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CEQA# 12634 

State of California - The Resources Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION 

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 

TO: Office of Planning and Research 
1400 Tenth Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

FROM: Department of Parks and Recreation 
Santa Cruz District 
303 Big Trees Park Road 
Felton, CA 95018 

PROJECT TITLE: Re-Roof Castro Adobe Structure 

LOCATION: Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe COUNTY: Santa Cruz 

DESCRIPTION OF THE NATURE AND PURPOSE OF PROJECT: Replace the shingled roof on the 
Rancho San Andres Castro Adob.e to protect the integrity of the str~cture and fix the incorrectly 
installed roof. Work will remove the existing shingles, install a suitable membrane, a shingle breather 
layer and metal flashings and install in kind 18" shingles. 

PUBLIC AGENCY APPROVING THE PROJECT: California Department of Parks and Recreation 

NAME OF DIVISION OR DISTRICT CARRYING OUT THE PROJECT: Santa Cruz 

EXEMPT STATUS: 
~ Categorical Exemption 

-----class: 2 &-3-1 

REASONS WHY PROJECT IS EXEMPT: Project consists of the replacement or reconstruction of 
existing structures and facilities where the new structure will be located on the same site as the 
structure replaced and will have substantially the same purpose and capacity as the structure 
replaced and is included as "Reroofing" in the Department of Parks and Recreation's list of 
exemptions in accordance with CCR §15300.4; and the maintenance, repair and preservation of 
historical resources, in a manner consistent with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the 
Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and 
Reconstructing Historic Buildings (1995), Weeks and Grimmer. 

CONTACT: Sheila Branon 
Santa Cruz District 

DPR 508 (Rev. 4/2003)(Word 2/11/2005) 

PHONE NO.: (831) 335-6385 
EMAIL: Sheila.branon@parks.ca.gov 

Chris Spohrer 
District Superintendent 11 
Santa Cruz District 

4.10.19 
DATE ... 

..,,vemor~ Dffiee of P!ann. 
me & Research 

APR 11 2019 

STATE CLtARilllGHOus I 



PROJECT EVALUATION (PEF) 

PROJECT TITLE: 

Re-Roof Castro Adobe Structure 
DISTRICT NAME 

Santa Cruz District 
PROJECT MANAGER 

Augustin Ceballo$ 
DISTRICT PROJECT MANAGER 

Felipe Jauregui · 
PROJECT B.1D DATE 

NIA 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

PHONE NO. 

831429-2859 
PHONE NO. 

831-335-6380 
CONSTRUCTJON START DATE 

TBD 

t'roJect IU No. -~---­

PCA No. ~---~~ 

PARK UNIT NAME 

Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe 
FACILITY NO. 
434-A-4-05-0-001 
EMAIL 

augustine.ceballos@parks.ca.gov 
EMAIL 

feHpe.jauregui@parks.ca.gov 
FUNDING SOURCE 

Identify the scope of the project in .detall, including Its purpose, location, and potential impacts. If the ground is to be 
disturbed,· describe the depth and extent of excavation. Describe the existing site conditions, including previous 
devetopmen(. Note if work will Impact or extend beyond park properly. Indicate if work will be done in conjunction with, 
or as part of, other projects. (Use additional pages if necessa,y:J 

This project will consist of re-roofing the historic adobe. A new roof is needed due to roof deficiencies (leakage), 
Improper installation I and shingle exposure was Incorrectly installed (see attachment 11Existing Roof Evalution Re ort 

----7r1z1111" 

Because of all the current roof Issues, we are recommending a complete re-roof of the main two-story structure.with the 
introduction of a suitable membrane and the use of 18" redwood shingles. The use of a shingle breather per the original 
detail should also be continued as should the use· metal flashings. 

Attached is completed PEF and Negative Declaration from 2005. 

DOCUMENTS ATTACHED 

181 7.5 minute (quad) map of project area (Required) 
1ZJ Site Map (Required~ Scale should show relationship to existing buildings, roads, landscape features, etc.) 
D DPR 727 Accessibility Review and Comment Sheet (Required-Attach DPR 727 or emailed project exemptiqn from 

the Acoessibility Section.) 
D Sea .. 1.evel Rise Worksheet (for coastal park units) 
18] Graphics (Specify~ photos, diagrams, drawings, cross-sections, etc.): Existing roof evalution. 
IZJ Other (Speclfy): 2005 PEF 

----~,-( 
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Project ID No. 

PROJECT EVALUATION (PEF) PCA No. 

YES MAYBE NO 

□ 0 ~ 
0 □ [81 

□ □ 18] 
D □ 181 
□ □ IZI 
□ □ ~ 
D D l&1 

YES MAYBE NO 

□ □ jg] 

□ □ ~ 
□ □ ~ 
D □ Jg) 

YES MAYBE NO 

D □ ~ 
□ □ .i81 
D D ~ 
□ □ IZJ 
□ □ IZJ 
-□~□~~ 

YES MAYBE NO 

□ D [8J 
D ·□ ~ 
D □ 18] 

□ □ rgJ 

□ □ ~ 
□ □ !ZI 
□ □ igJ 

YES MAYBE NO 

□ □ fgJ 

□ □ ~ 
D □ ~ 
D □ t2l 

YES MAYBE NO 
D □ ~ 
D □ ~ 
□ □ ~ 

□ ·o ~ 
□ □ ~ 
□ □ i;gJ 

□ □ ~ 

A. EARTH - WILL THE PROJECT: 
1. Create unstable soil: or geologic conditions? 
2. Adversely affect topographic features? 
3 .. Adversely affect any unusual or significant geologic features? 
4. Increase wind or water ero.sion? 
5. Adversely affect sand deposition or erosion of a sand beach? 
6. Expose people, property, or facilities to geologic hazards or hazardous waste? 
7. Adversely affect any paleontological resource? 

B. Al R - WILL THE PROJECT: 
1. Adversely affect general air quality or climatic patterns? 
2: Introduce airborne pollutants that may affect plant or animal vigor or viablljty? 
3. lnc.rease l.evels of dust or.smoke? 
4. Adver~ely affect visibility? 

C. WATER - WILL THE PROJECT: 
1. Change or adversely affect movement In marine or fresh waters? 
·2. Change or adversely affect drainage patterns or sediment transportation rates? 
3. Adversely affect the quantity or quality of groundwater? 
4. Adversely affe.ct the quantity or quality of surface waters? 
5. Expose people or property to flood waters? 

~-6.-Ad.ver-s@ly-affest-e:x:isting-0r:-p0tential-aq·uatie-habita-t(s-)!?------~~-~-t-----t-

D, PLANT LIFE - WILL THE PROJECT: 
1. Adversely affect any native plant community? 
2. Adversely affect any unique, rar~, endangered, or protected plant species? 
3. Introduce a new species of p1ant to the area? 
4. Adversely ·affecfagricultural production?· 
5. Adversely affect the vigor or structure of any tree? 
6. Encourage the growth or.spread of-alien (non-native) species? 
7. rnter:fere with established fire management plans or practices? 

E. ANIMAL LIFE - WILL THE PROJECT: 
1. Adversely affect any native or naturalized animal population? 
2. Adversely affect any unusual 1 rare, endangered, or protected species? 
3. Adversefy affect any animal habitat? 
4. lntrodu~e or encourage the proliferation of any non-native species? 

F. CULTURA.L RESOURCES - WILL THE PROJECT: 
1. Adversely affect a prehistoric or historic archeological site, or tribal cultural resource? 
2. Adversely affect a prehistoric or historic building, structure 1 or object? 
3. Cause an adverse physical or aesthetic effect on an eligible or contributing building, 

structure1 object, or cultural landscape? · 
4. Diminish the informational or research potential of a cultural resource? 
5. fncrease the potential for vandaffsm or looting? 
6. Disturb any human remains? 
7. Restrict access to c1 sacred site or inhibit the traditional religious practice of a Native 

American community? 

DPR 183 (Rev. 9/2015)(\IVord 9/3/2015) 3· 



2019048246 
Project ID No. 

PROJECT EVALUATION (PEF) PCA No. 

ARCHEOLOGiST COMMEN'TS AND SHJNA1'URE (REQUIRED FOR ALL FiNOH\lGS) 

Findings: 
f\lo PRC 5024 necessa1y (g,r9vigs1 l~istificatt@} 

D PRC 5024 attached: proJectapproved as written 
D PRC 5024 attached, conditions necaassary 
O PRC 6024 attached, mitir1ation$ and/or pot.antral significant Impacts 

Explain 

H!STORlAN· COMM£SNTS AND SIGNATURE {REQUl~ED FOR ALL FINDINGS} 

Flndil1gs: 

□ No PRC 50:24 necessary mrovldeJo§tlfication) 
D PRC 5024 attached, project approved as written 
@ P'RC 5024 attached, conditions necessary 

•~-----·-- --·EJ---PH<J·5024--attached;·-mttit,a1io:ns--1imdtorpoteni11:H·-gJgl'fincaflTTm'l5ac'fs······•··•· · 

Explain The tnetal flashing is reversible· and blends with the roof. lf there are no p !ans and more specifically t no fundi11g to reinstall 
the ceHing on the second floor, then the. project must be altered to retlect.the changes required by Cultural Condition 1. 
Cultural Condition 1: lf the rafters are still exposed, install a layer of shingles directly to the rafters before adding 15# asphalt 
saturated building felt or similar product over this base layer of shingles before installing the exposed roofing sllingles on top 
of felt (See 5024 be.I.ow). Note: this method is only fort.be exposed areas of the Corredonoof, (Roofing felt is prefetred but 

ice am: ~vator ~h~ld is ac~g!~!!~·L, -·-----
i-;~!TED NAME 

... ,,,: .. --. ...,;'----·..f:-----···· ........ --.. ·-···•"""'···•--·'"· ............... !Dan Qsmma.,,,,.....----"'---
TITLE DATE 

Environmental Program Manager I 10/30/18 
~~ ··ww11·)·$~~~~~~~~~-.wr..,.rn~-· ·-a-~---~-·,,._.__,,_,....,............,,_~~~.---""" 

ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENTIST COMMENTS J.\ND SIGNATURE (REQUIRED FOR ALLFfNDINGS) 

Findings; 
(!No Impact 
0·1mpact(s}, sea conditions/mitigations below or on attached page{s) 

0 Potential Significant Impact 

Explain 

i ·F /'),,~""{ ev\ ~(.~ c~· (;,,<J \\,,.. P\-\~ ~~~ OC't .................. £ .. ~ t1tA -~ 

S""'C, t~"t\'1."$"f' ·"fO t-.1 ws1 \ ~0-- i.-.t.Qt.~ • 

5 



Proje.ct ID No. 

PROJECT EVALUATION (PEF) PCJtNo. 

ARCHEOLOGIST COMMENTS ANO SIGNATURE (REQUIRED FOR ALL FINDINGS) 

Findings: 
Jiil No PRC 5024 necessary (provide iustlfication) 
D PRC 5024 attached; project approved as written 
D PRC 5024 attached, conditions necessary 
D PRC 5024 attached, mitigations and/o.r potential significant impacts 

Explain 

PRINTED NAME 

HISTORIAN COMMENTS AND SIGNATURE (REQUIRED FOR ALL FINDINGS) 

Findings: 

D No· PRC 5024 necessary (provide j.ustiflPE1!LQD.) 
D PRC 5024 attached, project approved as written 
D PRC 5024 attached, conditions necessary 

.. __ D ... e.RC .. R.024 ... a.ttacb.ed,.Jniti:gations ... andforpotential .. slgni:ficantimpaots""• 

Explain 

$JONATURE 

a 
TITLE 

1 PRINTED NAME 

DATE 

ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENTIST COMMENTS ANO SIGNATURE (REQUIRED FOR ALL FINDINGS) 

Findings: 
!llNo Impact 
C(lmpact(s), see conditionslrnitigatlons below or on attached page(s) 
O Potential Slgniflcant Impact 

Explain 

....,0 ~V\~Cx 0~ ~- lZ-~!st"S -,..., ,-v\\~ ~~"\ N~ lZoO·F. 

\'F f>d,J'"'\ ·\IS'\,/\~c.,,;.~ OF"' ~-,\.....P\...~- (....,\~~ occ.~ .... c..tt~ ~~ ~ 
e~\~ONc~-y~ S"Ct~~ ~C¼t- 1'D ~\~~ \~0- ~~. 

DPR 183 (Rev. 9/2015)(\JVord 9/3/2015) 5 



Project ID No. 

PROJECT EVALUATION (PEF) PCA,'No. 

OTHER COMMENTS (COMMENTER MUST INCLUDE TITLE AND SIGNATURE) 

SIGNATURE 

a" 
TITLE 

DPR 183 (Rev, 9/2O15)(Wold 9/3/2015) 

j • .~ :-

. ·'. 

I PRINTED NAME 

I DATE 

·•/' .... 
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Pitaccio, Allee@Parks 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Categories: 

Hi Allee: 

Osanna, Dan@Parks 
Tuesday/ October 30, 2018 10:16 AM 
Pitaccio, Allee@Parks 
Castro Adobe 

2019048246 

Historian Signature on PEF _Re-Roof Castro Adobe Structure_Rancho San And .... pdf; 
Castro Adobe Reroof Historian 5024.pdf 

Pending Item 

This one is complicated. With the inclusion of the Roofing Report, it appears that other work on the house has occurred. 
I'm not clear whether the second floor ceiling was reinstalled yet so I had to add a condition to the reroof. If Auggie or 
Felipe have questions, we can tall<. 

Also, Mark was concerned about replacing the shingled roof with another shingled roof instead of tiles. I'm not sure If he 
has seen the HSR or the supplemental from 2010. They are both very clear on replacing with a shingled roof. These 
reports are on the UDF. (I could email the supplemental because it's small enough but I can't email the original). In any 

. case, I have no concerns with the proposed reroof project other than the concern I raise that required the condition I 
added. 

Thanks, 
Dan 

Dan Osanna 
Environmental Program Manager I 
California State Parks 
Northern Service Center 
One C,apltal Mall, Ste. 410 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
(916) 445-8836 

1 



California Department of Pal'lts and Recreation 
Hlstorical Review IZI Archneological Review D Both D 

Project Evaluation 
(P.R.C. 5024, 5024.5 and E.O. w .. 26 .. 92) 

PUOJECT: Re .. RoofCastro Adobe Structure 
}> AIU( UNIT: Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe DISTRICT: Santa C111z 
Project Mirnagen Augustin. Ceballos 

Log No.: 
C:EQA No.: 12634 

:Oate: 10/26/1.8 Contact Phone #: (83 'I) 429 .. 2859 · Email: a1.1gustine.ceha1los@parks.ca.gov 
:PROJECT DESCRIPTION /DEFINE A.P.E. BOUNDARY~ The PEF states: 
This project wiU consist of t'e"roo.fing the 11istoric adobe. A new .roof is needed due to roof deficiencies (foukage)) improper 
l.nstallation1 and shingle exposure was incot'rectly installed (see attachment "Existing Roof Evaluation Report 8121/17") 

Because of a1l the cur.rent roof issues, we are .recommending a complete .l'e .. roof of the main two .. story strnctnre with the .introduction of 
a suitable membrane and the use of .l 811 redwood shingles. The use of a shingle breather pet the original detail sllO'uld also be 
continued1 as shouJd the use of metal flashings. 

Source of Ji'm•diug/ Amount: District 

CUl./l'UR.Ali RESO URC.ES: 
HISTORIC lEJ ARCHAEOLOGICAL O . TRADIT[ONAL CULTURAL PROPERTY (TCP) 0 NONE 0 
POTENTIALLY PRESENT (i.e. ·potentially b-uried resot1rces or survey inconclusive due to inaccessibili.ty} 0 
APE visited by Culttu·al Resources Staff Yes [J No l8l · 
Name: · Date: 
Methods of Inventory: . 

Records Review ~ Site Hlstory Rcseat"cb D Field Survey D Subsurface Testing D Other 
A. Explain Findings: The Rancho San And1·es Castro Adobe is Hsted on the National RegisteJ' of Histol'ic PJac~ (Natlo11alRe.giste . .._• --~,..... 

-----.s~oer76omY5JIT,There are two HSRS on the ·buildingt tlw original from 2003 and a supplemental from 201.0. B.oth 
guided stab.ilizntion/restoration work., including the last reroof. 

N.EGATIVJt SURVEY DE1,ERMINATION: 
D NO EFF.ECT: No Historical Resources .PJ·esent 

[lf no cultural resources are present, or potentl'ally prescllf within tile project APE, uo fu1·ther docnmcntation is 
required. Proceed to review sectiou vn. APPROVAL AND CER11FICATION for signature] 

I. EXISTJNG CONDITIONS/RESOURCE STATUS Attach appropriate documentation .(DPR 523 forn1s, etc-): 
B. Resources· witJ1in APE: (Site NumberM/Descl'iption(s)/Date of Latest Recordation Fmm(s)/Additional. Documentation (repotts1 

studies, etc)J: The Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe (National Register System Number 76000531), 

C. Newly identified resources recorded or updated previo-us reco·rds?; Yes O No f2I 
Exph1lu/List: The existjn,g HS"Rs and plans are sufficieut for guiding tµe proposed work. This work is to repair the roof because 
the previous roofing prqject in 2008 did not follow the plans. 

II. ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION(S) (use continuation page [separate file] fo1· ndditional resom•ces identified): 
A. Resoul'co Evaluation and Significance (Jf re.-iource is nominated or listed, do NOT fill out section UB below. Attacb 

approprinte recordation .forms to •·eview p,iclmgo. If not, move to section Im below). , 
J!esuurce Nauu~ L ~ite Number: The Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe 
Resource Type is: Individual Building/Structure fZl Archaeological Site(s) [J Landscape District D 

· Historic D)stdct D Archaeological District O TCP D National Historic Landmark D Cultural Preserve D 
Nominated fo1· Dor LJsted 1ZJ on: California Register: Yes l8I No O National ncgister: Yes [8J No D 
(IfNomlnated: Eligibility Concul'reuce status by OHP: Yes D No O In process 0) 

B. Si.te/Strueture Eligibility Determination (for newly recorded, 11ou .. nominated or listed 1·csources): 
Not 'fWgible 0 

Ex:pluin (include documentation of negative DOli:): 



Log No,: CEQANo.: 

Potentially Eligible D 
C1·iteria: A- Events D B •·- People O C-D0sig11 0 D--·-Informatlon D 

Significanct;i Statement; 
lntogrif:y Discussion: 

Ill. DPR POLICY COMPLIANCE 
A, Is project consistent with Genel'al Phln?: Yes D No O GP date: . 
B. If no General Pinn, is project scope consistent witb cunent resom·ce usfJ-l: Yes 18) No 0 
C. rs project consistent with Cultui♦al Resource Management 'Dfrectives'f: Yes l8l No D . 
Comments~ The pl'oject proposes to replace the roof on the adobe fol.lowing the treatment recommendations of the HSR and th.e 
guidance of a roofing evaluation pl'cpared by franks & Brenkwitz, a local Historl.cal Architectnral fil'm. See ]inpact assessment below 
for mot·e details. 

IV, IMPACT ASSESSMENT 
A, Histotic Resources 
Histori<: :Facility Name(s): Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe 
WUJ the proposed pl'oject impact .historic resoul'ees? Yes O No~ 

---- Describe hnpacts or non .. impacts and rfrovide Comments: 
The pl'oject consists of re .. roofing the bistotlc adobe. It statr;,s, that a new roof is needed due to roof deficiencies (leakage)) i.mpropel' 
installation, a11d shingle exposure was incorrect]y install~d, Per the Existing Roofing Evaluation Report for Castro Adobe State 
Historic Park (Franks & Brenkwitz, 20-17), the.re were multiple problems wi.th the previous roof installation. Since the PEI~ l'eferencecl 
this report, all o.f its recommendations are evaluated. below: 

Discussions in the Existing Roofing EvaJnation Report 
• During one of our site visits, it was discovered tlmt nlinwater was leaking through the east roof overhanging the Corredor and 

falling on. the ground surface below, Currently, the roofin that area consists of2x4 rafters wjth skip sheathing and wood cedar 
shJngles above. Tl1e roof was installed. ln 2008 and the shingles used were fire rctarda:nt. After some .further discovery) jt 

~~----_pp.e.an,Jh.atJhe.ce....w.as_notan.y_kincL.o.fanet:nb1:ane-~telt,.;peel-and....stiG}q..ets-)-ut1de1lying-ilie-shingles-over-the-eorredor~1m~.i,--~-,~ 
the water was worki.t1g its way ·through the shingle courses to the area below. In l'eferencing ~he original drawings~ it appears 
that this was the inten:t of the detail, presumably to yield a more authentic look by seeing the ·unders-Ide of the shingles and not 
the felt, etc, Because· we .a:re t1ow intending to J:nstaU boards unde111eath the rafters and form a ceiling at the Corredor, this 
existing situation must be resolved in order to prevent future failures. 

Evtduation: The report recommends installation ofboards underneath the rafters to forrn a ceiling in the· Corredor alld then instalUng 
some kiud of membrane underlying the shingles, This recommendation contradicts the recommendations oftbe HSR (See page 90) that 
states~ 1'The solid sheathing of the Corredor-roof is termite ridden and should be replaced with skip she"thing ri:tth tire s/iingles vb·lhle 
on tlte underside ·as is It lstortcoJly accurate." Thjs requirement was continued b1 the updated. HSR fi'om 20 l 0 (Hildebl'and and Wulze.n 
2010) which states, 11A layer of plywood rests dlre.otly on the rafters; it extends to the exterior face of the walls. Layel's ofunderlaYlnent 
and breath ab le membtane· are sandwiched beneath the shingles of the finished .roof. Over th.e corredor, skip• sheathing ·has been used 
instead ofpJywood to achieve the appearance of the s.itnple ori.gi.nal root' from the under side. This detail should not he painted'> (page 
18). ln most cases, any variation u·om this design is an Adver.se Effect on. the buflding, In this case, however, The HSR identifies that 
the ceiling upstaks should be restored. TI1ere is a potential project to co.niplete thls ta.~k. If the ceiling is restored~ this action will have 
No Adven,e Effect to the building, If the ceiling is .not restored~ t-hen there wlJI he an Adverse Effect. To reduce this effect to having 
No Adverse Effect on the building, see Condition l -in Section V,A. 

• Upon ft1rther discovery by the contractot und his rnofing sub, several other, deftcienci"s in tho overa1.l 1·oof were noted. 
o Firstly, the original installation of the fire retardant shingles was done with what appe.ai·s to be 8d galv. gun nails, as 

opposed to .i-ecommended* 3d Stainless Steel nails. See photo below (Fig. 3) [111 original Report not iu this 5024] 
.showing the underside of the sheathing where the nails penetrated the plywood sheathing. It ls not elem· if t:he nails 
were overdriven or not. 

o Second~ril.y, the naiUng location was not at a recommeitded* location: the nails were placed too high up on the 
shingle .. normal practice is to nai.l npprox. J .51t above the exposure line and the sample shingJe we examined was 4" 
above the line. 

o Thil'dly, the exposul'e (part of shingle left ~o the weather) fol' the shingles wa.s too great. At 511 the exposure creates a 
sl~1.1atlon that invites cul'ling and cupping. R.ecommended.lll exposure fm a# lshingle that is 16" long is 3 3/4" max. 



Log No.: CEQANo.: 

Evalnution: The stainless steel nails wete approved in the 01•iginal project and were part ·o.fthe specifications. They should have been 
used. The previous pl'Qject also deviated from standard nalling locations. Tl)e proposed pl'oject will use the approJlr.int:e nails nn.d 
locations. The exposure was wrong because the previous project failed to use the shingles specified in the HSR. The 18n shingles 
specified would have had. the appropriate area ofs'hi.ngle exposed. All three oftl1e,se actions are cmecting issues based 011 tho previous 
project not following the project specifications. Those specificntions, including the shingled l'oofwere approved in the HSR and 
supplemental HSR. This p1'oposed wo1'.k will have No Adverse Effeet on the building. 

• Lastly, over the Corredor nrea where the roof 1s of a lower pitch ( 2 5/8: 12), the Ca. Building Code in Chapter 15 states 1hat 
in areas under a 3:12 pi.tell, a wood shingle roof shall. n.otbe penn.itted to be installed. Historically whete we have seen wood 
shillgle ~ools installed nt under 3: 1.2 pitches., we have typically seen an underlaytnen·t consisting of a peel and stick typo 
menibL'ane to combat the low slope problem. See1ng as how there fa c1urently n.o membrane iust1lled, the current situation is 
in in need of correction. 

o -~ a side note, there is no attic ventilation present in the system as constructed, although ,because much of the 
existing ·c~lling of the bullding hos been removed this has not really been an issue, It will, however, become 
ill1portant when the celling is reinstalled, Thus, cons1deration should be given for eave ve.nts and either a ridge vent: 
(preferred) or gable end vents (not prefe••red. due to aesthetic impact). 

--- .. Evaluation: Sect.ion g .. 105 of the California Hi.vtoriccll Building Code (Specifically Section s .. 105.1) Stareth nRepairs to any portion of 
a qualified. historical building or pt'opei-ty may be made in-kind with bistor.icaJ 111uterials and the use of original or existing historical 
methods of constmctlon., subject to conditions ofth.e CI{BC," The sh.i.ngled rooffolls under thJs protection, Furth.etmoret the original 
HSR specifies that the roof should be replaced with shingles 5" to the weather over skip sheathing (page 88). The 201 O Supplemental 
HSR descdbed. the roof over the corredor as having skip ·sheathing .instead of plywood to aohieve the appearance of the simple original 
tooffrom the unde.t· side (page 18), As previously discussed, there is a plan to reinstall the ceiling on the second floot-♦ This coiling will 
cover the exposed rooiltlg. The proposed project as descr.ibed in the PE.F addresses the roof ru1d wi.11 be evaluated below. 'fhis 
evaluation nddresses the consi.deratioo of adding a ddge vent "nd eave vents. The HSR and the supplemeut discuss vents on the north 
wall for a brasero or the Coe inn. The ol'i.ginal HSR also had the following recommendation: 11Re..;frame the roof with exposed rafters 
and redwood sheathing exposing the underside of the shingles. Install metal mesh in the ventilation openings to prevent entry of batst' 
(page 93). It is common practice to install the rid event and eave vents 011 historic bui iog§ ... (1h~ .. C.e.ntr.al.B.uilding,..a .. histo1de-adobe-a.,_, -------f 
'utter s Pott, Js a good example of this). The eave vent cove1'S must be painted. to match the exterior painting so they blend with the 

builcting. The ridge vent i.s not noticeable to the untrained eye from the ground level , This action would have No AdveJ6sc Effect on 
the building .. · 

The Pl'oject .Description from the PEF 

Because of all the current roof issues> we are recommending a complete re-,roof of the main. two~story structure with the introduction of 
a suitable membrane aud the use of .1811 redwood sbjngl.es. The use of a shingle breather per the original detail should also be 
continued, as should the use of nietal flashings. 

Evnluatlom There is some concern about l'(lt'oofing in wooden shingles because the house originally had tile roofing. The original 
.HSR uddi:essed this concern: · 

The ultimate preservation treatment is restoration to ·reflect ·the period of significance, the Castro family e1·a from. 
circa 1848 to 1883. S.lnce funding is not yet available fb1• the restoration phase, 'it will be completed at a later date, or 
perhaps incrementally. Restoration tasks encompass l'econstruct:ing two interior partition walls u_pstairs, re .. wiring the 
building more nestheticaUy in keeping with an as~yet--to~bewdone it1terp1-etive plan, heating the second floor (if 
determined feasible and advisable), replacing the adobe pavement with a board walk, reshingling the roof, 
repairing/replacing wall :finish.es (mud plaster) and re~painting the ·building with historicaJly accurnte paint colors 
(page 6). · 

In discussing late1· rehabilitatipn efforts, the HSR stated: 
· The carport was reconstructed in kind and 'the entire building rNoofed again in kind. This brings us to the second 

factor that hampered Elizabeth in pursui.og her goal: lacking 'historical photographs and architectut'al historical 
reseai·ch, she was unaware of the relative newness of the carport and the fact that shakes were 11ot the historically 
appropriate roofing material. She and her predecessors were not aware that hand ri.ven and shaved shingles were 
produced fol' the entire Ct1lifornia and Sandwi.ch :Islands market at Rancho Cor.rnlitos just across the northern rancho 
bound.my on contl'act wi.tb Thomas 0. Lal'kin as eady as 1835. The P~jaro VaJley rmd Santa Cruz Mountains were 
the priinaiy source of roofing .matel'ial for the state during the entire Mexican em (page 82) ... Tbe pL·esent sluike 
roof is not historic and sh.ould be replaced with shingles 5,, to the weather over skip .sheathing (page 88), 
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The Supplemental HSR (2010) stated the following: 
The HS:R re;lcommended that the cooina be roofed with 36" Joug barn shingles as shown in the earliest photographs 
we have, Originally~ the shingles would have been Installed directly on top of skip sheathing as the finished .roof. 
Now, standlng inside the coclna and. looking np at the under slde of the new roof, one sees n layer of shh1gles above 
the skip sheathing to give the correct appearance in the intel'ior (Photograph 12) [ln the supplemental report but not 
copied he.l'e], Above this~ the engineered roof bas layers of plywood, underlayment~ breathable membrane, and the 
exterior layer of36n long shingles (pages 10-11). 

The above discussion and thorough research on the shingle roof combined with early histodc photogt·aphs in these reports illustl'ates 
that the roof will be replaced accur1ttely in .. kind with a roof that 1•eflects a style that was eith.er ol'iginal to the house or nt1 em·ly 
. replacement that occurred <luting the period of significance identlfied in the HSR. Furthermore, this project replaces the roof in kind, 
with the exception of using a long~r shingle that was specified fo1• lh<iprior roofing project. This roof will have No Adverse Effect on 
the building. 

The proposed project also discusses adding 1:µ.etal flashing. It is common practice to install metal or copper 'flashing that b·lends with or 
is concealed by ·the root: Tt is not seen fi·orn the ground und is reversible. Adding metal flashing wm have No Adverse Effect on the 
buUding. . 

is pro1>osed pro,ject consistent with Sec1·etary of lnterio1·'s Standards und Guideline~?: Yes [8J No D 
Ex.plahu This 'pro,ject replaces the mof in kind., with the exception of using a longer shingle that was specified for the prior roofing 
project and the metal flashing is reversible and blends with the roof, 

B. Arcbaeologic~l Resources 
Site Nmnber(s): . 
Archaeological Sit~ Type: Historic O Prehistoric O Unknown D 
wm tile proposed project impact at·ehaeologieal resources? Yes D No 0 
.Describe hn11acts oi- non .. jmpact.~ and provide Comments: 

. Is pr!P-Osed f!OJect eons.istent witb Sccrctiu·y of Interior's Standards and Guidelines In relation. to archaeological resources?: 
YesLJ NoLJ 
Explain: 

V, TREATMENTS AND MITIGATION 

A. Would project redesign lessen resource jmpaets?: Yes 181 No 0 
Explain: If the ceiling is not re.installed on the second floor, the exposed rafters must show the shingles froni undemeath. To avoid an 
Adverse Effeet on the building Cultural Condltion l must be followed, 

Cultural Condition 1; If the rafters are stiH exposed, instnl1 a layer of shingles dfrectly to the rafters before Adding 15# asphalt 
satm·ated building felt or similar product ovet this base Jayer of shingles before instnlHug the exposed roofing shingles on top of felt 
(See drawing below), Note: this method is onJy for the exposed ai·eas of the Corredor roof, (While roofing felt is ·preferred.> ice and 
water shield .is acceptable,) Th~ 2010 HSR describes a similar method. that was used on the Cocina: 

"The HSR recommended that the cocina be l'oofed with 36~, long barn shingles as shown in the earliest. photogrnphs 
we have. Originally, the shingles would have been installed directly on top of skip sheathing as the finished roof. 
No-w1 standing .inside the coclna an.d Jooldng up at the under side of the new roof, one see$ a layer of shingles above 
the skip sheathing to gt:ve the correct appearance in the interior (Photograph 12) [fn lbc HSR], Above th.is, the 
engineered roof has layers of plywood, underlayment, bl'eathable membraue, and the exterior layer of 361

' long 
shingle$" (page 10~1 l), 

See Sketch below on next page. 
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V,~.:SO;!!'Af\SOVER !@A$Ptt.tl.1 
t'A'l'Ll'fATt!>¥;1J;J.ttN\t/ll.'\,tt, 0'4))11: 
lt~"'O~rMS'El.AYt'.-R 
NQ!(l' IM,1$ !.AYGI\ ~"'4l.t Cl»<t'f!~t 
FELTJ l'ROMVlel-lllELCW: 

:a. Are nppropriate treatment measures intludcd ·with in pr~ject scope'!! Yes O No [gl 
Explain: H appears that there was a previous project to reinstall the second floor ceiling, based on the roofing report. lf that ceiling is 

·•---not--installed;•thcn-there•ar<t·not, .. appropriatetrent:mentmcasurcs:··eu·fttrnd···eo1rdititl'ff't·····IJr··sectioU"V:°f\: .. 1ihoVe···1nUsfbe···•rono,ved:···1t·•·· . 
the ceiling is in place., then the project include;s appropriate treatment memmrcs. 

c.. noes treatmetit involve salviiging hlstoric fabric or excavatin11 archaeological deposits?: Yes D No l'8l 
If yes, has a recordation program ontrchne,ological treatment plan been approved by n setrior .. fc.vel CRS? Yes O No D 
Explain: 

C, In order·to bring the project into compliance wi.tl1 the Secretary of the Interiors Shu1dnrds, the project should proceed 
with the fol.lowing modifications or special provisions (ldCnfffy sped.fie treatment measures): It appears that there was a 
previous proj~ct to reinstall the second floor ceiling, based 011 the roofing report. If that ce.Hing is not installed, then Cultural 
Condition 1 must be foHowed. 

Cultural Conditio.n l: lfthe rafters are stm exposed, install a layer of shingles directly to the rafters before·adding 15# asphalt 
saturated building folt or similar product over this base layer of shingles before installing the exposed roofing shingles on top of 
felt (See drawing below). Note: this method is only for tht~ exposed areas of the Corredor root: (While roofing felt is preferred, foe 
and water shield is acceptable.) 

VI. DJ£TERMJNATION · 

A, fa documentation sufficient fm• Determination of Effect?: Yes O No D 
If no, check. below: 
0 NO DETERMINATION OF EFFECT CURRENTLY POSSIBLE 
Explain: 

U Yes: ttie reviewer has snffid(mt: documentation to det:ermine tbut Urn Proposed Project wm have: 
D No Effect: No Historical Resources Present (See Section ) 
0 No Effect: No Ffistorical Resources .Affected 
!Zf No Adverse Effect 
0 Adverse Effect 
on the Historical or Archaeological- R1.1sou:rces <>fthe State Park System. 
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I~xplain: tf the, second ifoor ceiling is reinstalled or there. are plans and funding to reinstaH it within the next five years., the project 
will have no advt1rse effect because this project replares the roof in kind (with the exception of using a longer shingle that was 
specified for the prior roofing project). Tho metal flashing ls reversible and blends with the root: Ifthere are no plans and more 
specil:kaHy1 no funding to relnst:all the celling on lhe second floor, then the project nrust be altered to reflect the changes required by 
Culturitl Condition l, 

Cuth1ral Condition 1: lf the rafters are still trxposed, install a layer of shingles directly to the rafters btifo.re adding 15# asphalt 
saturated building felt or similar product over this base layer of shingles before installing the exposed roofing shingles on top of 
felt (See drawing below'). Note: this method is only for the exposed areas of the Corredor root: (While roofing foit is preferred, foe. 
and water shield is acceptable.) 

H.as a Sec.ond.ary Revi.cw of this DOE been complete,d by a Cultural Resonrc.e Specialist?: Yes D No lZJ 

VIL APPROVAL AND CE.RTiltlCA TION 
(APPROVAL OF THIS PROJl~CT JS CONTINGENT ON PRO,JECT SCOPI!; NOT BEING CHANGED FROM A:BOVE 
DESCRlPTlON. lF SCOPE tS CHANGED, PR(MECT MANAGER MUST CONTACT CULTURAL RESOURCE 
REVJEWE,R(S) FOR POTRNTIAL REV.mW.) 

Historical Review 
I recommend this project be Approved D Not Approved O Approved Conditiomllly C8J 
Explain: If the second floor ceiling ls reinstalled {)r there are plans and f1,mding to reinstall it within the next five yearsl the project will 
have no adverse efl~ct because this prnject replaces the roof in kind (with the exception of using a longer shingle that was specified for 
the prior roofing project). The metal flashing is reversible and blends with the root: lf there are no plans and more specificalJy, no 
funding to reinstall the ceiling on the sec<md floor, then the prt.,ject must be altered to reflect the changes required by Cultural 
Condition 1 . 

. ,,, •..•... , .. , •••...• ~•>.~· -··· --€ultural·€ontlitiun···l';•·w:ffth.e·'r8.:ftenrare'''Stftl"·expo-smi;"•htsraU'·n,,]aye'for·sh1ngles d1recn:f1:o'·'ffie'·'riilrifrs"·fief<ii:e'"iicl'dfog 15# .. asphali·····"······ 
saturated building folt or similar product over this base la:ycr of shingles before installing the ex~osed roofing shingles on top of 
felt (S~e drawing below). Note: this method is only for the exposed areas of the Corredor roof, (While roofing felt is preferredj ice 
and water shield fa acceptable.) · 

NOTE: See .sketch in Section V. A. above for more detail. 

Historical Reviewer: Dan Osanna $~ 
Title: Env:ironrnental Prognm1 Manager f 

Hours Spent nn ltviduation: 7 

Date: 10/30/18 

Phone #: (916) 445,.8836 

Arc.ha-Oological Review 
r recommend this project be Approved D Not Approved D Apprnved Conditionally 0 
Explain: 

A1·ehaeologka J. Revlcwel": 

Title; Phone#: 

Hours Spimt r::m Evahmtfon: 

Re&'toration Arch.itect Review 
I recommend this project be Approved D Not Approved O Approved Conditionally D 
F.~xplain: 
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Arcldtecturnl Rcviewc1·: D1ttc: 

Title: Phone#: 

Hours Spent on Evaluation: 

fz~.~9J!.4ll·rx Review; 
I recommend this ptojeot be· Approved D Not Approved D Approved Conditionally D 
Explahu 

Secm1dary Reviewer: 

Title: :Ptwnc#: 

Comments; 

Project Maitager: 
I understand that this project as proposed 01· modified may affect historical or a1·chaeological resources. I will insure that 11ll 

--,.-.........,..-treatnrentm1?nsm·errr~mylnFtlreprojRf to confirm witll .tustot•ic Presenation stnndaJ"ds and professional guidelines wm 
be carried out ns speci.ficd above. If project scope Is clmnged, I will contact cultural resource reviewei•(s) for potential re" 
review. 

Title: 

Date: FAX#: 

Note: All review packages must include a projec:-t map and appropriate documentation. For at·chaeologfoal surveys, attach DPR 649 
(or equivalent) with coverage map and site 1·ecords. For historic structures, attach DPR 523 or 750. For archaeological sites, attach 
DPR 523. · 



FRANKS & BRENKWITZI LLP 
ARCHITECTURE + PLANNING + HISTORICAL 

PO Box 597, Aptos1 CA 95001~0597 
Phone (8-31) 662-8800 · 

Fax (831) 662w3524 

Castro Adobe State Historic Park 
August 21st, 2017 

Ou ring the-·wfr1ter of 2016-2017 I this office visited the Castro Adobe in Watsonville on several occasions 
to observe the work that we designed for the Phase 3 work. During one of our site visits, it was 
discovered that rainwater was leaking through the east roof overhanging the Corredor and falling on the 
ground surface below (Fig. 1). 



Secondarily, the nailing Iocation was not at a recommended* location: the nails were placed too high 
up on the shingle~ normal practice is to nail approx. 1.511 above the exposure line and the sample 
shingle we examined was 41

'· above the line. (Fig. 4) 

Hg. 4 

Thirdly, the exposure (part shingle left to the weather) for the shingles was too great At 511 (Fig. 5), 
the exposure creates a situation that invrtes curring and cuppin 
~fli11gle>ttiatis.1er . . 

Fig. 5 

3 
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A properly installed shingle roof should last 15-20 years in our opinion. Because of-all the current roof 
issues, we are recommending a complete re-roof of the upper roof with the introduction of a 
suitable membrane and the use of 18" redwood shingles. The use of a shingle breather per the 
original detail should also be continued as should the use metal flashings (copper preferred), 
Our office is available to coHaborate with your roofer of choice in order to come up with a proper 
specification and any needed detans. 

~~-~--~---~~~~------------~-~----------7 

~Reqommendations based on the "New Roof Construction Manual'' by the Cedar Shake 
and Shingle Bureau, April 2013. 

5 



State of Callfornla-The Resources Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION 

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION 

TO: State Clearinghouse 
Office of Planning and Research 
1400 Tenth Street, Room 222 
P.O. Box 3044 
SacramentoJ California 95812-3044 

FROM: Department of Parks and Recreation 
1416 Ninth Street 
P.O. Box 942896 
Sacramento, California 94296~0001 . 

SUBJECT: Fifing of the Notice of Determination In compliance wfth Section 21108 of the PRC. 
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NUMBER: 2005052063 
PROJECT TITLE: Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe Seismic Stabilization 
CONTACT PERSON: Gall Sevrens PHONE NO.: (916) 445-8827 

One Capitol ·Mall, Suite 500 
Sacramento, CA 95.814 

PROJECT LOCATION: 184 Old Adobe Road, Watsonville1 Santa Cruz.County 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The o·epartment of Parl<s and Recreation (California State Parks) proposes to 
undertake seismic stabilization of the historic Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe. The Adobe is listed on 
the National Register of Historic Places and is designated as a State Landmark. Therefore, all work wm 
be conducted in a manner consistent with the California Historical Building Code and the Secretary of the 
Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, 
Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic Buildings (Weeks and Grimmer 1995) and all 
applicable state building and safety codes and the Historic Structures Report (Kimbro et aI.·2003). The 
following is a summa~y of the planned improvements: 1.) Provide structural stabilization of the building. 
2.) Seal the building envelope and reestablish historic elements of the building. 3.) Provide design.work 
to improve architectural elements of the building. 

-~.,;:,l,;;j::,;;,e;;;e;~---~-_Ibi.sJs_to_ad.v.is.e_tf:laUhe~Ca.f.ifor.nJa-De-pa-r-tm en-t-af-P-ar-ks-a-nd-Reereatl en-has-app·rove·d-the-ab-ove 
project on July 28, 2006, and has made the following determinations regarding the above 
described project: 

1. ~ The project will not have a significant effect on the environment. 
D The project will have a significant effect on the environment 

2. D· An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of 
CEQA. 

l8l A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project, pursuant to the provisions of CEQA. 

3. · Mitigation measures IZ! were O were not made a condition of the approval of the project. 
4. A Mitigation reporting or monitoring plan IZI was D was not adopted for this project. 

5. A Statement of Overriding Considerations D was IZI was not adopte~ for this project. 
6. Findings 18] were D were not made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA. 

This Is to certify that the final EIR with comments and responses and record of project approval1 or the 
Negative Declaration, is available to the General Public at the Californi·a Department of Parks and 
Recreation, Northern Service Center, located at One Capitol Mall, ·suite 410, Sacramento, CA 95814. 

Stephen R. Lehman 
Deputy Director, Acquisition and-Development Division· 

Date · 

DPR 507 {Rev. 9/2004)(Word 9/20/2004) 



California. l)epartment of Parl:.s and Recreation 
Historical Re'i,ie·w (gJ A..rchaeological Review D Both D 

Project Evaluation 
\~ (P.R.C. 5024, 5024.5 and E.O. ,v~26-92) 

PROJECT: Rancho San Andreas Castro Adobe Repair and Renovabon 
p ARK UNJT: Rancho San Andreas Castro Adobe DISTRICT: Monterey 
:P~oject Ma.nager; Ron Bane 

Log r·; o.: 09:.2:!Vl 

Date: 7/14/03 Contac-tPhone#; (831) 657"6331 FA""X#: 831649~7137 Email: Tbane@pa.rks.ca.gov 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION/ DEF.CN"E A..:P .. E. :BOUNDARY: Project ·will contract for Architectural and Engineering services to 
p:rovide design work for temporarily shoring unstable panions of the building~ a:ad design and engineering for the rapair and seisrriic 
•retrofitting and stabilization of the adobe structure. 
Source of Funding/.A.mount: Major Capital Outlay 

CULTURAL RESOURCES; 
HISTORIC f8} ARCH.A".EOLOGJCAL O TRADITIONALClJLTVRALPROPERTY O NONE 0 
POTENTJALLY PRESENT (i.e. poterrtia11yburied resources or suxveyfoconclusjye due to inaccessibility) r8) 
.;.i:IJ>E visited by CuHural Resources Staff Yes 0 No O - · 
Name: Matt Bischoff Date: vai.-.ious 

-- -~~l\1ethods of Inventory: 
Records Review f8l Sjte History Rese.a:rch O Field Suryey D Snbsttrfa~e Testing Q o'ther D 

Exp1.ain Findings: ~ 
The Rancho San .Andreas .Castro Adobe was constructed by the Jose Joaquin Castro fawi1y, who wete prom:L.-ient in the 
history ·of the region. The building js approxim.ately 153 years old. · · 

I'{EGATIVE SURVEY DETERMINATION: 
D NO EFFECT: No Historical Resources Present 

n-£ no cultural resources are present, or potentfa.lly present v'iithln the project. APE,. no further documentation is 
·-..:w,/uired. Pro.ceed to review sectiun..Y..~.P.l~1}-GE:W..f..H1~IG:A\--:I'-I-0N-.for·-sigmrLure] 

I. EXISTING COh'DITIONS/RESOURCE STATUS Attach appropriate documentation (DPR 523 forms, etc.): 
A. Resonrces mtldn APE: · 

Site, Number(s)/Description(s)/Date of Latest Recordation Forril{s)/Additional Documentation (reports~ studies, etc): 
' ' . ' 

B. Newly identified resources r,ecorded or updated pre·vfous records?: Yes 12$] No O · 
Explain/List: 

Rancho San Andreas Castro Adobe 
IL ELIGIBII,ITY DETERMINATION(S) (duplicate this section as many time~ as necessary for resoarces identified): 
A. Resource Evaluation and Significance· (If resource is :qominated or listed, do NQT fill out sectlon_IIB below. Attach 

appropriate recordntion forms to .review package. If not, move to section n::B below). 
Resource Name/SiteNumher: 
Resource Type i.s: Individual Buildiug/Structirre rgj· Archaeological Site(s) D · Landscape District D 

Historic District O Archaeological District D TC'P ·□ Natjonal Historic Landwark O Cultural Preserve D 
Nominated for D or Listed O on: California Register! Yes f1(. No fgi National Register:· Yes~j{d No 0 
(If Nominated: Eligibility Concurrence status by ORP: Yes O No O In process O . · fl \; 

B. Site/Structure Eligibility Determination (for newly re-c.orded} nou~.nominated o:r listed resources): 
Not Eligible O . 

Explain (in.elude documentation of neg.atiYe DOE); 

Potentially Eligible 0 
Criteria: A- Events tZJ B - People O C-Design. 0 D---Info:rmation D \ 

.,....BignUica:o ce Statement: 
The adobe appears to be potentially eligib]e for listi..:rig it,. the state an.d national registers, It ,vas constructed by the Jose 
Joaquin Castro fainily1 who were prominent-in the history of the region: and is approximately 153 years old. 

Integrity Discussion; · 
Although the building has been modified over the yearsj it retains· sufficient integrity to reflect its historical associatious. 
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Ha.s a Secoudary Review of this DOE been completed by a Cultural Resource Specialist?: Yes D No Jg\ 

\ .t:._,,,-J?:PROY ,AL .A.ND CERTIFICATION 
(APPROVAL OF TIIlS PROJECT IS CONTIN"GENT ON PROJKCT SCOPE NOT BEING CHANGED FllOhf ABOVE 
DESCRIPTION. IF SCOl)E IS CFIA ... NGED) PROJECT 1\1},_1\'.AGER l\fGST .CONTACT c1n:.,TUR.A.L RESOURCE 

REVIEWER(S) l?OR POTENTIAL REVIEW.) 

Primarv Reviews: 

B.istoric~l Review 
I recommend ftris project be Approved [8'J" Not Approved D Approved Conditionally D 
Explain: The project 'Will help to protect this impo:rta.:rrt hlsmrica1 resource. 

Historical Reviewe:c Matt-C. Bischoff 

Title:· Historian Il 

Hours Spent on Evaluation: 1 

Date; 07/14/2003 

Phone#: 831 657~6316 

Archaeological Revie"fl' 
I recommend this project be Approved ~ Not Approved D Approved Conditionally D 
Explain: 

Arcaheological Reviewer: /::71~ I/ILDEBi::..19.ND Dal£: '{/'~ .S 

Title: ft,$5.CC,. 5rnrr- /27A'.'Ch'ft,E.t?t?14'-l$T Phone#: !8/-~$"7 ... ~$ I/ 

~'"irou:rs Spent on Evalillffioonn::-;r------~--------~----------------__;__-1 

Restoration _4J-chltect Review 
I recommend tbis project be· Approved D Not Aunroved D Approved Conc:iition2lly 0 
Explain: 

. Architectural Reviewer; Data: 

Title: Phone#: 

Hours Spent on Evafoation: 

Secondarv Reviews 
I recommend this project be Approved D· Not Approved O Approved Conditionally D 

Explain: 

Secondary Reviewer: 

Title: Phone#; 

Comments: 



i 
li; 

ft:··:·Y~ \:· . ;\ 
-3-,[. 

;~ 

E1 
l -;~ i 

ll1 

t' .. ~~ 
·:-. 

~ J ..,...,,n,. .. ,~!Xl''"~ 
t;· 1-----------------...a -_~? -~.:.;:::-: .• ! .. , ..• :.~-. ; :,. 

2nd floor 

f,i'" ~...:: "\!.J.th<-•••1;,'-
~½,j'd=I~: ~~h·t~Ji/:tl~ .1r~ .. 

-.,1~ ... -.; \1.: ... ·_ 

. / 

Rancho San Amires Cc1stro /\{lobe 

\ 

\( 
a~l [--b \ 

c ti 

"illi yFl==:::==~--i 

j :i1· 

. 11~-
i,!:flfr!l:~i::-.~a-.!1; : 
.,-:;.:. ~!-~~1\1l~~-~ : 

L ... -... 
-----------------------~~-~__._.,_. ____ ......, ___ _,, _ __,_,-~-~-

WOl<JS f;Hhl~ ji--lCt,.tJt:?~ (_ -?AH2. 
orz f2~e-,,o~-r JZ..U C TIOt.J . c:'r 
DAt-liAbeO c?R C0LLAP5e D 
Pc:'RTlON-5 OP AOC'~ -V✓At..L-5~ 

l t t 

,.LL-J 
l'(r 

J 

,i!ii.~,'..:•~~i,;~':-i:m-,~.lJf£fr\~jt._>tl'"t-:l1;1~~Iif'tfi~'t,,, \-:.c~j;-~~~J'..t~}:;. . ··::~·-""~','"~~~~-''" ~~::, ... ·"11 

~~! If.' 

~ ·1 
!II 

)-, :~\..,_~~--1:m/1 

PRoVJOE: f!:::t-<'IOR; P.,. Y \\ 
sHoRHJ C::r. TD PRC?TE:GT . 

- -n-1~0-rr<u&-nJIZE: fP-oH \-· 
rU tZ.11-t t; f2.. ct::' L. L. A Po~ 
PRI.PR F 7 Flf.2.S, ST'P.~S \ 
or· WoRY- \ 



( 

~11'! 

. 
section aa 

. Rancho San Andres Casiro Adobe 

____ ..,_., • ...,.,_..._,_. "" •. •• •-·•-----•- •••lfl 

S.~1Sh-llCALLY RE:1(· --:~ IT' 
11-t.~ ADc? Be- ST R.U\_. J R !! { 
f -Wt:: i, U D l lJ & s-rg ~,!(~ T'rl 8 l---111'1 b 
1H8 \A/AL-LS---:-----

perspective section bb 

/. 

perspective section aa _ 

'·' .. ·-:-.,,· # 

Historic Structure Report 

N 
0 
~ 

co 
0 
~ 

m 

"' ~ 
ffi 

:-~t 
; ... -



·••,;;;;,,r 

NW Comer.~ Cocina · .. · . Repair structural failure at building 
- -~ corner 

'j 

NE Corner - Carport at Co-Cina 



Re.pair large vertical crack to rid~Je 

' South Cocina GabJ.ed WaH 

••a,.,';,' 

,~ti 
1~ 

~ 
·;Jt. 

ii ...... !( .. .;.; 

~; 

~t~~~:,i, 
~----------,:! .. 

North Gable ·wan at co·dna · 
\. 

,\ 

L Reconstruct damaged North 
Wall of Codna 

0 ~nc·~J-ci sntl J\n·d~e~ r"=l:··~I~ro Ad•ohCi 
ff \CH '! J JI , ..... ...,., cu . , ... '.!,. i l .,o ~i-0'1.';7 u - ,· ' .·, . L;..J '\~I' 

Existinq Conditions 



' 1' 

FINAL · 
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATIO·N 

(with edits incorporated) 

SEISMIC STABILIZATION 
RANCHO SAN ANDRES 'CASTRO Aooee· 

State Clearinghouse #2005052063 

July 2005 

Lead Agency 

State of California 
DEPARTMENT OF ~ARKS AND RECREATION. 

Acquisition and Development Division 



2019048246. 
measures will be included in contract specifications and instructions to DPR personnel 
involved in implementing the project. 

MITIGATION MEASURES AIR-1 
• All equipment engines will be maintained in Q.ood condition, in proper tune 

{according to manufacturer's specifications), and in compliance with all 
applicable State and federal requirements. 

• Excavation activities would be suspended when sustained winds exceed 15 mph 
or instantaneous gusts exceed 2-5 mph. 

• All trucks hauli-ng dirt, sand, or loose materials will be. cove.red or maintain at 
least two feet of freeboard. 

• Inactive storage pil~swill be covered. 

MITIGATION MEASURE CULT-1 
• Whenever applicable., the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for historic 

structure rehabilitation will be followed. 
• Wherever. possible, historic building elements and features must be protected, 

preserved and/or reproduced with like-kind materials. Any material attached to . 
the historic fa.bric of the building must be· done in a reversible m~nner. 

& Any attachment to historic fabric that differs from the Rehabilitation Drawings 
must be approved, in advance, by a DPR-quaUfied cultural resource specialist. 
All modifications will comply with the CaJifornia Historical Building Code .. 

• The general recommendations.of the RSA Castro Historic Structure Report will 
be used to· determine design and construction criteria. 

MITIGATION MEASURE CULT-2 

• A DPR-qualified cul.tural resource specialist must be notified 72 hours in 
acfvance, when the exposure of historic fabric Is likely. The cultural resource 
specialist will monitor the work and record pertinent information. · 

MITIGATION MEASURE CUL T-3 

• Coring and rod reinforcement will be completely hidden within the waifs. 
• Grout injected into wall cracks will be tinted to match the existing bricks and 

grout. · 
• Wall finishes will closely match existing surfaces wherever possible. 
• Existing adobe bricks will be used whenever possible. 
• Replacement adobe bricks will be selected.in consultation with a DPR-qualified 

cultural· res.ource specialist. 

(project name) 
(park name) 
California Department of Parks & Recreation 
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MITIGATION MEASURE GEo-1 SEISMIC RETROFIT 

• This project will stabilize and seismically retrofit the Adobe according to 
earthquake design requirements as specified in the current version of the 
California Historical Building Code, California Code of Regulations1 Title 24, Part 
81 and the general recommendations in the 2003 Seismic Evaluation and Retrofit 
Report by E. Leroy Tolles of EL T and Associates (included as part of the 2003 
Historic Structures Report). 

• Any new' (or existing) equipment (hot water heaters, tau bookcases, etc) installed 
as part of the building stabilization will be secured to the walls and/or floor to 
prevent damage In the event of a large earthquake, per California Building· Code 
requirements. · 

• State Park -staff will inspect the building as soon as possible after a large 
earthquake to a_scertain any damage. Any major damage would require 
inspection by a qualified structural engineer before the building could resume use 
by Park staff or the public. · 

MITIGAllON MEASURE Geo-2 
• B.e.st Managem'ent Practices (BMPs) would be used to prevent excessive soil 

erosion or loss of topsoil while the ground surface is disturbed. Any storm water 
inlets in the project vicinity would be protected with silt fences or fiber rolls as 
necessary. Stockpiled soil would be covered and secured. especially during 
rainfall or windy conditions. 

MITIGATION MEASURE HAZMAT 1 
• AH equipment would be inspected for leaks immediately prior to the start of 

construction, and regularly inspected thereafter until equipment is removed from 
park premises. 

• The contractor(s) would prepare an emergency spill response plan prior to- the 
. start of construction and maintain a spill kit on-site throughout the life of the 
project. This plan would include a map that delineates construction staging 
areas, wh_ere refueling, lubrication, and maintenance of equipment may occur. ·In 
the event of an-y .spill or release' of any_ chemical in any physical form at the 
project site or within the boundaries of Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe during 
construction 1 the contractor would immediately notify the appropriate DPR staff 
(e.g., project manager or .supervisor). , , 

• Equipment would be cleaned and repaired (other than emergency repairs) 
outside the park boundaries. All contaminated water, sludge, spill residue, or 
other hazardot.Js compounds would be disposed of outside park boundaries, at a 
lawfully permitted or authorized destination. 

MITIGATION MEASURE HAZMAT-2 ASBESTOS AND LEAD CONTAINING MATERIALS 
• Materials containing hazardous substances will either be removed or encapsulated 

as necessary to protect public health and safety I including workers. Since the point 
count method was not utilized to refine the asbestos percentage results, all 
asbestos .. containing materi.al must be disposed of as hazardous asbestos waste. 
Asbestos--containing materials in _good condition that will not be disturbed as part of 

(project name) 
(park name) 
California Department of Parks & Recreation 
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Summary of change and significance . . 
Changes size and number of center cores. used to stabilize the structure. 

Finding 
Not applicable. 

Chapter 3, Section V. Cultural Resources, page 26, Mitigation Measure_Cult-1, 4th
. 

bullet will be revised to read: 

• The general recommendations of the RSA Castro Historic Structure Report will 
be used to determine design and construction criteria. 

Summary of change and significance 
Insignificant clarification to indicate that general recommendations will be follow~d, 

Finding 
No change in original findings. 

Chapter 3, Section VI. Geology and Soils, page 31, Mitigation Measure Geo .. 1, 1st 
bullet will be revised to read: 

• This project wm stabilize and seismically retrofit the Adobe according to 
earthquake design requirements as specified in the current version of the 
California Historical Building Code, California Code of Regulations, Title 24, Part 
8, and the general recommendations in the 2003 Seismic Evaluation and Retrofit 

---~--R-eport-by-c.teroy7-oll:es-utEtT and f\ssociates{included as part of the 2003 
. Historic Structures Report). 

Summary of change and significance 
lnslgnificant clarification to indicate that general recommendations will be followed .. 

Finding 
No change in original findings. 

This document, along with the Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (SCH# 
2005052063), corrected as noted above; Comments and Response to Comments; 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program; and the Notice of Determination, 
constitute the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Seismic Stabilization Project 
at Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe. 

Pursuant to Section 21082.1 of the. California Environmental Quality Act, the California 
Department of Parks and Recreati'on (DPR) has independently reviewed and analyzed 
the Initial Study and Negative Declaration for the proposed project and finds that these 
documents reflect the independent judgment of DPR. DPR, as lead agency, also · 

(project name) 
(park name) 
California Department of Parks & Recreation 
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State of CaUfornia "', Th~ Reiourees Agency Amold Sehwamnegger I Gavemar 

01:PARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Ruth G. Coleman, Director 
ACQUISITION ANO DEVELOPMENT OMSfON ~ One CapitafMan .. Suite 500f Sacramento CA 95814 

MAY 11i 2005 

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF A\/AILABIUTY A.NO INTENT TO ADOPT AN INITiAL STUDY/MITIGATED 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE PROPOSED RANCHO SA~ ANDRES CASTRO 
ADOBE SEISMSC STABU,JZATION PROJECT 

The CS!ifomia Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) has directed the preparation of and 
intends to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration for the proposed. project, in compliance with 
the California Environmental Qualify Act (CEQA) and State CEQA Guidelines._ DPF< is the lead 
agency for the proposed project under CEQA. 

Project Location: Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe 
184 Old Adobe Road (Cross Street Larkins Valley Road) 
Santa Cruz County, California 

Description of the Proposed Project; 
DPR proposes to make the improvements described herein to the Rancho San Andres Castro 
Adobe, The Adobe is listed on the National Register of Hlstortc Places and is designated as a 
State Land marl,. Therefore, aH work will be conducted in a manner consistent with the California 
Historical Building Code and the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of 
Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabmtatingt Restoring, and Reconstructing 
Historic BuHdings (Weeks and Grimmer 1995}. The folloWing is a summary of the planned 

. improvements: 

1.) Provide structural stabUizatfon of the buUdir1g, including: 
a. Seismically retrofitting the Adobe structure, incorporating oentercore-.drilled rods 

---------hrough full heignt dt wans~ · 
_b. Strengthening the second floor by cladding steel strengthening plates alongside 

each floor jo1st 
i :~llftiffi1im~1 tt<>~f.(jfJ1illai1n}s1frut;litJt:i, and anchoring rt to the perimeter adobe wans, 
leaving niili:!'.l"nr,ri roof framing material in place. 

2.) Seal the building envelope and reestablish historic elements of the building, Including: 

3,) 

a. Repair or reconstruction of the damaged or colfapsed portions of adobe brick walls. 
Replacement Includes 35% of the oocina walls and the upper south gable of the 
maJn structure. 

bringing the framing back·to its historic 

e ow through spaced skip sheathing, vs. the existing nonhistoric Standard type 
_shlnges currently on the building. 

d. Reconstruction o.f the east wall, southerly direction of the cocina. 
e. Repair the exterior abobe plaster finishes to seal the building envelope and protect 

a ainst 

,,...,..,..,j.,..- ..... work o improve architectural elements of the bUHdlng, Including: 
a. Replacement of the east corredor (balcony} roof to its historicaHy correct pitct1 and 

framingl the eas:t balustrade to hlstoriC and code-compliant heightl :and the corredor 
support posts to the-Ir ~iStoric design. 

b.. Removal of the nonhistoric fireplace and chimney and the reconstruction oftha wall 
in this area, 



-- .' State of California, The Reaource.. Jenc:y 

"6"6'll;,.....c:
1
'.''.N,J';® DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION • Central Service Center 

21 Lower Ragsdale Drive • Monterey, CA 93940 • (831) 657-6300 

September 7, 2004 

Dave Vincent, District Superintendent 
Santa Cruz District Administrative Office 
·caflfornla State Parks 
303 Bl_g Tree Park Road 
Felton, CA 95018 

2019048246 
Arnold Schwarzenegger, Governor 

Ruth G. Coleman, Director 

Re: Rancho San Andes Castro Adobe, PEF form for Bullding Stabilization 

Dear Dave, 

I am enclosing a new Project Evaluation Form for the permanent stablllzation work that is currently 
being designed, You will recall there was a previous PEF and you may be wondering why we now 
have this one. 

The previous form you reviewed and approved entailed a first phase of work on the project that . 
Included: the writing of an Historic Structures Report, The temporary sealing of the building envelope 
aga·inst moisture intrusion, the working drawings for the temporary structural shoring. and the concept 
stabilizatlon design. All that remains is to have the actual temporary shoring work constructed. We are 
In the process of gettJng that out to bid. 

The purpose of this new PEF is to allow for the actual construction of the permanent building 
----stabliiz:iltl0r-1-;-:--T-his-w0rk-cleseribed-i:n-this-PEF-is-considerably-m-oreinvasive t!Tarrtt'ratwtnc ..... n ~w-as-d'"o__,,n_e __ _ 

In the first phase of work. This work, whlch will entail physically affecting historic building materl.al, will 
definitely require a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND). to satisfy the CEQA requirements. 

In the time frame given us for the first phase of work, and because the language ofthe COBCP 
prevented us at the time. from doing the actual construction, we had to break It Into two PEF's. As . 
laborious as this process has been, we are on track and we don't anticipate any holdups in getting the 
MND. 

Please review thi's form with Jack Kirchner and respond with your comments in the appropriate 
comments sections for District Supervisor and District Maintenance Chief. 

Call me with any questions or comments. 

Best Wishes, 

CC: Terry Lee, Project Manager 
Attachment 



PROJECT EVALUATION (PEF) 
Project 10' No, 0952M 

PCA No. 18530 ------
PBOJECI DESCRIPTION 
Background: The Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe is an approximately 153~year~old Monterey Colonlal adobe residence located on 
about one acre of land near Watsonvllle1 Callfornla, lt Is one of only four Hispanic period adobe structures remaining In Santa Cruz 
County and is the largest rancho home ever constructed in the county. It was bullt by the prominent Mexioan-era, ,Jose Joaquin Castro 
family. The structure Is listed on the National Register of Historic Places and ls designated as .a Stale landmark. The structure has 
received temporary shoring at the north gable ends of the main structure and Cooina. The structure Is now In need of a permanent 
structural stablllzaUon. 
Site Conditions: The main adobe 1$ a two .. story gabled structure with a one~story attached adobe constructed Cocina (historic kitchen) 
and adjacent, non .. hlstorlc carport, The. structure was severely damaged by the Loma Prieta earthquake In 198(} and Is currently not 
habitable. Progressive creep oV$r time In the floor joists has caused a compromising of the second floor load capacity, Immediately 
after the 1989 earthquake, Prior to the current temporary shoring work1 previous bracing measures have proven to be· Inadequate. This 
Is particularly the case on the north end of the structure where the coolna wall haa slipped further out of alignment with more adobe 
blocks falling from the upper walls, partloularly along the northwest corner. Increased damage was documented last year after a 
moderate earthquake shook the GIiroy region, In addition, several architectural elements, Including both the exterior and interior stairs, 
are Inadequate for habitation or are Inaccurate for the historlcally correct interpretation of the building, 

The second floor suffers excessive deflection and requires stabflizatlon to support possible live load$ of people and activities. 
Presently, the second floor is suspended by steel rods from trusses in the attic space concealed by walls, 'The roofing material was 
ITlstorlcally shingles. Since the roof frf,l_mlng of the one~story Coclna shall be vlsible to visitors, the design should be hlstortcally 
sansltlva, while effective In minimizing seismic damage, Additional structural and f;lrchltectural Improvements are described below. 
Funding: The primary funds are from the 2002~2005 Major Capital Outlay project titled; Rancho San Andreas Castro 
Adobe Repair and Renovation. 

Purpose: The prqject is to Include the following: 

1. 

2, 

Provide structural stabilization of the bufldlng, including: 
a. Seismically retrofitting the adobe structure, tnoorporatlng center core .. drllled rods through full height of 

walls. . 
15. strengtnening the Second Floor by cladding steel strengthening. plates alongside each floor Joist. 
o, Re .. framlng roof of maln structure, and anchoring It to the perimeter adobe walls, leaving historic roof 

framing material in place. 
Seal the bulldi'ng enverope and re"astablish historic el.ements of the bUlldlng, Including: 
e. Repair or reconstruction of the dam.aged or collaps.ed portions of adobe brick walls. Replacement 

Includes 35% of the Coolna walls and the upper south gab.le. of the main structure, 
b. Replac~ment o.f the C'ocina roof structure, bringing the frami'ng back to Its historic accuracy 
c. Re~roof Cocina with the historically accurate long barn shingles, that sh:all be vlslble from below through 

spaced skip sheathing, vs, the existing non~histor1c standard type shinges currently on the building. 

d. Reconstruction of the east wall, southerly direction of the C'oolna. 
e. Repair the exterior abobe plaster finishes to seal the building envel'ope and protect against moisture 

intrusion. 
f. ReMrooflng the main structure. 

3. Provide desi_gn work to Improve architectural elements of the building, including.: . 
a. Replacement of the east oorredor ('balcony' .. Spanish translation)roof to its h'istorically correct pltoh and 

framing, the east balustrade to historic and code~oompllant height, and the corredor support posts 
to their historic design. 

b. Removal of the non .. historic fireplace and chimney and the reconstruction of the wall in this area. 
o. Replacement of four west elevation windows In their historic location and replacement of deteriorated 

wood linte.ls at the doors. 
d. Replacement of the exterior stair, making 'It compliant with current building and safety codes 

requirements 
end more hlstorlcally accur·ate. 

e. Replace non ... hlstoric interior stair with one that is safer and less obtrusive. 
f, Relocation of west corredor wood posts to their historically accurate locations. 
g. Replace non~hlstoric paving surfaces at east and west corridors with wood~framed boardwalk. as per the 

hlstorlc photographs, Both walks shall meet current acoesslbillty requirements. 
4. All work shall conform to the guidelines set fortt1 ln the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of 

Historic Properties, and all regulatory building and safety codes and the Historic Structures Report, 
DPR 183 (Rev. 8/2002)(Word 8/2/2002) 2 



~ROJECT EVALUATION (PEF) 
Project 10 No. 0952M 

PCA No. 18530 -~---~ 

YES MAYBE NO 
0 □ ~ 
D □ !81 
□ D 181 
□ □ 181 
□ □ l8J 

B rgi □ 
□ ~ 

-----

YES MAYBE NO 

□ □ gJ 
D □ 0 

B □ 18] 

□ rEI 

1~9 MAYBE NO' 
t.] 0 rgJ 

-~-EJ~EJ~;-: ~ 
□ □ rzJ 
0 □ ~ 
□ □ ~ 
□ □ 0 

YES MAYSE. NO 

□ 8 181 
□ [81 

□ □ l8J 

B D (2s] 

□ r&l 
□ □ f8J 
D 0- (gl 

YES MAYBE NO. 

□ □ lg] 
D B [gj 

□ t&1 
□ D ~ 

f::t. ;8Bil:1- WILL THE PRO,JECT: 
1. Create unstable soil or geologic conditl.ons? 
2. Adversely affect topographl·c features? 
3, Adversely affect any unusual or significant geologic features? 
4. Increase wind or water erosion? 
5. Adversely affect sand deposition or erosion of a .sand beach? 
6. Expose people, property, or faollitles to geologic hazards or hazardous waste? 
7. Adversely affect any paleontologioal resource? 

,B: AIR - WILL Tl-IE PROJECT: 
1.. Adversely affeot general air quality or climatic patterns? 
2. Introduce airborne pollutants that may affect plant or animal vigor or vlablltty? 
3, Increase levels of dust or smoke? 
4, Adversely affec.t Visibility? 

C. Wl:\T§R - WILL THE PROJECT: 
1. Change or adversely affect movement In marine or ·fresh waters? 
2~ ange. or a verse ya ect drainage patterns or sediment transportation rat.es? · 
3. Adversely affect th.e quantity or quality of groundwater? 
4. Adversely aff$ct the quantity or quality of surface waters?-
5. Expose people. or property· to flood waters? 
6. Adversely affect existing or potential aquatic habitat(.s)? 

D. PbAJST LIFE - WILL THE: PROJECT:· 
1. Adversely affect any native plant community? 
2. Adversely affect any unique. rare·, endanslered, or protected plant speci:es? 
3. Introduce a new species of plant to the .area? 
4. Adversely affect agricultural production? 
-5. Adversefy affect the vi-gor or structure- of any tree? 
6. Encourage the growth or spread of alien (non~natlva) species? 
7, Interfere with established ·fire management plans or practices? 

e. ANIMAL LIFE - WILL THE PROJECT: 
1. Adversely affect any native or naturalized animal population? 
2, Adversely affect any unusual, rare, endangered, or protected species? 
3. Adversely affect any animal habitat? 
4. Introduce or encourage the proliferation of any non-native species? 

DPR 183 (Rev. 6/2002)(Word 6/2/2002) 4 



f.>ROJECT EVALUATION (PEF) 

Sl~A~ . rCk ..... 

TITI.E: ' 

PRINTED NAME 

Project ID No. 0952M 
PCA No. 18530 ---~--

RESOURC~ ECOLOGIST COMMENTS No Significant Impact Conditions, Mltlgation PotenUal Impact 

No S\"1tJtF'iC.fl.Ni IMPACT'S A1ia A"11iCH~Teb p.s. ,,._, l<esJLT o-r nf,~~:rt=cr r.,.,s t>~,t<·,~. 

SIGNATURS PRIN E NAME 

DATE 

MAINTENANCI: CHIEF/SUPERVJSOR COMME:NTS No Slgnfflcant Impact Conditions, Mitigation Potential lmpacl 

SIGNATURE PRINT!;: NAME 

TITLS DATE 

OT/'lqR SPECIALIST COMMSNTS . o Significant Impact• Conditions, Mitigation 

W~k-.u - «.1/~AJ.co~Jl Y.Ao. ~ HS/Z. 
D Potential Impact 

PRINTED NAME:'. 

cDlvA E. lc:.11vtts1<.o 
PATE 

OTHER COMMENTS O No SlgnlfiC'..ant Impact Condltlons, Mitigation Potential Impact 

SIGNATURE PRINTEO NAME 

TTLf; DATE 

DPR f8S (Rev. 8/2002}{Word 8/2/2002> 6 
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North E.fevation - Coclna: Repair Corners & Rep.lace Lower 48 inches 
of Adobe Wall Along Entire Length 

.jt I· 

~J; 
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NW Corner - Cocina : Re"BuHd Adobe Corner 

. Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe - Existing Conditions 



Replace Interior Stair 

West Wall - Main Structure: Re-Locate Post and Adjust Windows 
In Existing Rough Openings; Repair Adobe Walls 

Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe - Existing Conditions 



DEPART'MENTOF PARKS AND RE.CREATION •'Centr~I SeNlceCenter 
' ® .21 i.ower R~gsdal& Or,ve • M'ontorey, CA .93940 • {831) 557N8300 

September 7, 2004 

Dave V1ncent, District Superintendent 
Santa Cruz District Adminhstrative. Office 
Callfo.rnia State Perks 
303 Big Tree Park R.oad 
Faltonl C.A 9S018 

Arno·ld .Schwa.rz~negge1\ Governor 

R.uth G. c·o1eman1. Director. 

Re: Rancho San Ande.e Cat3'tro Adobe, PEF form·for Buildlng Stabm:z:ation 

De~r Dave, 

:Jam encloa·rng a new .Project Evalµ•atlon Form'Jor the. permanent stab111.za1lon work.that is currently 
being designed. You will' recall there was a.previous PEF and you may be wondering. Why we: now 
have this one. 

The prevlo.us form you reviewed and approved entalled·a. ffrst phase qf'work on the· project that 
included: the writing of ~n Historic Structures ·Report, The· temporary sealing of the bu.ltding envelope 
against moisture lntrUs1on, "the workin:g drawin{J~f for the. temporary structural shoring,. and the concept 
stabiliiatlori. design. All that 'remains is to have the actl;)~l temporary· shoring work coJ1struoted. We· are 

-~--~~inJbe·-Ptoces~--0f-Q'tattlr19,,.tr.ua-i-sut..tG>-t>icll---~.......----~-----~~-----~------:--~ 

The p.urpos~ of th'is n~Yif .PEF js to. allow for the ~ctual construction of the p'ermanant building 
stabmzatfort This work des.cribed in thfs. PE.F· is considerably mor~ Invasive than that whi'ch w.as done 
1h the first pl1ase of work. This work, which wm entail- physi.caHy affe.cting hlstori'c bull.dln·g ma.t~rJal, will 
definit~Jy require a Mitig.ated Negative Declaration '(MN.DJ to satisfy the CE.QA requirements. 

In the time fram~ glven us for the fir$t phase of work1 and :because the language oHhe CO'BCP 
prevented us at the time from-doing th·e.actual construction. we had to break it lnto two PEF's. As 
laborious a.s ·this process .has· been, we are on track ~nd we ·don't anticipate any holdups In 9.etting the. 
MND .. 

Please revrew this form with Jack :KirchnfJr and n,\)Spond with your comments .In the appropriate 
comments sections for D:istrict Supervisor and. District Maintenance Chfef. 

Call me with any question$ or comments. 

CC: Terry Lea, Project Manag.er 
Attachment 



PR.OJECT EVALUATI.ON (P·EF) 
Project ID No. 0952M 

PCA NQ, 1.8:530 --~-----
fBOJ-E.CT DESQFUPTION- . 
13-ackground: The Rancho San And.res Castro Adobe Is an approximately 153-year~old Monterey Colonial adobe residence located on 

· about-one a.ere of land near WatsonvlJl.e, CalJfornla. rt, is one of only four Hispantc period adobe structures r.ernalning In Santa Cruz . 
County and ·la tht> largest rancho home ever conatruoted in tha county. It was bullt by the prominent, M.exlcan••era, J.o.se Joaquin Castro . 
famU:y. The struct.ure Js ll$t$d. on. the Natlooal Re.g/st~r ·of Hlstorlc· Pl~cea- and ls ·designated as. a .State landmark, The structure has· 
received temporary shoring at the north gej)'le 0-r1ds. of the mafn ·structure. and Cocina. The structure Is now In ne~d of a permanent 
structural $fabflfzatlon, . . 
Site ·Conditions: The main ad.ob!:) _ls a two .. story glilbled atructura with a- ona~story attached adobe ~onstruetad CoqJ#tl-{hlstoric .kitchen) 
tiuiq adja.cent, non~bisto:rlo. carport. The 3tructurn was sevetely damaged by ·the Loma Prleta earthquake .In ·19_89 Jan<f Is ct.1rrently not 
h~bltable, Progresslve creep o.ver time· In th.a no:orJo.l$te has ;caused a comproml~ing of the second. floor l.oad capaolty, Immediately 

· after the 1989 earthquake. Prlor to the ·.oLJrrent temporary· shoring worlt, previous bracin,g_ measure~ .. have prov~n ·to be. Inadequate. ihls 
'ls particularly the casa on-thernorth end -of the structure wh~re the. ·cocfna wall has slipped further ou:t of allgnment.wl.fh :more:-adoba 
blook.s fa]ling from the upper walls1 partJctll~rly a1·011g the 110.rthwest corner. lncrea~eci .ijamt:1ge-was documente.d lastyear after a 
moderate earthquake. shook the-GHroy ,re,glorf. In f!dr.iltlon, several architectural elements, includlng both the oo¢er!or anq Interior stairs, 
.are lnaqequata for habrtatlon or are Inaccurate for the hlsto.rloally correct lntarpr!:}tation of.the building. 

The. s.acond floor suffers exoe.ss'/ve deflection and requires :st~blilz~tion to sL!ppoi't posslble live loads of .pepple-and· activities. 
Pre.sently. tha s~¢ond floor Is susp.ende.c! by-steel rods from trusses In 'the- attic .space con.ca.aled ·by walls. The roqflng material was 
historic.ally .$hlngles. Slnoo the roof framing of tha one.~story Coolna shall be vjsible to visitors, the d~slgn ehoulq be ·historically 

· sensltlv-e:, whlle affectiv.e In minimizing seismic damage. Additional stroqtural and archlt~ctu,ral Improvements are described· below, 
. FumUn.g: The prim.t:1ry fund$. are from the 2.002--2005: Major Capt-ta! outlay project titled: Rancho Sari Andreas Castro 
Adobe Rape.Ir arid Renovation. 

· Purpose~ The project Is to include. the foll.owing: 

-.....,.....,..---1--.t--1,~~-opw-ro"'VJde ·strucJu.ral stabllltation of .the bulldlng1• lnclud1ng: . 

. 2,. 

a. Se.lsmically r.etrofl.tttngtha adobe struoturet lnoor,pora.tlng center core .. driHed rods through full height of 
walls, 

b. Strengtheni'ng the. Saco.nd- Floor b_y ·cladding steel strengthening plates alongside e·aoh floor Joist. 
c. R:e.:framln~i ro.of of ma-li1 struofure, an.d an~hqrln,g It .t9 the p.wln1eter a.dobe waus., leaving historic roof 

framing rrfaterialfn p.lace. . · 
-Seal the oulldhig envelope and re~es-tabfls·h hi.storlc elements pf the .bulldin,g, lncludin.g: 
a. Repair or reco11struction of .the damaged or collapsed .portions. of adobe btick walls. Replacement 

lncJuues 35.% of the Coclna waits .and the µppe.r sovth gabl~.of .the maiil -stn.icttrre. 
b. Replecemaht of.the Co-cina roof structure, brfr,gi,:ig the framing bao·k to.Its hlstork; accura.cy 
o. Re:.roo.f Coclna with-the hl$torically .ac<;urate lor:ig bam sh11igle:s. that shall be vlslble· from below through 

spaced skip sheathing, ·vs. th.a existing nol)~hl.storlc ~tand1:ird type shinges currently on 1he bulld1n_g. 

d. Reconstruction of the east wel'I, southerly dlr:ectlbn -of the Coclna. 
e. Re.r>air the exterior abobe.plasterflnlsf.1es·to·.s.eal the: buildlng envelope and protect agalns.t moistµre 

intrusion. 
f, Re.:roofing the main -structure. 

3. Provide· desJgi1 woi-k to improve architectural ~laments ·of the buUdlng, Including: . 
·a.· Replacement of the east aorredor ('balcony1,.Spanlsh translation)roono its hlstoricaUy correct pltctJ •.and 

framlng1 the east balustrade 10 Mstoric and cod~H~omplfant he'ight. and tile corredor support posts 
to thelr·hJs·toric- desfgn. 

b. Removal of the nonr-hrstorlQ ffrep·Jaca and chhnn~y and the reconstruot1011 of the wall in this area. 
c. Replacement o.f four west (ilevation windows In the.Ir historic location and replac.ement of deteriorate~! 

wood lfntets at·the doors, 
d, Replacement of t11e ~xterfor stair. mal(ln,g rt compllant with curre.nt building and safety codes 

requirements . 
and more hlstorlcally accurate.. 

e. Rep!'ace non~historic. int'erior s.tair with. one that Is :aafer and less obtruaJve. 
f. Relocation of wa~t oqrredorwoqp posts to-the.Ir hl$todoally accurate locations. 
g. Replace non~hlsto.rio pavJn:g surfaces at east and west corridors with wood-framed boardwalk, as per the 

historic photographs, Both waJks sh.all meet current eicc.esslbllity requiremants. 
4, All work shall conform to the guidelines set forth .In the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for t11e Tre~tm.ent· of 

Historic ProperUes, and all regulatory bulldlng and safety codes end the Historic Structures Report, 
DPR 183 (Rf.IV, !I(2002)(Wom lll.2/2002) . 2 



PROJECT' EVALUATION (PEF.) 
Pro.J&ct ID N.o. Q.9.52M 

PCA No. 18530· 
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A, EARTH - WILL THE PROJECT: 
1. Create unstable sou or ge.olpgic con.d.lU.on-$'? 
2. Adversely affect topogr~phio f~atures.'? . 
3, Adversely affect,any l!nusual or E3Ignfflqant geologic features? 
4. lnoraa.se wind or-wf;'¾ter·eros1<m? · ·· 
5. Adversely ·affect aan.d .. depo~ition or erosl.on ofa sand beach? 
6, Expose psopfe, property, o.rfac;ilitles to.:geolo-gl-c: hazards .orhazardous· waste·? 
7. Adv;ers.ely am~ct any pale.ontologioal resourc.e:? 

~ - WILL THIE PROJECT: 
· 1. Adv-ers,ely affet:t general air quality .or cllm~tic P.~ltarns? 

2. Introduce airborne pollutants that may affect. p,lant o.r anlm~I vigor or viability? 
3., l:noreas.e levels of dust or smol~e? 
4, Adversely affect vlslblllty? 

c~- WAT.EB..,.. .WILL, THE PROJECT:: 
1,, Ch~nge or adv~raaly ~ffectmovernent In marina ot fresh watijrs? 
.2·, Cha119$ or, adversE!ly affect drainage. p·attems or sediment transportation rates? 
·S. Advers.e!Yaffi,.e:t the qu..~ntlty or quality of·g,.roundwater? 
4. Adver~ely ·affec.Una· quantlt_y or-.qvallty of-surface. waters? 
. 5~ ·exp,oa.e peopl_e. or property to flood waters? 
6., .Adv~.rsely affecte.xi·s-ting ·or·potenttal'aquatlc habJtat(s)? 

D. PLANT UFs --WILL THfE PROJl=CT: 
1. Adversely affect any native plant comm.unity? 

. ·2. Adversely affeot any unique~ rare, endiang.ered~ or protected. plant spades? 
3.. Introduce a new·specles of plant t.o the area? 
4. Adversely affect agriouft_uri:){produGtlon? 
.5. Adversely affect the vi'gor·0.,r.str.ucture·.of' any tra$? 
6. Encourage ·the growth ·or spread of- alien (non-native) species1 
7, Interfere with estabH$hed fire. management p.lans or praciioes? 

E. A,NIM8L UFI;.-- WJLL THE PROJECT: 
1. Advers.E¼ly affect any native or 11aturallzad animal popul.atlon? 
2, Advers-ely aftect any uhusuaf1 rare. endangered, or protected species.? 
3, Adversely affe:et any. animal habitat? 
4. Introduce .or eiloourage the prollfer~tion of any nqn~native specia~? 

OPR' 163 (RQV. ~/2002)(Word 8'212002) 4 



PRINTED NAME 

Project m No, 09-52M 
PCA N.o,. 18530 ~---------

·RESOURCl::1 l:.COLOG,IST C.OMMENTS No SJgntncant hnpac;t Conditions, M!tigalion Pot~ntral Impact 
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PPR 183" (Rev. 812.002)(Word M?liOQ.2) 6 
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