a9349aa8caec929f9d4a91d%7C1%7C0%7C638779403161574927%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=oHn4jQ6OtF7Ye2EJ4cMyblM7O1f71suglQI9BMM%2BU%2BA%3D&reserved=0
mailto:Greg.Griffith@lus.sbcounty.gov
mailto:Carolyn.Camarena@surfcity-hb.org
mailto:permitcenter@surfcity-hb.org
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.huntingtonbeachca.gov%2F&data=05%7C02%7CGreg.Griffith%40lus.sbcounty.gov%7Cf90ef5730f854026470a08dd667b952b%7C31399e536a9349aa8caec929f9d4a91d%7C1%7C0%7C638779403161501226%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=gTXY6NoaPm6V%2BrcQzo1Duzv3jNpf3NvAlX834yldrdk%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Fcityofhb%2F&data=05%7C02%7CGreg.Griffith%40lus.sbcounty.gov%7Cf90ef5730f854026470a08dd667b952b%7C31399e536a9349aa8caec929f9d4a91d%7C1%7C0%7C638779403161532522%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=JoUdOTbcN2lwZesZudHO3xlje%2FmnncfqFvS6COIqYEk%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftwitter.com%2FCityofHBPIO&data=05%7C02%7CGreg.Griffith%40lus.sbcounty.gov%7Cf90ef5730f854026470a08dd667b952b%7C31399e536a9349aa8caec929f9d4a91d%7C1%7C0%7C638779403161547961%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Cv6HBy8BrmjRqg75sjOiJNgebXHfwnkqOJ8pwukXvUU%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.youtube.com%2Fchannel%2FUCqaosllyy3vU5eHadlDShpg&data=05%7C02%7CGreg.Griffith%40lus.sbcounty.gov%7Cf90ef5730f854026470a08dd667b952b%7C31399e536a9349aa8caec929f9d4a91d%7C1%7C0%7C638779403161561713%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=%2FFu8UZdbqvtpf37FEYcK0%2F4XzzNYFDzy6ymvjanl628%3D&reserved=0
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Thanks 

Greg Griffith, PE, LEED AP 

From: Camarena, Carolyn <Carolyn.Camarena@surfcity-hb.org> On Behalf Of Permit Center 
Sent: Tuesday, March 18, 2025 9:46 AM 
To: Griffith, Greg <Greg.Griffith@lus.sbcounty.gov> 
Subject: RE: Historical property 

   

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open 
attachments unless you can confirm the sender and know the content is safe. 

     

Hello, 

1816 Main is in the registry for historical significance. 506 7th street is not listed as historically significant. 

Thank you,  

 

 

Carolyn Camarena 

Assistant Planner 

Community Development 

 

Office: (714) 536-5554 

carolyn.camarena@surfcity-hb.org 

 

 

 

2000 Main Street, Huntington Beach, CA 92648 

 

From: Griffith, Greg <Greg.Griffith@lus.sbcounty.gov>  
Sent: Friday, March 14, 2025 10:23 AM 
To: Permit Center <permitcenter@surfcity-hb.org> 
Subject: Historical property 

mailto:Carolyn.Camarena@surfcity-hb.org
mailto:Greg.Griffith@lus.sbcounty.gov
mailto:carolyn.camarena@surfcity-hb.org
mailto:Greg.Griffith@lus.sbcounty.gov
mailto:permitcenter@surfcity-hb.org
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.huntingtonbeachca.gov%2F&data=05%7C02%7CGreg.Griffith%40lus.sbcounty.gov%7Cf90ef5730f854026470a08dd667b952b%7C31399e536a9349aa8caec929f9d4a91d%7C1%7C0%7C638779403161614713%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Ric%2FiujJqImWQRSOce3e2aP9Xf0GMcyKe93irBFRPSA%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Fcityofhb%2F&data=05%7C02%7CGreg.Griffith%40lus.sbcounty.gov%7Cf90ef5730f854026470a08dd667b952b%7C31399e536a9349aa8caec929f9d4a91d%7C1%7C0%7C638779403161627221%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=PsP%2BBB%2F1Als%2BSxTwiHiHcaW3JOyacpXjdYHj8kJGQ%2BE%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftwitter.com%2FCityofHBPIO&data=05%7C02%7CGreg.Griffith%40lus.sbcounty.gov%7Cf90ef5730f854026470a08dd667b952b%7C31399e536a9349aa8caec929f9d4a91d%7C1%7C0%7C638779403161639790%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=qzGwM6BYQyUSJ%2BS%2BLr9NJVmsG2%2BMSfRp3ueUhNU0uyI%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.youtube.com%2Fchannel%2FUCqaosllyy3vU5eHadlDShpg&data=05%7C02%7CGreg.Griffith%40lus.sbcounty.gov%7Cf90ef5730f854026470a08dd667b952b%7C31399e536a9349aa8caec929f9d4a91d%7C1%7C0%7C638779403161652348%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=gy7MVhxOLcncC1RTtZ8PG8QMGyW0pCBfCSpNc5V0K68%3D&reserved=0
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To Whom it may concern: 

 

I would like to verify if the following properties are on the city’s historical register or list: 

1816 Main St. 

506 7th St. 

Thank you 

Greg Griffith, PE, LEED AP 

Engineering Manager 

Building and Safety Division 
Land Use Services Department 
Phone: 909-387-8311 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 You don't often get email from greg.griffith@lus.sbcounty.gov. Learn why this is important   

mailto:greg.griffith@lus.sbcounty.gov
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification
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Exhibit 5 
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Exhibit 6 
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Exhibit 7

 



36 
 
 

 

 



37 
 
 

 



38 
 
 

  
 



39 
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Exhibit 9 
SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY BUILDING AND SAFETY APPEALS BOARD 
WRITTEN DETERMINATION RE THE APPEAL OF JOSEPH D. SANTIAGO 

 
We, the Building and Safety Appeals Board (the “Board”) of San Bernardino County (the 

“County”), pursuant to Section 63.0105(d)(11)(g) of the San Bernardino County Code (the 
“SBCC”), hereby issue the following written decision. 
 

WHEREAS, on November 20, 2024, the County Building Official revoked Permits No. 
SFR-2021-00730, SFR-2021-00731, and ACCR-2020-00334 related to the construction and 
establishment of a primary single-family residence (the “SFR”), a detached accessory dwelling 
unit (the “ADU”) and a detached garage, respectively, at 53385 Pioneertown Road in the 
unincorporated community of Pioneertown (the “Property”).   
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 63.0105(c) of the SBCC, an appeal of the Building 
Official’s determination was filed by the permittee and property owner, Mr. Joseph D. Santiago 
(the “Appellant”) challenging the revocation of “Permits SFR-2021-00730, SFR-2021-00731, 
(and expiry of ACCR-2020-00334) [collectively the “Permits]” (the “Appeal”).    
 

WHEREAS, on February 3, 2025, the Board heard and considered the Appeal. The 
Board reviewed the record of the proceedings in this matter, the written documents submitted by 
the Appellant and the Land Use Services Department (the “Department”), and the oral 
arguments and testimony of the parties and interested persons.   
 

WHEREAS, the Board finds the evidence supports the Building Official’s revocation of 
the Permits pursuant to Section 105.6 of the California Building Code (the “CBC”), which is 
adopted and incorporated by reference into the SBCC.  
 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that construction activity at the project site had been 
suspended or abandoned and that justifiable cause for an extension of the Permits did not exist 
due to previous delays and time afforded the Appellant, the lack of work that has occurred on 
the Property since issuance of the Permits, and the incorrect and inaccurate claim that the 
structures are subject to historical building standards.  
 

WHEREAS, the Board further finds that the evidence establishes that the condition of 
the structures and Property were unsafe and a danger to human life or the public welfare based 
on the structure being improperly supported, in pieces, unsecured, and exposed in violation of 
the CBC and SBCC.   
 

WHEREAS, the Board denies the appeal and upholds the Building Official’s decision to 
revoke the Permits. 
 

RESOLVED, that the recitals above are true and correct and are hereby adopted as the 
findings and determination of the Board.  
 

_____________________________ 
Scott Rice 
Chair, Building and Safety Appeals Board 
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Exhibit 10 
SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY BUILDING AND SAFETY APPEALS BOARD 
WRITTEN DETERMINATION RE THE APPEAL OF JOSEPH D. SANTIAGO 

 
We, the Building and Safety Appeals Board (the “Board”) of San Bernardino County (the 

“County”), pursuant to Section 63.0105(d)(11)(g) of the San Bernardino County Code (the 
“SBCC”), hereby issue the following written decision. 
 

WHEREAS, on November 20, 2024, the County Building Official revoked Permits No. 
SFR-2021-00730, SFR-2021-00731, and ACCR-2020-00334 related to the construction and 
establishment of a primary single-family residence (the “SFR”), a detached accessory dwelling 
unit (the “ADU”) and a detached garage, respectively, at 53385 Pioneertown Road in the 
unincorporated community of Pioneertown (the “Property”).   
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 63.0105(c) of the SBCC, an appeal of the Building 
Official’s determination was filed by the permittee and property owner, Mr. Joseph D. Santiago 
(the “Appellant”) challenging the revocation of “Permits SFR-2021-00730, SFR-2021-00731, 
(and expiry of ACCR-2020-00334) [collectively the “Permits]” (the “Appeal”).    
 

WHEREAS, on February 3, 2025, the Board heard and considered the Appeal. The 
Board reviewed the record of the proceedings in this matter, the written documents submitted by 
the Appellant and the Land Use Services Department (the “Department”), and the oral 
arguments and testimony of the parties and interested persons.   
 

WHEREAS, the Board finds the evidence does not support the Building Official’s 
revocation of the Permits pursuant to Section 105.6 of the California Building Code (the “CBC”), 
which is adopted and incorporated by reference into the SBCC.  
 

WHEREAS, the Board grants the appeal and sets aside the Building Official’s decision 
to revoke the Permits. The Board directs the Department to return the Permits to regular status. 
 

RESOLVED, that the recitals above are true and correct and are hereby adopted as the 
findings and determination of the Board.  
 

_____________________________ 
Scott Rice 
Chair, Building and Safety Appeals Board 
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