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CEQA# 12634
A State of California — The Resources Agency
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
NOTICE OF EXEMPTION
TO: Office of Planning and Research FROM: Department of Parks and Recreation
1400 Tenth Street ' Santa Cruz District
Sacramento, CA 95814 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 Adobe to protect the integrity of the structure and fix the incorrectly
installed roof. Work will remove the existing shingles, instali 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!:
X Categorical Exemption

Class: 2& 31 Section: 15302 & 15331

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

Chris Spohrer
District Superintendent I
Santa Cruz District

4.10.19
DATE

DPR 508 (Rev. 4/2003)(Word 2/11/2005)
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Froject IV No,

PROJECT EVALUATION (PEF) T peANo.

PROJECT TITLE , . ' PARK UNIT NAME

Re-Roof Castro Adobe Structure : Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe
DISTRICT NAME ' ' FACILITY NO,

Santa Cruz District 434-A-4-05-0-001

PROJECT MANAGER PHONE NO. ‘ EMAIL

Augustin Ceballog 831429-2859 augustine.ceballos@parks.ca.gov
DISTRIGT PROJECT MANAGER - ' PHONE NO. ' EMALL

Felipe Jauregui 831-335-6380 felipe jauregui@parks.ca.gov
PROJECT BID DATE CONSTRUCTION START DATE FUNDING SOURCE

N/A TBD T

PROJECT DESCR!PTION

Identify the scope of the project in deta{l mcludmg its purpose, location, and potential impacts. If the ground s fo be
disturbed, describe the depth and extent of excavation. Describe the existing site conditions, mcludmg previous
development Note If work will Impact or extend beyond park property. lndlcate if work wrll be done in conjunction with,

or as part of, other projects. (Use additional pages if necessary.)

This project will consist of re-roofing the historic adobe. A new roof is needed due to roof deficiencies (leakage),
improper installation, and shingle exposure was incorrectly installed (see attachment "Existing Roof Evalution Report

BI21717")
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

. 7.5 minute (quad) map of project area (Required)

> Site Map (Required - Scale should show relationship to existing buildings, roads, landscape features, etc.)

E] DPR 727 Accessibility Review and Comment Sheet (Required — Attach DPR 727 or emailed project exempt:on from
the Accessibility Section.) A

[[] Sea-level Rise Worksheet (for coastal park units)

Graphics (Specify - photos, diagrams, drawings, cross-sections, eifc.), Existing roof evalution.

<] Other (Specify): 2005 PEF
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Project ID No.

PROJECT EVALUATION (PEF) " PGANo.

YES MAYBE

A EARTH WILL THE PROJECT

I
e
RRRRKIER

~NO oA WN

NO
] ] D] 1. Create unstable soil or geologic conditions?
] X 2. Adversely affect topographic features?
] ] [ 3. Adversely affect any unusual or significant geologic features?
] ] 4. Increase wind or water erosion? ‘
L] ] 5. Adversely affect sand deposition or erosion of a sand beach?
N ] 24 6. Expose people, property, or facilities to geologic hazards or hazardous waste?
] [] X 7. Adversely affect any paleontological resource?
YES WMAYBE NO  B. AIR - WILL THE PROJECT:
] ] 1. Adversely affect general air quality or climatic patterns?
O - <] 2. Introduce airborne pollutants that may affect plant or animal vigor orwablhty?
L] [] D] 3. Increase levels of dust or smoke?
(W] ] X 4, Adversely affect visibility?
YES MAYBE NO C. WATER - WILL THE PROJECT:
] ] X 1. Change or adversely affect movement in marine or fresh waters?
] I X 2. Change or adversely affect drainage patterns or sediment transportation rates?
H [N 3. Adversely affect the quantity or quality of groundwater? '
] ] X 4. Adversely affect the quantity or quality of surface waters?
] [l 5. Expose people or property to flood waters?
Il =] &l 8.-Adversely-affect-existing-or-potential-aguatie-habitat(sy?
YES MAYBE D._PLANT LIFE — WILL THE PROJECT:

. Adversely affect any native plant community?

. Adversely affect any unique, rare, endangered, or protected plant species?
. Introduce a new species of plant to the area? -

Adversely affect agricultural production?

. Adversely affect the vigor or structure of any tree?

Encourage the growth or spread of alien (hon-native) species? ‘

. Interfere with established fire management plans or practices?

E. ANIMAL LIFE — WILL THE PROJECT:

YES MAYBE NO

] 1 K 1. Adversely affect any native or naturalized animal population?

] ] 2. Adversely affect any unusual, rare, endangered, or protected species?

] 1 X 3. Adversely affect any animal habitat?

| 1 X 4, Introduce or encourage the proliferation of any non-native species?
YES MAYBE NO F. CULTURAL RESOURCES - WILL THE PROJECT:

{ Cl L] = 1. Adversely affect a prehistoric or historic archeological site, or tribal cultural resource?
L] [l K 2. Adversely affect a prehistoric or historic building, structure, or object?
iR 1 X 3. Cause an adverse physical or aesthetic effect on an eligible or contributing building,
structure, object, or cultural landscape?

0o 0O 4. Diminish the informational or research potential of a cultural resource?

O O < 5. Increase the potential for vandalism or looting?

1 0O X 8. Disturb any human remains?

[1 [] N 7. Restrict access to a sacred site or inhrblt the traditional religious practice of a Native

American community?

DPR 183 (Rov. 9/2015)(Word 9/3/2015)
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Project 1D Nuo.

PROJECT EVALUATION (PEF) PCA No.

ARCHEGLOGIST COMMENTS AND SIGNATURE (REQUIRED FOR ALL FINDINGS) ?

Findings:

[l No PRC 5024 necessary (provide justification)
[ PRC 5024 attached, project approved as wiitten
(7] PRC 5024 attached, conditions necessary

1 PRC 5024 attached, mitigations andfar potential significant impacts -
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HISTORIAN COMMENTS AND mm\mww (REGUIRED FOR ALL FINDINGS)
Findings: . _
[ No PRC 5024 necessary (provide justification) e AL S

[ PRC 5024 attached, project approved as wiitten
@ PRC 5024 attached, conditions necessary

P RE-5024-atluched, mitigations sndior potential SIgMcan IMpacE

Explain The metal flashing is reversible-and blends with the roof. If there are noplans and more specifically, no funding to reinstall
the ceiling on the second flout, then the project must be altered to reflect the changes required by Cultural Condition 1.
Cultural Condition 1: Ifthe 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 shingles on top
of felt. (See 5024 below). Note: this method is only fm the exposed areas of the Cortedor roof, (Roofing felt is preferred but
fce and water shield is acoeptable.)

| &Ic;‘mjgﬁa PRINTED NAME
s ol o (Qodnag Dan OSamng. ..o
TTLE DATE
Environmental Program Manager{ 10/30/18

EMVIRONMENTAL SCIENTIST COMMENTS AND SIGNATURE (REQUIRED FOR ALL FINDINGS)
Findings. |

%Nﬁ tmpast
’ Impact(s}, see condifions/mitigations below or on attached page(s)
[ Patential Significant Impact

Explain
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Projact 1D No.

PROJECT EVALUATION (PEF) PCA No.

ARCHEOLOGIST COMMENTS AND SIGNATURE (REQUIRED FOR ALL FINDINGS)

Findings:

] No PRC 5024 necessary (provide justification)

[ PRC 5024 attached; project approved as written

[7] PRC 5024 attached, conditions necsssary

[l PRC 5024 attached, mitigations and/or potential significant impacts

Explain . | P 5«:,:»&(?&%?’ GG Few ‘ﬁ 3 fmf Naf:mmw @y ,
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SIGNATURE . PRINTED NAME
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HISTORIAN COMMENTS AND SIGNATURE (REQUIRED FOR ALL FINDINGS)

Findings: A s i
Meads Hisroni e

[J No'PRC 5024 necessary (provide justification)
[ PRC 5024 attached, project approved as written
[71 PRC 5024 attached, conditions necessary

1. PRC 5024 attached, mitigations.and/or.potential.significantimpaets

Explain

SIGNATURE PRINTED NAME
3,

TITLE k DATE

ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENTIST COMMENTS AND SIGNATURE (REQUIRED FOR ALL FINDINGS)

Findings.

No Impact

Impaci(s), see condifonis/mitigations befow or on attached page(s)
] Potential Significant Impact

Explain
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DPR 183 (Rev. 812015)(Word 9/3/20'15) 5



Project ID No.

PROJECT EVALUATION (PEF) PCA No.

OTI-iER COMMENTS (COMMENTER MUST INCLUDE TITLE AND SIGNATURE)

¢

SIGNATURE L - PRINTED NAME
w - po e |

TITLE DATE

DPR 183 (Rev. 8/2015)(Word 9/3/2015) 7
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Stjr»ew Map

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
ACQUISITION AND DEVELOPMENT DIVISION

RANCHO SAN ANDRES CASTRO ADOBE
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PROJEGT PHASE: Bralinaiy Dosign

PROJECT NAML: RIA Castro Adabe Repar & Rongivalian

ORAWING DATE: 7-16-04
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Pitaccio, Allee@Parks

From: Osanna, Dan@Parks

Sent: Tuesday, October 30, 2018 10:16 AM

To: Pitaccio, Allee@Parks

Subject: . Castro Adobe

Attachments: Historian Signature on PEF_Re-Roof Castro Adobe Structure_Rancho San And....pdf;
Castro Adobe Reroof Historian 5024.pdf

Categories: Pending ltem

Hi Allee:

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 | had to add a condition to the reroof. If Auggie or
Felipe have questions, we can talk.

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. (1 could email the supplemental because it’s small enough but | can’t email the original). In any
“case, | have no concerns with the proposed reroof project other than the concern | raise that required the condition |
added. ‘

Thanks,
Dan

Dan Osanna

Environmental Program Manager |
California State Parks

Northern Service Center

One Capltal Mall, Ste. 410
Sacramento, CA 95814

(916) 445-8836




Log No.:
CEQA No.: 12634

California Department of Parks and Recreation
Historical Review [X] Archaeological Review [[] Both [[]
Project Evaluation '
(P.R.C. 5024, 50245 and E.Q. W-26-92)

PROJECT: Re-Roof Castro Adobe Struciure ' .

PARK UNIT': Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe DISTRICT: Santa Cruz

- Project Manager: Augustin Ceballos

Date: 10/26/18 Contact Phone #: (831) 420-2859 Email: augustine.ceballos@parks.ca.gov

PROJECT DESCRIPTION / DEFINE AP.E, BOUNDARY: The PEF states:

This project will consist of re-roofing the historic adobe. A new roof is needed due to roof deficiencles (leakage), improper
installation, and shingle exposure was incorrectly installed (see attachment "Existing Roof Evaluation Report 8121/17")

Because of all the current roof issues, we are recommending a complete re-root 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 of metal flashings. B '

Source of ffunding/Amount: District

CULTURAL RESOURCES: _
HISTORIC £X] ARCHAEOLOGICAL [] TRADITIONAL CULTURAL PROPERTY (TCP) [[]  NONE [}
POTENTIALLY PRESENT (i.e. potentially buried resources or survey inconclusive due to inaccessibitity) [
APE visited by Cultural Resources Staff Yes[| No [X
Name: Date:
Methods of Inventory: A
Records Review ] Site History Research [_] Rield Survey [ ] Subsurface Testing [] Other
A, Explaju Findings: The Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe is listed on the National Register of Historic Places (National Reglster

SysveT NUmber 76000353T), Theie are two FISRS on the building, the original from 2003 and a supplemental from 2010. Both
guided stabilization/restoration work, including the last reroof.

NEGATIVE SURVEY DETERMINATION:

[(] NO EFFECT: No Historical Reseurces Present ‘
[Xf no cultural resources are present, or potentially present within the project APE, no further documentation is
required, Proceed to roview section VII. APPROVAL AND CERTIFICATION for signatuve]

L EXISTING CONDITIONS/RESOURCE STATUS Attach appropriate documentation (DFR 523 forms, ete,):
B. Resources within APE; [Site Number(s)/Description(s)/Date of Latest Recordation Form(s)/Additional Documentation (reports,
studies, etc)]: The Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe (National Register System Number 7600053 1),

C. Newly identified resources recorded or updated previous records?; Yes E] No X
Explain/List: The existing HSRs and plans are sufficient for guiding the proposed work, This work is to repair the roof because
the previous roofing project in 2008 did not follow the plans, :

II. ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION(S) (use continuation page [separate file] for additional resources identified):
A. Resource Evaluation and Significance (If resource is nominated or listed, do NOT fill out section IXB below. Attach
approprinte recordation forms fo review package. If not, move to sectlon XIB below). |
Resource Name / Site Number: The Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe
Resource Type is: Individual Building/Structure Archaeological Site(s) [ ]  Landscape District []
"Historic Djstrict [[] Archaeological District ] TCP [] National Historic Landmark [} Cultural Preserve 7]
Nomnated for [_] or Listed [Jon:  California Register: Yes No[7] National Register: Yes[X] Nol[7]
(If Nominated; Eligibility Concurrence status by OHP; Yes [] No[[] In process [])

B. Site/Structure Eligibility Determination {(for newly recorded, non-nominated or listed resources):
Not Eligible []
Explain (include decumentation of negative DOR):

e

i




Log No.: CEQA No.:

Potentially Eligible []

Criteris: A—Events | B~ People[] C—Design[] D—Information [”]
Significance Statement:
Integrity Discussion:

L DPR POLICY COMPILIANCE

A. Ts project consistent with General Plan?: Yes[] No [ GP date:

B. Ifno General Plan, is project scope consistent with current resonrce use?: Yes [P No[]

C. Is project consistent with Cultural Resource Management Dirvectives?: Yes X No []

Comments: The plOJect proposes to replace the roof on the adobe following the treatment recommendations of the HSR and the
guidance of a roofing evaluation prepared by Franks & Brenkwitz, a local Histor: nml Architectoral firm, See Impact assessment below
for more detalls,

IV, IMPACT ASSESSMENT

A, Historic Resources

Historic Facitity Name(s): Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe

Will the proposed project impact historic resources? Yes [] No .

~ Describe impacts or non-impacts and provide Comments:

The project consists of re-roofing the historic adobe, It states that a new roof is needed due to roof deficiencies (leakage), improper
instaliation, and shihgle exposure was incorrectly installed, Per the Existing Roaﬁng Evaluation Report for Castro ddobe State
Historic Park (Franks & Brenkwitz, 2017), there were multiple problems with the previous roof installation, Since the PEF referenced
this report, all of its recommendations are evaluatéd below:

Discussions in the Existing Roofing Evaluation Report
e  During one of our site visits, it was discovered that rainwater was leaking through the east roof overhanging the Corredor and
falling an the ground surface below, Currently, the roof in that area consists of 2x4 rafters with skip sheathing and wood cedar
shingles above, The roof was installed in 2008 and the shingles used were fire retardant, After some further discovexy, it

annﬂaxsihtmlhm.wasmnot,any kind of membrane.(fo lt,_peel-andwsdsk,-ete)-underlying~the—s‘hinglewverthe—em redorThus;

the water was working its way through the shingle courses to the area below. In referencing the original drawings, it appears
that this was the intent of the detail, presumably to yield a more authentic look by seeing the underside of the shingles and not
the felt, ete, Because we are now intending to install boards undereath the rafters and form a celling at the Corredor, thls
existing situation must be resolved in order to prevent future failures,

Evaluation; The report recommends installation of boards underneath the rafters to form a ceiling in the Corredor and then installing

some king of membrane underlying the shingles, This recommendation contradicts the recommendations of the FISR (See page 90) that
states, “The solid sheathing of the Corvedor roof is termite ridden and should be replaced with skip sheathing with the shingles vistble
on the underside us is kistorically accurate.” This requirement was continued in the updated HSR from 2010 (Hildebrand and Wulzen

2010) which states, “A layer of plywood rests directly on the rafters; it extends to the exterior face of the walls, Layers of underlayment -

and breathable membrane are sandwiched beneath the shingles of the finished roof, Over the corredor, skip sheathing has been vsed
instead of plywood to achleve the appearance of the simple original roof from the under side, This detail should not be painted” (page
18). In most egses, any variation from. this design is an Adverse Effect on the building, In this case, however, The HSR identifies that
the ceiling upstairs should be restored. There is a potential project to coniplete this task, If the ceiling is restored, this action will have
No Adverse Effect to the building, If the ceiling is not restored, then there will be an Adverse Effect, To reduce this effect to having
No Adverse Effect on the building, see Condition 1 in Section V,A.

s Upon further discovery by the contractor and his roofing sub, several other deficiencies in the overall roof were noted,

o Firstly, the original installation of the fire relardant shingles was done with what appears to be 8d palv, gun nails, as
opposed to recommended® 3d Stainless Steel nails. See photo below (Fig. 3) [In original Report not in this 5024]
showing the underside of the sheathing where the nails penetrated the plywood sheathing, It Is not clear if the nails

.. were overdriven or not,

o Secondarily, the nailing location was not at a recommended* location: the nails were placed too high up on the
shingle- normal practice g to nail approx. 1.5" above the exposure line and the sample shingle we examined was 4"
above the line.

o Thirdly, the exposure (part of shingle IRt to the weather) for the shingles was too great, At 5" the exposure creates a

sifuation that nvites curling and cupping. Recommended™ exposure for a# Ishingle that is 16" long Is 3 3/4" max.

L
|
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Evaluation: The stainless steel nails were approved in the original project and were part of the speeifications. They should have been
used, The previous project also deviated from standard pailing locations. The proposed project will nse the appropriate nails and
locations. The exposure was wrong because the previous project failed to use the shingles specified in the HSR. The 18” shingles
specified would have had the appropriate ares of shingle exposed. All three of these actions are correcting issues based on the previous
project not following the project specifications, Those specifications, including the shingled roof were approved in the HSR and
supplemental FISR. This proposed work will have No Adverse Effect on the building.

° Lastly, over the Corredor area where the roof is of a lower piich ( 2 5/8:12), the Ca. Building Code in Chapter 15 states that
in areas nnder & 3:12 pitch, a wood shingle roof shall not be permitted to be Installed. Historically where we have seen wood
shingle roofs installed at under 3: 12 pitches, we have typically seen an underlayment consisting of a poel and stick type
membrane to combat the low slops problem. Seeing as how there is currently no membrane installed, the current situation is
in in need of correction.

o As a side note, there is no attic ventilation present in the system as constructed, although because much of the

existing ceiling of the building has been removed this has not really been an issue, 1t will, however, become
Important when the celling is reinstalled, Thus, consideration should be given for eave vents and either a ridge vent
(preferred) or gable end vents (not preferred due to aesthetic impact),

- Evaluation; Section 8-105 of the California Historicol Building Code (Specifically Section 8-105.1) States, “Repairs to any portion of

a qualified historical building or property may be made in-kind with historical materials and the use of original or existing historical
methods of construction, subject to conditions of the CHBC,” The shingled roof falls under this profection, Furthermore, the original
HSR specities that the roof should be replaced with shingles 5” to the weather over skip sheathing (page 88). The 2010 Supplemental
HSR described the roof over the corredor as having skip sheathing Instead of plywood to achieve the appearance of the simple original
roof from the under side (page 18). As previously discussed, there ix a plan fo reingtall the cefling on the second floor, This ceiling will
over the exposed roofing. The proposed project as described in the PEF addresses the roof and will be evaluated below, This
evaluation addresses the consideration of adding a ridge vent and eave vents, The HSR and the supplement discuss vents on the north
wall for a brasero or the Cocina, The original FISR also had the following recommendation; “Re-frame the roof with exposed rafters
and redwood sheathing exposing the underside of the shingles. Tnstall metal mesh in the ventilation openings to prevent entry of bats”

(page 93). It is common practice to install the ridge vent and eave vents on historic buildings (the Ceniral Bnilding, a historicadobe-at

Suiter’s Fort, is a good example of this). The eave vent cavérs must be painted to match the exterior painting so they blend with the
building, The ridge vent is not noticeable to the untraimd eye from the ground level , This action would have No Adverse Effect on
the building,

The Project Description from the PEF

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

Evaluation: There is some concern about reroofing in wooden shingles because the house originally had tile roofing. The original
HISR addressed this concern:

The ultimate preservation. tregtment Is restoration to reflect the period of significance, the Castro family era from
citea 1848 to 1883, Since funding is not yet available for the restoration phase, it will be completed at a later date, or
pethaps incrementally, Restoration tasks encompass reconstructing two inferfor partition walls upstairs, re-wiring the
building more aesthetically in keeping with an as-yet-to-be-done interpretive plan, heating the second floor (if
determined feasible and advisable), replacing the adobe pavement with a board walk, reshingling the roof,
repairing/replacing wall finishes (mud plaster) and re-painting the building with historically acuur'lte paint colots
(page 6).

In discussing later rehabilitation efforts, the HSR stated:

* The carpot! was reconstructed in kind and the entive building re~roofed again in kind. This brings us to the second
factor that hampered Elizabeth in pursuing her goal: lacking historical photographs and architectural historical
research, she was unaware of the relptive newness of the carport and the fact that shakes were not the historically
appropriate roofing material. She and her predecessors were not aware that hand rviven and shaved shingles were
produced for the entire California and Sandwich Islands market at Rancho Corralitos just across the northern rancho
boundary on contract with Thomas O, Larkin as early as 1835, The Pajaro Valley and Senta Cruz Mountains were
the prifary source of roofing material for the state during the entire Mexican era (page 82). . . The present shake
roof is not historic and should be replaced with shingles 57 to the weather over skip sheathing (page 88),

e e b e o e
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The Supplemental HSR (2010) stated the following:
The FISR recommended that the cocina be roofed with 36” Jong barn shingles as shown in the earliost photographs
we have, Originally, the shingles would have been Installed directly on top of skip sheathing as the finished roof,
Now, standing inside the cocing and looking up at the nnder side of the new roof, one sees a layer of shingles above
the skip sheathing to give the correct appearance in the interior (Photograph 12) [in the supplemental report but not
copied here], Above this, the engineered roof has layers of plywood, underlayment, breathable membrane, and the
exterior layer of 36” long shingles (pages 10-11).

The above discussion and thorough research on the shingle roof combined with early historic photographs in these reports illustrates
that the roof will be replaced accurately inkind with a roof that reflects a style that was elther original to the house or an early

-replacement that occurred during the period of significance identified in the HSR. Furthermore, this project replaces the roof in kind,

with the exception of using a longer shingle that was specified for the prior roofing project. This roof will have No Adverse Effect on
the building.

The proposed project also discusses adding metal flashing. It is common practice to ingtall metal or copper flashing that blends with or
is coneealed by the soof. It is not seen from the ground and is reversible. Addiog metal flashing will have No Adverge Effect on the
building. '

Is proposed project consistent with Secretary of Interior’s Standards and Guidelines?: Yes Bd No[]
Explain: This project replaces the roof 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. Archaeological Resources
Site Number(s):

~ Archacologieal Site ’]‘ype~ Historic [[]  Prehistoric [[]  Unknown [_]

Will the proposed project impact archaeological resources? Yes | No[]
Describe impacts or non-impacts and provide Comments:

_¥s proposed g‘oject consistent with Secretary of Interior’s Standards and Guidelines in relation to archaeological resources?:

Yes No
Explain:

V, TREATMENTS AND MITIGATION

A, Would project redesign lessen resource impacts?; Yes <] No []
Explain: If the ceiling is not reinstalled on the second floor, the exposed rafters must show the shingles from underneath. To avoid an
Adverse Etfect on the building Cultural Condition 1 must be followed,

Cultural Condition 1; If the rafters are stiil 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 ingtalling the exposed roofing shingles on top of felt
(See drawing below), Note: this method is only for the exposed areas of the Corredor roof. (While roofing felt is preferred, ice and
water shield is acceptable,) The 2010 FISR describes a similar method. that was used on the Cocina;
“The HSR recommended that the ¢ocina be roofed with 36” long 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, standing inside the cocing and Jooking up at the under side of the new roof, one sees a layer of shingles above
the skip sheathing to give the correct appearance in the interior (Photograph 12) [In the HSR], Above this, the
engineered roof has layers of plywood, underlayment, breathable membrane, and the exterior layer of 36” long
shingles” (page 10-11),

See Sketch below on next page,
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B. Are appropriate treatment measures included within project scope?: Yes [] No[X]
Explain: It appears that there was a previous project to reinstall the second floor ceiling, based on the roofing report, I that ceiling is

—pot-installed. then-there-are-nob-appropriate-treatment-measures Cuttural Condition 11w Séctmﬁ VAL EBOVE st be Tollowed, T

ihe ceiling is in place, then \‘he project includes appropriate treatment measures.

C.. Does treatment involve salvaging historic fabric or exeavating archacologicsl deposits?: Yes 0 ne X
If yes, has a recordation program of archacological treatment plan been approved by a senior-devel CRS? Yes 7 N[
Explain:

€, In orderfo bring the projeet into compliance with the Secretary of the Interiors Standards, the project should proceed

with the following modifications or special provisions (Identify specific treatment measures): It appears that there was a
previous project o reinstall the second floor ceiling, based on the roofing report. If that ceiling is not installed, then Caltural
Condition 1 must be followed.

Cultural Condition 1: If the rafters are still exposed, install 4 layer of shingles directly to the rafters before adding 15# asphalt
saturated building felt or similar product over this base Iayer 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 roof. (While roofing felt is preferred, ice
and water shield is acceptable.)

VI BETERMINATION

A. Ts documentation sufficient for Determination of Effect?: Yes [[] No [[]
I vo, check below:

[[] MO DETERMINATION OF EFFECT CURRENTLY POSSIBLE

Explain:

I Yes: the reviewer has sufficient documentation fo defermine that the Proposed Projeet will have:
N No Effect: No Historical Resources Present (See Section )
1 NoEffect: No Historical Resources Affected
B No Adverse Effect
1 Adverse Effect
on the Historical or Archueological Resources of the State Park System.
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Explain: 1 the second floor celling is reinstailed or there are plans and funding to reinstall it within the next five years, the project
will have no adverse effect because this project replaces the roof in kind (with the exception of uging a longer shingle that way
specified for the prior roofing project). The metal flashing is reversible and blends with the roof. If there are no plans and more
specifically, no funding to reinstall the celling on the second floor, then the projeet must be altered to reflect the changes required by
Cultural Coundition 1.

Cultural Condition 13 If the rafters ave 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 shingles on top of
felt {See drawing below). Note: this method is only for the exposed areas of the Corredor roof, (While roofing felt is preferred, jce
and water shield is acceptable.)

Has a Secondary Review of this DOE been completed by a Cultural Resource Specialist?: Yes[ ] No [X
VI APPROVAL AND CERTIFICATION ;
(APPROVAL OF THIS PROJECT IS CONTINGENT ON PROJECT SCOPE NOT BEING CHANGED FROM ABOVE

DESCRIPTION. IF SCOPE IS ("‘HANC;E!), PROJECT MANAGER MUST CONTACT CULTURAL RESOURCE
REVIEWER(S) FOR POTENTIAL REVIEW.)

Primary Reviews:

Historical Review

1 recommend this project be Approved [[]  Not Approved ]  Approved Conditionally [X

Explaiiv. If the second floor ceiling is reinstalled or there are plans and funding to reinstall it wwhm the next five years, the project will
have no adverse effect because this project replaces the roof in kind (with the exception of using a longer shingle that was specified for
the prior roofing project). The metal flashing s reversible and blends witl the roof. If there are no plans and more specifically, no
funding to reinstall the ceiling on the second floor, then the project must be altered to reflect the changes required by Cultural
Condition 1.

v Gppltuprat-Condition-1o- 1 the rafters-are-stithexpoved; sl 8 Hysr 6T SRIREIRS Aiecily 1o the Tafters before adding 15# asphalt

‘Historical Reviewer: Dan Osanna b@% (Ot

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 roof, (Wi&ﬂe roofing felt is preferred, ice
and water shield is. acceptable.)
NOTE: See sketch in Section V. A, above for more detail,

Date: 10/30/18

Title: Envirenmental Program Manager [ Phone # (916) 445~§836

Hours Spent on Evaluation: 7

Archacological Review . ,
[ recommend this project be Approved [[]  Not Approved [T1  Approved Conditionally [_]
Explain:
Archaeological Reviewer: _ Duter
Tithe: Phone #:

Hours Spent on Evaluation:

Restoration Architect Review ‘
I recommend this project be Approved [[]  Not Approved [[]  Approved Conditionally [[]
Explain:
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Architectural Reviewer: ’ Dates ‘

Title: Phone #;

Hours Spent on Evaluation:

Secondary Review:
I recommend this project be’ Approved [_] Not Approved [[]  Approved Couditionally [[]
Explain:
Secondary Reviewer:
Title: Phone #:

Comments;

Project Manager;
I understand that this project as proposed or modificd may affect historical or archacological resources. 1 will insure that all i
reatment-measuresrecossary for thie project to confirm with Historic Preservation standards and professional gnidelines will :

| be carried out as specified above. If project scope is changed, X will contact cultural resonree reviewer(s) for potenilal re-
1 review, , : .

‘ Project Manager:
Titles - Phone #:
Date: : . FAX it

Note: All review packages must include a project map and appropriate documentation. For archagological surveys, attach DPR. 649
(or equivalent) with coverage map and site records. For historic structures, attach DPR 523 or 750, For archacological sites, attach
DPR 523, )




FRANKS & BRENKWITZ, LLP
ARCHITECTURE +PLANNING +HISTORICAL
PO Box 597, Aptos, CA 95001-0597
Phone (831) 662-8800
Fax (831) 662-3524

Castro Adobe State Historic Park
August 21st, 2017

During the winter of 2016-2017, 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).

RAIN WATER




Secondarily, the nailing location was not at a recommended* location: the nails were placed too high
up on the shingle- normal practice is to nail approx. 1.5” above the exposure line and the sample
shingle we examined was 4" above the line. (Fig. 4)

Thirdly, the exposure (part of shingle left to the weather) for the shingles was foo great, At 5” (Fig. 5),
J RecoriHisHisd exposue for a i

Fig. 5 ”
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A properly installed shingle roof should last 15-20 years ih 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 collaborate with your roofer of choice in order to come up with a proper
specification and any needed details.

*Recommendations based on the “New Roof Construction Manual” by the Cedar Shake
and Shingle Bureau, April 2013,
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& State of California — The Resources Agency
&) DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

FROM: Department of Parks and Recreation

TO: State Clearinghouse

Office of Planning and Research ‘ 1416 Ninth Street
1400 Tenth Street, Room 222 P.O. Box 942896

P.O. Box 3044 Sacramento, California 94296-0001 .
Sacramento, California 95812-3044 _

SUBJECT: FH’ing of the Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 of the PRC,
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NUMBER: 2005052063
PROJECT TITLE: Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe Seismic Stabilfzaﬂon

CONTACT PERSON: Gail Sevrens PHONE NO.: (916) 445-8827
One Capitol Mall, Sulte 500
Sacramento, CA 95814

PROJECT LOCATION: 184 Old Adobe Road, Watsonville, Santa Cruz County

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The Department of Parks 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 will

be conducted in a manner conslstent 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
apphcable state building and safety codes and the Historic Structures Report (Kimbro et al. 2003). The
following is a summary of the planned improvements: 1.) Provide structural stabilization of the bullding.

2.) Seal the building envelope and reestablish historic elements of the bunding 3.) Provide design. work

to improve architectural elements of the building.

This.is_to_advise that the-California-Department-of- Parks—and~Reereation-has-approved thwbove—'—

project on July 28, 2005, and has made the following determinations regarding the above
described project:

1. Xl The project will not have a significant effect on the environment.
l:'] The project will have a significant effect on the environment.

2. [_] An Environmental impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of
CEQA. ,
X A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project, pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

‘Mitigation measures were [_|were not made a condition of the approval of the project.
A Mitigation reporting or monitoring plan was [] was not adopted for this project.

A Statement of Overriding Considerations [Jwas [X] was not adopted for this project.

6. Findings [ were []were not made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

o~

This is to certify that the final EIR with comments and responses and record of project approval, or the
Negative Declaration, is available to the General Public at the California Department of Parks and

Recreation, Northern Service Center, located at One Capitol Mall, Suite 410, Sacramento, CA 96814.

Stephen R. Lehman
Deputy Director, Acquisition and Development Division

Date

DPR 507 {Rev. B/20041Word £/20/2004)

i

i
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California Department of Parks and Recreation :

Historical Review [X] Archaeoclogical Review [} Both [
Project Ev aluanon
N {(P.R.C. 5024, 5024.5 and E.O. W-26-92)
PI\OIE(" 'F: Rancho San Andreas Castro Adobe Repair and Renovation
PARK UNIT: Rancho San Andreas Castro Adobe DISTRICT: Monterey

Project Manager: Ron Eane :

Date: 7/14/03 Contact Phone #: (831) 657-6331 FAX % 831 649-7137 Ermail: rhane@parks.ea.goy

PROJECT DESCRIPTION/ DEFINE AP.E, BOUNDARY: Project will contr act for Architectural and Engineering services to

provide design work for temporarily shoring mstable porrions of the building, and design and engineering for the rapair and seismic

retrofitiing and stabilization of the adobe stracture.

Source of Funding/Amount: Major Capital Outlay

CULTURAL RESOURLCES:

HISTORIC ] ARCHABOLOGICAL [] TRADITIONAL CULTURAL PROPERTY [[J NOWE []
POTENTIALLY PRESENT (i.. potentially buried resources or survey inconclusive due to inaccessibility) X X
APE visited by Cultural Resourees Staff YesJ No [[] -

Narpe:  Mait Bischoff Date; various

o Methods of Inventory:

Records Review [X] Site Hxswr‘y Research [ ] Field Survey [ | S:vbsurface Testing [ ] Other [

Explain Findings:
The Rancho San Andreas Castro Adobe was constructed by the Jose Joaquin Castro farnily, who were prominent in the

history of the region. The building is approzimately 153 years old.

NEGATIVE SURVEY DETERMINATION:
(] NO EFFECT: No Historica] Resources Present
- ™ po cultural resources are present, or potentially present within the pro;ect ATPE, no further documentation is

' mired. Proceed to review section V. APPROVAL AND-GERTIFICATION forsig J&LUIEJ

I EXISTING CONDITIONS/RESQURCE STATUS Attach appropriate documentahon @PR £23 forms, ete.):
A. Resowrces within APE:
Site Number(s)/Description(s)/Tiate of Lateat Recordation ’?orm(s)/Add tional Documentation (reports, studies, etc):

B. Newiy ilentified resources recorded or updated previons records?: ‘Sfes B mo ]
Explain/List:
Rancho San Andreas Castro Adobe
i, ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION(S) (duplicate this section as many fimes as necessary for resources identified):
A. Resource Evalnation and Significance’ (I resonrce is mominafed or listed, do NOT fill out section I8 below. Atach
appropriate recordation forms to review package. If not, move to section IIB below). ‘
Resource Name/SiteNvomber:
Resonrce Type is; Individoal Bmldmv/Strucme B4 Aschaeological Site(s) [ ] Landscape District [
Historic District || Archaeclogical District [ rer 173 Neatlonal Historic Landmark [l Cultusel Preserve [
Nominated for [ ] or Listed [ Jon:  California Register: Yes %, No[X] National Register: Ye&ﬁ No
(f Nominated: Eligibility Concurrence status by O¥P: Yes || No[ ] Inprocess N 7o

B, Gite/Structure Bligibility Determination (fnr newly recorded, non-nominated or Hsted resources):

Mot Eligible [ ]
Explain (include docnmentation of negative DOE):

Potentially Eligible i . v ‘ .
Criteria: A—Bvents[<] B-People[ | C—Design[ | D—Information [ ] : \
w-oignificance Statement:
The adobe appears o be potentially eligible for listing in the state and national registers, It was constructed by the Jose
Joaguin Castro family, who were prommcnt in the hlStOl‘j: of the region, and is approximately 153 years old.
Integrity Discussion:
Although the building has been modmcd oves the yeaIs it rctams sufficient integrity to reflect iis historical associations.
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as a Secondary Review of this DOE been completed by a Cultural Resource Specialisi?: Yes 3 ™o

V1. PPROVAYL AND CERTIFICATION }
(APPROVAL OF THIS PROJECT IS CONTINGENT ON PROJECT SCOPE NOT BEING CHANGED FROM ABOVE
PESCREPTION. IF SCOPE IS CHANGED, PROJECT MANAGER MUST CONTACT CULTURAY. RESQURCE

REVIEWER(S) FOR POTENTIAL REVIEW,)

Primary Reviews;

Historical Review , .
T recommend fhis project be Approved X NotApproved [ ] Approved Conditionally 1
Explain: The project will help to proiect fhis fmportant historical resource. :
Historical Reviewer: MattC, Bischoff Date; 07/14/2003
Title: Historian II , Phone #: 8§31 657-6316
Hours Spent or Evaluation: 1
Archaeological Review

1 recommend this project be Approved Not Approved [l Approved Conditionally ]
Explain: . ‘

Arcaheological Reviewers A7IAEA F7UDEBEAND Date: 7%2 J%,/, s
Title: Ass . STATE FWCHAESIAST Pronets §H LS T 631/

" Fours Spent on Evahiaton: 7
Restoration Architect Review . '
I recommend this project be Approved [ ] Not Approved [} Approved Conditionally 1
Explain:
 Arehitectural Reviewer: T Date:
Title: oo Phome #

Hours Spent on Evaluation:

Secondary Reviews |
I recommend this project be Approved [ Not Approved [ ] Approved Conditionally [

Explain:
Secondary Reviewer!

Title: ' ) Phone #:

Comments:
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~ FINAL
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

(with edits incorporated)

~ SEISMIC STABILIZATION o
RANCHO SAN ANDRES CASTRO ADOBE

State Clearinghouse #2005052063

July 2005

Lead Agency |

~ State of California -
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
Acquisition and Development Division
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measures will be included in contract specifications and instructions to DPR personnel
involved in implementing the project.

MiTicATION MEASURES AIR-1

¢ All equipment engines will be maintained in good condition, in proper tune
{(according to manufacturer’'s specifications), and in compliance with all
applicable State and federal requirements.

o Excavation activities would be suspended when sustained winds exceed 15 mph
or instantaneous gusts exceed 25 mph.

¢ All trucks hauling dirt, sand, or loose materials will be covered or maintain at
least two feet of freeboard.

. Inactlve storage piles will be covered.

MITIGATION MEASURE CuLT-1

e Whenever applicable, the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for historic
structure rehabilitation will be foliowed.

o Wherever possible, historic building elements and features must be protected
preserved and/or reproduced with like-kind materials. Any material attached to
the historic fabric of the building must be done in a reversible manner.

» Any attachment to historic fabric that differs from the Rehabilitation Drawings
must be approved, in advance, by a DPR-qualified cultural resource specialist.
All modifications will comply with the California 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 cultural resource specialist must be notified 72 hours in -
advance, when the exposure of historic fabric is likely. The cuitural resource
specialist will monitor the work and record pertinent mformatlon

MiTiIGATION MEASURE CULT-3 -

» Coring and rod reinforcement will be completely hidden within the walls.

¢ Grout injected into wall cracks will be tinted to match the existing bricks and
grout. -
Wall finishes will closely match existing surfaces wherever posslble
Existing adobe bricks will be used whenever possible.
Replacement adobe bricks will be selected in consultatuon with a DPR—quaherd
cultural resource specialist.

(project name)
{park name)
Callifornia Department of Parks & Recreation

i -




MimcaTioN MEASURE GEO~T SEISMIC RETROFIT

This project will stabilize and seismically retrofit the Adobe gccording 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
Report by E. Leroy Tolles of ELT and Associates (included as part of the 2003
Historic Structures Report).

Any new (or existing) equipment (hot water heaters, tall bookcases etc) mstalled
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 mspect the building as soon as possible after a large
earthquake to ascertain any damage. Any major damage would require
inspection by a qualified structural engmeer before the butldmg could resume use
by Park staff or the public.

MiTicATION MEASURE GEO-2

*

Best Management Practices (BMPs) would be used to prevent excessive soil
erosion or loss of topsoil while the ground surface is disturbed. Any stormwater
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 condltlons

MITIGATION MEASURE HAZMAT 1

All 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, where refueling, lubrication, and maintenance of equipment may occur. In
the event of any spill or release of any chemical in any physical form at the
project site or within the boundaries of Rancho San Andrés Castro Adobe during
construction, the contractor would immediately notify the appropriate DPR staff
(e.9,, pro;ect manager or supervisor).

Equipment would be cleaned and repaired (other than emergency repairs)
outside the park boundaries. All contaminated water, sludge, spill residus, or
other hazardous compounds would be disposed of outeude park boundanes ata
lawfully permitted or authonzed 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, including workers. Since the point
count method was not utilized to refine the asbestos percentage results, all
asbestos-containing material 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




Summary of change and significance
Changes size and number of center cores used to stabilize the structure.

Finding
Not applicable.

Chapter 3, Sectmn V. Cultural Resources, page 26, Mitlgation Measure Cult-1, 4"
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 followed,

Finding
No change in orlgmal findings.

Chapter 3, Section V1. Geologfy'and Soils, page 31, Mitigation Measure Geo-1, 1st
bullet will be revised to read:

¢ This prOJect will stabilize and seismically retrofit the Adobe accordmg 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

Reportby E-Leroy Tolles of ELT and Associates (included as part of the 2003
‘Historic Structures Report).

Summary of change and significance
Insignificant clarification to indicate that general recommendatlons will be followed.

Finding
No change in original findings.

This document, along with the Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (SCH#
2005062063), 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 Andrés Castro Adobe.

Pursuant to Section 21082.1 of the California Environmental Quality Act, the California
Department of Parks and Recreation (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

vi
{project name)

(park hame}
California Department of Parks & Recreation




DRAFT

INITIAL STUDY
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

RANCHO SAN ANDRES CASTRO ADOBE
 SEISMIC STABILIZATION PROJECT
SANTA CRUZ COUNTY

May 2005

State Of Califomaa e
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATBON
Acquisition and Development Division




State of California » Tha Resourges Agency o ' Arnold Schwarzenegger, Govarnor

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION | - Ruth G, Coleman, Director
ACQUISITION AND DEVELOPMENT DIVISION « One Gapital Mall - Suite 500, Sacramento CA 95814

DATE: WAy 11, 2005

SUBJECT: NOTIGE OF AVAILABILITY AND INTENT TO ADOPT AN INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE PROPOSED RANCHO SAN ANDRES CASTRO
ADUEE SEISMIC STABILIZATION PROJECT

The California 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 Quality Act (CEQA) and State CEQA Guidelines. DPR is the lead
agency for the proposed project under CEQA.,

Project Location: Rancho San Andrés 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 Andrés Castro
Adobe. The Adobe is listed on the National Register of Historic Places and is designated as a
State Landmark. Therefore, all 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, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing
Historic Buildings (Weeks and Grimmer 1995). The following is a summary of the planned

. improvemesnts:

1.} Provide structural stabilization of the buliding, including:
a. Seismically retrofitting the Adobe structure, incorporating centar core-drilled rods

throLGH Tiill isight of walls!

b. 8trengthening the second floor by cladding steel strengthening plates alongside
each floor joist.

toReframing roof 6

ctiire, and anchoring it to the per;mei:er adobe walls,

leaving historic roof framing material in place.
2.) Beal the building envelope and reestablish historic elements of the building, including:
a. Repair or reconstruction of the damaged or collapsed portions of adobe brick walls,
Replacement includes 35% of the cocina walls and the upper south gable of the
main structure.

ringing the framing back to its historic

from below through spaced skip sheathing, vs. the existing nonhistoric stam:f»ami type
shinges currently on the building.

d. Reconstruction of the east wall, southerly direction of the cocina.

a8, Repairthe @fmr;z}r aboba p%zastar finishes to seal the building envelope and protect

3.) Provide design work fo improve architectural elements of the building, Including:

a. Replacement of the east corredor (balcony) roof to its historically correct pitch and -
framing, the easl balustrade to historic and code-compliant height, and the corredor
support posts to thelr historic design.

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




2@@9@4824@

N _Stafo of Gallfornia « The Resource. _jency ___ Amold Schwarzenegger, Governor

A DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION « Central Service Center Ruth G. Coleman, Director
21 Lower Ragsdate Drive « Monteray, CA 93040 « (831) 667-6300

September 7, 2004

Dave Vincent, District Superintendent
8anta Cruz District Administrative Office
‘California State Parks

303 Big Tree Park Road

Felton, CA 95018

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

Dear Dave,

J akn enclosing a hew Project Evaluation Form for the permanent stabilization 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
against molsture Intrusion, the working drawings for the temporary structural shoring, and the concept
stabilization design, All that remains is o have the actual temporary shoring work consfructed. We are
in the process of getfing that out to bid,

The purpose of this new PEF is to allow for the actual construction of the permanent building

e GHA D lizat o P Fhig-work-described-in-this-P EFis-considerably morerinvasive thamthat Which was dohe

in the first phase of work, This work, which will entail physically affecting historic building materlal, will
definitely require a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) o satisfy the CEQA requirements.

in the time frame given us for the first phase of work, and because the language of the 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

MIND,

Please review this form with Jack Kirchner and respond with your comments in the approprla’ce
comments sections for District Supervisor and District Maintenance Chief,

Call me with any guestions or comments,
Best Wishes,

; ke Zuccars, Associate Architect : | i

Central Service Center
831.657.6312

ceCr Terry Lee, Project Manager
Attachment




Project ID'No, 0952M

PROJECT EVALUATION (PEF) PCANo., _18530

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Background: The Rancho San Andres Castro Adobe is an approximately 153-year-old Montersy Colonlal adobe residence located on
about one acre of land near Watsonville, Calffornia. It Is one of only four Hispanic period adobe structures remaining In Santa Cruz
Gounty and is the largest rancho home ever constructed in the county. It was built by the prominent, Mexiean-era, Jose Joaquin Castro
famlly. The structure s listed on the Natlonal Register of Historlc Places and is deslgnated as a Stale landmark. The structure has
recelved temporary shoring at the north gable ends of the maln structure and Cocina. The structure Is now In need of & permanent
structural stabilization,

8ite Conditions; The rhain adobe Is a two-story gabled sfructure with a one-story attached adobe constructed Cocina (historic kitchen)
and adjacent, non-historic carport, The structure was severely damaged by the Loma Prieta earthquake in 1989 and Is currently not
habltable, Frogressive creep over time In the floor jolsts has caused a compromising of the second floor load capacity, immediately
after the 1989 earthquake, Prior to the current temporary shoring work, previous bracing measures have proven to be inadequate. This
is particularly the case on the north end of the strusture where the coclna wall has slipped further out of alignment with more adobe
blocks falling from the upper walls, particularly along the northwest corper. Increased damage was documented last year after a
moderate earthquake shook the Gilroy region. In addition, several architectural elemants, ncluding both the exterior and interfor stairs,
are Inadequate for habitation or are Inaccurate for the historlcally correct interpretation of the building,

The second floor suffers excessive deflection and requires stabllization to support possibie live loads of people and activities.
Presently, the second floor is suspended by stes) rods from trusses In the attic space concealed by walls, The roofing material was
historlcally shingles. Since the roof framing of the one-story Cocina shall be visible to visitors, the design should be historlcally
sensitive, while effective in minimizing seismic damage, Additional structural and architectural improvements are described below.
Funding: The primary funds are from the 2002-2005 Major Capital Outiay project titied: Rancho $an Andreas Castro

Adobe Repalr and Renovation,

Purpose: The project is to Include the following:

1, Provide structural stabllization of the building, including:
a. Seilsmically retrofitting the adobe structure, Incorporating center core-drilled rods through full height of
walls, , ;
5 strerigthening the Becond Floor by cladding steel strengthening plates alongside each floor jolst,
c, Re-framing roof of maln structure, and anchoring it to the perimeter adobe walls, leaving historic roof
: ; framing material in place,
2 Sea] the buliding envelope and re-establish historic elements of the bullding, including:
8. Rapair or reconstruction of the damaged or collapsed portions of adobe brick walls, Replacement :
Includes 36% of the Cocina walls and the upper south gable of the main structure.
b. Replacement of the Cocina roof structure, bringing the framing back to ifs historlc accuracy '§
c. Re-roof Cocina with the historlcally accurate long barn shingles, that shall be visible from below through |
spaced skip sheathing, vs. the existing non-historic standard type shinges currently on the bullding.
d. Reconstruction of the east wall, southerly direction of the Cocina,
e Repalr the exterjor abobe plaster finishes to seal the building envelope and protect against moisture
intruslon, :
f. Re-roofing the main structure.
3. Provide design work to improve architectural elements of the building, including; .
a, Reptacement of the east corredor (‘balcony-Spanish transtation)roof to its historically correct pitch and

framing, the east balustrade to historic and code-compllant height, and the corredor support posts
to their historic design. 4 ‘

b. Removal of the non-historic fireplace and chimney and the reconstruction of the wall in this area,

c. Replacement of four west elevation windows in thelr historic location and replacement of deteriorated
wood lintels at the doors. :

d. Replacement of the exterlor stair, making it compliant with current building and safety codes
requirements
and more historically accurate.

a, Replace non-hlstoric Interior stair with one that is safer and less obtrusive.

f, Relocation of west corredor wood posts fo thelr historlcally accurate locations.

g. Repiace non-historic paving surfaces at east and west corridors with wood-framed boardwalk, as per the
historle photographs, Both walks shall meet current accessibility requirsments.

4, All work shall conform to the guidelines set forth in the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of

Historic Properties, and all regulatory bulldling and safety codes and the Historic Structures Report,
DFR 188 (Rev. 8/2002)(Word 8/2/2002) 2




Project ID No. 0952M

PROJECT EVALUATION (PEF) PCANo. 18530
YES MAYBE NO A, EARTH- WILL THE PROJECT:
L] L] 1. Create unstable soil or geologic conditions?
1 [] ] 2. Adversely affect topographic features?
[ ] X 3. Adversely affect any unusual or significant geologic features?
[] [] B4} 4. Increase wind or water erosion?
] [] X 5, Adversely affect sand deposition or erosion of a sand beach?
E X [ 8. Expose people, property, or facllities to geologle hazards or hazardous waste?
] X 7. Adversely affect any paleontological resource?
YES WMAYBE NO B, AR - WilLL THE PROJECT: :
[ ] X 1. Adversely affect general alr quality or climatic patterns? _
] X 2, Infroduce airborne pollutants that may affect plant or animal vigor or viability?
H L] 3, Increase levels of dust or smoke?
] X 4, Adversely affect visibllity? ;
B8  MAYBE NO €. WATER - WILL THE PROJECT: '
L] ] 1. Change or adversely affect movemnent in marine or fresh waters?
[l Cl X 2. Change or adversely affect drainage patterns or sediment transportation rates? -
[ M 3. Adversely affect the quantity or quality of groundwater? i
[ ] A, Adversely affect the quantity or quality of surface waters?
] ] b 5. Expose people or property to flood waters?
] ] K 6. Adversely affact existing or potential aquatic habitat(s)?
|
YES MAYBE NO D, PLANT LIFE - WILL THE PROJECT: |
[: ] ] 1. Adversely affect any native plant community? ;
] 1 B 2. Adversely affect any unique, rare, endangered, or protected plant species?
L] L] 3. introduce a new species of plant to the area?
O] O K 4, Adversely affect agricultural production?
[] L] B 5, Adversely affect the vigor or structure of any tree?
] L] X] 6. Encourage the growth or spread of alien (non-native) species?
O 0O K 7. Interfere with established fire management plans or practices?
YES MAYBE NO E, ANIMAL LIFE WILL THE PROJECT:
] L] B4 1. Adversely affect any native or naturalized animal popu!atlon?
] Cl <] 2. Adversely affect any unusual, rare, endangered, or protected species?
0 o K 3. Adversely affect any animal habltat?
O [ X 4, Introduce or encourage the proliferation of any non-native species?

DPR 183 (Rev. 8/2002)(Word 8/2/2002)




PROJECT EVALUATION (PEF)

SIGNATURE

' 4 Qow%fw
TITLE 4 7

Project ID No. 0962M

PCANo. 18530

PRINTED NAME

S USas S N

STHTE, TR Vo Th

DATE
8"/&3; /07¢

RESOURCE ECOLOGIST COMMENTS B No Significant impact

T Conditions, Mitgation L] Potential Impact

NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS ARE ANTICIPATED As A RESULT oF THIS TROTECT AS DESRBES

[ SIGNATURE PRINTED NAME
AM/)(% Ay Pacovic.
TITLE ) DATE
Assoe sre: Spre Rver Rescurce, Ecooa) s Q)2 /o

MAINTENANCE CHIEFIS UPERVISOR COMMENTS L] No Significant impact

[.J Conditions, Mitigation 1 Potential Impact

SIGNATURE

PRINTED NAME

THLE

DATE

“OTHER SPECIALIST COMMENTS

Dﬁo Signlﬂcant Impact ,
MOl s

L] Conditions, Millgation L) Potential Impact

w/tbat AMcommaadad wn Yoa HSR.

Vo ot

PRINTED NAME

EDNA E, kimgro

TITLZIZ\h DATE

OTHER COMMENTS [ No Significant Impact [} Conditions, Mitigation  { { Potential Impact
SIGNATURE PRINTELY NAME

TILE DATE

DPR 163 (Rev, 8/2002)(Ward 8/2/2002) 6
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PROJECT PHASE: Prefimirary Dealgn

PROVECT NAME: RSA Castro Ados Ropalr 8 Renovalion

DORAWING DATE: 741604
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PROJECT PHABE: Proliminary Dosign

PROJECT NAME: RYA Cuotio Adabe Repair & Rentvation

DRAWING DATE: 7-18:04
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PROJECT PHABE: Fratinvnaty Desigh

PROJECT NAME: H#SA Castro Adubo Repair & Rengvation

DRAWING DATE: 7+1¢-04
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Cocina: epr Corners & Replace Lower 48 inches !
of Adobe Wall Along Entire Length

e

e

NW Corner - Cocina : Re-Build Adobe Corner

‘Rancho 8an Andrés 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 8an Andrés Castro Adobe ~ Existing Conditions




Staia of Californla The Resource, sency ' A _ Amotd Behwarzenegger, Gavernor

® 21 Lower Ragadate Drive « Muntarey. CA 93940 « (831) 8578300

September 7, 2004

Dave Vincent, District Superintendent
Santa Cruz District Administrative Office
California State Parks

303 Big Tree Park Road

Falton, GA 95018

Re: Rancho San Andés Castro Adobe, PEF form for Building Stabilization
Dear Dave, ' T - ' '
] am enclosing & new Project Evaluation Form for the permanent stabilization 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.

Tha previous form you revieiwed and approved entalled a first phase of work on the project that
included: the writing of an Historic Structures Report, The temporary sealing of the building envelope
against molsture Intrusion, the working drawings for the temporary structural shioring, and the concapt
stabilization design. All that remains Is to have the actual terporary shoring work constructed. We are

& Y DEPARTMENT OF PARKS ANLY RECREATION « Central Service Center ' ' Ruth G, Coteman, Director

in-the-process-of getling-that-outte-bids

The purpose of this new PEF is to allow for the actual canstruction of the permanent building
stabilization. This work described in this PEF ig considerably more Invasive than that which was done
iri the first phase of worle.  This work, which will entail physically affecting historic building material, wili
definitely require & Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) to satlsfy the CEQA requirements,

In the tima frame given us for the first phase of work, and because the language of the COBCP
praverited us at the time from.-daoing the aciual construction, we had to hreak it into two PEF's. As
laborious as this process has besn, we are on track and we cl:on’t anticipate any holdups In getting the
MIND.

Please review this form with Jack Kirchner and respond with your cormments in the appropriate
comments sections for District Supervisor and District Maintenance Chisf,

Call mis with any questions or eomments,

ke Zuceara, Assoclate Architect
Central Service Center .
831.657.6312.

CcC: Terry Lee, Project Manager
Attachment




Project ID Mo,  0952M

PROJECT EVALUATION (PEF) PCANo. 18530
PROJECT DESGRIPTION

Background: The Rancho Ban Andres Castro Adobe s an approximately 153 -year-oltd Monteray Colonlal adobe resldence loeated on
about one acre of land near Watsonville, Galifornia, It is one of oniy Tour Hispanic period adohe strustures remalning in Santa Criz
Gounty and 15 the largest rancho home aver constiusted In the county. It was bullt by the prominent, Mexican-ara, Jose Joaguin Castro
family. The structurs s listed on the Natlonal Reglster of Historic Places and I8 designated a5 a State lantimark. The structurs has
received temporary shoring at the north gable ends.of the maln structure and Cocina The structure Is now In need of a permanent
structural stebilizatipn,

Site Conditions: The main adobe is a two-story gabled siructure with a oneustory altached adobe constructed Coving (historic Kitchen)
and adjacent, non-historic carport, The strusture was sevarely damaged by the Loma Prieta earthqueke In 1959 and 1s currantly not
habiteible, Pragressive creep over time in the floorjolsts has caused a compmmising of tha second floor load capasty. Immediately

- after the 1989 earthquake. Prior to the current temporaty shoring work, previous bracing measuires have proven to be Inadsguate. This

Is parficulerly ¢ case on'the horth end of the-strutturs where the cocina wall has slipped furthar out of alignment with more adobe
blocks falling from the upper waills, particularly along the nortbwast cormer. Increased damage was documentad Jast year after
moderate earthiquake shook the Gilroy reglon, In atgition, several architectural elemants, including both the extarior and Interior atairs,
dre inadeguate Tor habitation or are Inaccuraie for the historcally comect Interpratation of the bLlilding

The second floor suffers excessive deflection and naqulrea stabllization to support possibla live loads of people and activities.
Pregently, the setond floor Is suspendad by stesl reds from trusses in the attic space conesaled by walls, The roofing material was
historicaily shingles. Singe the ropf framing of the. one-story Cocina shall ba visible to visilors, the design shoutd b histericelly
sensltive, while effective in rainimizing selemic damage. Additians! strctural and architectural impiovements are desoribed below,
Funding: The primary funds are from the 2002-2005 Major Oapital Outlay project tiled; Ranche San Andieas Castro

Adobe Repalr and Renovation.

' Purpass: The project s to. include the following:

framing, the east balustrade 1o historle and caede-compliant height, and the corredor support posis
to thelr higtoric. desipn.

b, Remaval of the non-historic fireplacs and chimnay and the reconstruction of the wall in this area.

G Replacement of four west slevation windows In theli historic location and replacement of deteriorated
wood lintels at the doors,

d, Replacemant of ihe exterior stair, making it oomp!iant with current bullding and safety codes
recirements
and more historically aceurate,

8, Replace non-historic interior stair with. one that Is safer and less obtrusive,

f. Relocation of west corredor wood posts to their historically acourate locatlians,

d. Replace non-historit: paving surfaces at east and west corridors with wood-framed boardwalk, as per the
historic photographs. Both walks shall meet current aceessibliity requirements.

4, All work shall conform to the guidelines set forth In the Secrelary of the Interior's Standards for the Tre-atmfamof

Historic Properties, and all regulatory building and safaty codes and the Historic Structures Report, -
DRR 183 (Rav. 8l20n2)(Word ut.'e/zooz) 2

I Provide struciliral stablization of the building, iIncluding: i
: a 8ejsrnically retrofitiing the adobe structure, incorporating center sore-drilled rods through full helght of
walls, i
h. Strengthening the Second Fioor by cladding steel strenigthening plates alongside each floor jolst, 1
.. Re-freriing roof of main struciure, and ancharing It to the perimeter adobe walls, leaving historle roof :
framing material in place.
12 Beal the buliding envelope and re-establish historle slements of the bullding, including: ,
a, Rapair or reconstruction of the damaged or collapsed portions of adebe brick wells, Replacement :
includes 85% of tha Goclna walis and the upper south gable of the maln sticture.
h. Replacemant of the Cocina roof structurs, bringing the framing back to s historic accuracy ' ;
¢ Re-r60f Cotina with the historically accurate lang barn shingles, that shall be visible from below through
spaced skip sheathing, vs. the existing non-historic standard type shinges currently on the building.
d. Reconstruction of the east wall, southerly dlrect on of the Cocina.
a. Repair the exterior abobe. plaster finishes to-seal the building envelope and profem against moisture
intrision.
. A Re-roofing the malin siructure.
13 Provide design wark to improve architectural elements of the bullding, Including:
a’ Replacement of the east corredor {*haleony-Spanish translationroof to Its historically correct pltch and




Project i No, _0852M

PROJECT EVALUATION (PEF) PCANo. 18530
YES MAYBE NO A _EARTH - WILL THE PROJECT:
| [l ] %] 1. Create unstable soll or geologic corditions?
] i B 2. Adversely affect topographic features?
] ] B 3, Adversely affect any unusual or slgnifigant ge-ologlc features?
I T PN < . 4. Inorease wingd or-waler eresion? - -
] % & 5. Adversely affect sand deposition of erosion of @ sand bisach?
3 ] 8, Expase prople, property, or facilities 1o geclogic hazards or hazardous waste?
] I X 7. Ad\{ersel y-affect any paleontoiogical resource?
YES MAYBE NO B, AR~ WILL THE PROJECT:
] M 2 1, Adversely affect general air quality or climatic pattarns?
- ] & 2. Introduce airborne pollutants that may affect plant or anlmal vigor or viabmty?
] [ X 3. Incregse levels of dust or smoke?
] ! P 4. Adversely dffect visihillty?
S MAYBE NG C. WATER - WILL THE PROJECT:
L] ] ] 1, C;hange or adversely affedt movemient in maring or fresh waters”
[] % 2 Change or adversely affect drainage pattams or sediment transportation rates?
i 0o X 3, Adversely affect the quantity or quzlity of groundwater? -
] (| X 4. Adversely aifect the quantity ar.qusiity of surface waters?
] N % 5. Exposs peaple or property to flood waters?
o o ' 6. Adversely affect existing or potential aguatic habltat(s)?
YES WMAYBE NO D PLANT LIFE - WILL THE PRQJECT:
| 1 o 1. Adversely affect any native plant community?
] 0 o 2. Adversaly affect any unique, rare, endangered, or protected plant apemers?
1 O ] 3. Introduce a new species of plant to the area?
[ ] 4. Adversely affect agricultural production?
0o L 5. Adversely affect the vigor or structure of any treé?
- [ Li . K 8. Encourage the growth or spread of afien (non-native) species?
[ . 7. Interfera with established fire. management pians or pracﬁces?
YES MAYBE NO  E. ANIMAL LIFE - WILL THE PROJECT:
] Ll X] 1. Adversely affact any native or naturalized animat population?
[l ] X 2. Adversely affect any uiiusual, rare, endangerad, or protacted species?
(N 3. Adversely affect any animal habitat?
I ] X 4. Introdice or enceursge the proliferation of any nen-native species?

DPR 183 [Rev. 8/2002)(Word 8/2/2002) : 4




PROJECT EVALUATION (PEF)

1 SIGNATURE

gl f(@@}&wﬁ;m

Project ID No, 0952M
PCANe, 18530

PRINTED NAME

mE 7
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