Board Questions April 24, 2019

Director Kishimoto

Item 4 - 3 historic structures
* possible to get photos of the three?

Yes, see attached site photos of the three structures (Attachment 1)

* is goal to just “allow exterior viewing” or allow staff/contractors to occasionally enter safely to
monitor and do maintenance?

The goal is to allow exterior viewing for the public, no public entry into the structures.
Staff/contractors may safely enter to monitor and do maintenance

* if I want to see the historic reports by consultants, is there a PDF or | can borrow the
documents (after the meeting is fine or | will be at Midpen tomorrow at 12 to go wildflower
training)

LHC White Barn Historic Report (Attachment 2)

Beatty Historic Report (Note: this summary report was done for both Beatty and the Bear
Creek Stables) (Attachment 3)

Redwood Cabin (Attachment 4)

Item 3 - White Barn
* same question - how to view the historic report
Report Attached (Attachment 5)

* Also, is there a reason why most of the barn is closed to public? safety reasons or just nothing
to see?

Both safety and nothing to see. The interior of the barn is mainly used for storage so
there’s not much to see. Most of the interior (such as floor, roof height, and stairs) are
not ADA compliant so it poses safety concerns.

Item 8 - still reviewing but a couple preliminary questions:

* solar panels: covering 80% of roof - how many kW estimated to produce - what percentage of
building needs if we have rough estimate based on average use?

80% covered roof with PV would produce 187kw; however, this amount isn’t realistic
due to shade of trees/mechanical, and the subtraction of fire department’s walkways.


https://openspace.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/Projects/MAA22-004/ER2wgFGBO5BLkMLtwSnLBbcBFGXAKTDhohNN06yckxGYHA

60% covered roof with PV would produce about 140kw. This amount would be less than
half of what is needed to cover our expected use.

Question from General Manager Ana Ruiz: One remaining question though to help answer all
the questions raised: do the use of clouds require more energy use to warm/cool the space since
the clouds create more 3D space that needs to be controlled? Is this true as compared to ceiling
tiles, or is the difference negligible?

Regarding your questions on ceiling clouds, acoustic ceiling tiles and energy use, the
answer is no, ceiling clouds do not require more energy use as the heated or cooled air
would move easily in between the ceiling clouds. Acoustic ceiling tiles are porous and
warm/cool air circulates through them also, but not as easily as with the clouds; however,
the difference is negligible.

| also checked with our consultant and he indicated that the energy used in a space is
much more determined by things like solar gain, lighting and people. The difference
between a ceiling cloud and acoustic ceiling doesn’t really register compared to those
factors.

* impact on climate plan reduction goal - AO is 75% of District’s electricity use. And electricity
use is what percent of our climate emissions?

Electricity use is 4.8% of our total GHG emissions where, AQ’s electricity use would be
75% of 5% = 3.6% of the District’s total GHG emissions.

* ceiling clouds - report says they reduce noise - is that true? It would seem rooms with ceiling
clouds vs. conventional tiles use more heat and maybe absorb less noise - ?

Ceiling clouds absorb sound across their entire surface as these are hung parallel to the
ceiling. Sound absorption is achieved at two points. It is absorbed at the bottom face of
the cloud as the sound travels toward the underside of the slab above. Sound is also
absorbed at the top face of the cloud as it bounces back to the floor.

* Room for recycling ? Recycling will continue to change but please make sure there is some
wiggle room for containers

Noll & Tam will ensure of this. There is allocated space in the rear of the building as it
has the opportunity to be flexible in size.

* Exterior lighting of building, trees, safety lighting for night meetings to parking, out to
sidewalk? (what page?)

The current code requires path of travel lighting. This means from El Camino Real, up
the ramp, across the plaza to the entrance. Noll & Tam will meet with Midpen staff
about supplementing existing lighting in areas beyond that.



* LED checklist - the energy and atmosphere assume which scenario?

The LEED chart was done in early Dec 2018 and is conservative. As it was unclear at
the time of which mechanical scheme we would be using, many of the points are in the
“question” category. With new mechanical equipment, we will get more. If we re-use the
existing equipment, it should not change much.

* LED checklist - location and transportation - why zero points out of 16 for LED for
Neighborhood Development Location?

Because under the “Location and Transportation” credit if we take points in LTcl
“Neighborhood Development Location” we are not allowed to take points in the
remaining category credits. It’s a USGBC rule. We get more points this way.

* Sound - are acoustic tiles included?

Yes



SITE PHOTOS

Interior Photo of La Honda Creek Redwood Cabin
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Exterior Photo of La Honda Creek Redwood Cabin and Deck
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Exterior Photo of La Honda Creek Redwood Cabin and Deck



Exterior Photo of La Honda Creek White Barn

Exterior Photo of La Honda Creek White Barn



Exterior Photo of La Honda Creek White Barn and Road/Path in Front of it




Exterior Photo of Sierra Azul Beatty Property Home



Interior Photo of Sierra Azul Beatty Property Home

Interior Photo of Sierra Azul Beatty Property Home
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

LSA prepared a historical resource evaluation (HRE) of the Dyer Barn, part of the former the 615-
acre Dyer Ranch, a 250-acre portion of which is owned and managed by the Midpeninsula Regional
Open Space District (District). The Dyer Barn is located on Assessor Parcel Number 075-330-220,
encompassing 90.7-acres in a rural setting within the La Honda Creek Open Space Preserve in
unincorporated San Mateo County, California (Figures 1 and 2). The Dyer Barn is a rectangular
wood-frame, single-crib barn built circa 1860 on an open, sloping hillside site with two other
detached buildings in the vicinity. These buildings consist of (1) a contemporary single-story,
approximately 3,100 square-foot, single-family residence built circa 1948 approximately 280 feet
northeast of the Dyer Barn; and (2) a two-story, approximately 2,000-square-foot garage built circa
1950 approximately 120 feet to the east of the Dyer Barn. A paved driveway leads from a gate at
Allen Road to the main yard.

This HRE evaluates the eligibility of the Dyer Barn for inclusion in the National Register of Historic
Places (National Register) and the California Register of Historical Resources (California Register). For
the purposes of this evaluation, the “Dyer Barn” refers only to the subject barn built circa 1860 and
does not include the residence and garage referenced above. This HRE is based on background
research, an architectural field survey, and the application of evaluative criteria for the National
Register, found at 36 CFR §60.4; and for the California Register, found at California Public Resources
Code §5024.1. The Dyer Barn was part of a larger ranch property formerly owned by Calvin and Dora
Dyer, with additional buildings (since demolished circa 2012) located south and east of the Dyer
Barn.

This HRE documents the methods and results of the evaluation. Based on background research and
a field survey, LSA concludes that the Dyer Barn appears individually eligible for inclusion in both the
National Register and the California Register at the local level of significance under Criterion A/1 for
association with the early development of the ranching industry in the La Honda area; under
Criterion C/3 for its vernacular architectural qualities; and under Criterion D/4 for its notable
example as a local variation of the Vernacular architectural style, use of local materials, and as an
example of mortise-and-tenon joinery construction that may yield information important to history.
For these reasons, the Dyer Barn qualifies as a “historical resource” for the purposes of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), as defined at Public Resources Code (PRC) §21084.1.
This HRE also includes, in an appendix, the Dyer Barn Structural Conditions Assessment and
Treatment Recommendations prepared by Charles Duncan, preservation architect with Interactive
Resources, Inc.

P:\M0S1706_Dyer_Barn_HRE\HRE\LSA_Dyer_Barn_HRE_(FINAL)_2.6.18.docx (02/06/18) 1



HisTORICAL RESOURCE EVALUATION DYER BARN, LA HONDA CREEK OPEN SPACE PRESERVE
FEBRUARY 2018 UNINCORPORATED SAN MATEO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

TABLE OF CONTENTS

1.0 INTRODUCTION....ccteiteerecereroerecrerenresresrossssessassasssssssassassassassssassassassssnssassassassasnns 4
1.1  Project Site and DESCriPLioN .....ccuiiii ittt e e s erre e e s enrae e s senraaeeeans 4

I I o oY =Tt LTy ol T o) o o SRRSO OROROON 7

2.0 REGULATORY CONTEXT ..ccieeeiterecenreceeenreceeesrocasssracassssasassssasassosassssssassssssassssscnssasaes 8
2.1 National Historic Preservation ACt ........ccceeeiccieeeiiiieee et ee e e e s sve e e s sare e e e sareee s s aaaee s 8

2.1.1 Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation ACt .......ccccceeeeeeeeiiiiiiieee e 8

2.1.2 National Register of HiStOrC PlaCeS.........uuviiiieiieciiieiee ettt e e e e e e e ee s 8

2.2 California Environmental QUality ACt........ceiiiuiiiiieiiie et 9

2.2.1 California Register of HiStorical RESOUICES ........cceeiuuiiiiiieeeeeciieeeee e ettt e e e e e e e e iaeees 10

2.3 Midpeninsula Regional Open Space DiStriCt ......cceeiiiieciiiiiieeee e 12

2.3.1 Cultural Resource Goals, Policies, and Implementation Measures...........ccccceeeevveeeeevveeeennnen. 12

oY =Y = Y 15

2 TN =1 11 =41 ¢ 111 Y U SSRRT 16

3.0 METHODS ....cociiiiiiiiiiieiietiettteteettetaesstesasssresassssasassssssassasasassasassssessssssosasassasnsanse 17
I A YT ole] o [T T of o SRR 17

3.2 Literature and Map REVIEW ........uiiieiiiie ittt e e e rte e e e eiae e e e s ate e e e e ate e e e s ntaeeeennees 18

3.3 Archival RESEAICH . ..eviiii et e e e e e e e e et re e e e e ate e e e e rtee e e nanees 18

3.4 FIEIA SUIVEY oottt ettt e e et e e e et e e s et e e e s s ate e e s ebteeeeestaeeeensteeesanstaaasnnsees 18

4.0 RESEARCH AND FIELD SURVEY RESULTS....cccititceiteteceirerecerereensrecesssrecassssacassasases 19
R 20T ol oY o F T =T ol o [P SURRN 19

4.2 Literature and Map REVIEW ......cceiii i ieiiiieie e ettt e e e eeectreee e e e e e s e saanae e e e e e e e senntraeeeeeseennnnns 19

4.3 Archival RESEAICH ..ccceeiiiec et e e e e e e e st e e e seata e e e s ataeeesentaeeesansaeeaenns 23

S ST [o YU oYY 23

5.0 ELIGIBILITY EVALUATION ....cceuitieireirecrectnrereerecresessansassessosessassassassssassassassassasnnes 25
00 R o 113 o ol @0 T < ¢ 25

LT 0 O - VY =1 [T 0 1= o X S 25

5.1.2 SAN Mat@0 COUNLY cooiiiiiieiiie e e e e e s e e e seee s e s e e e sene e as 25

o0 B B D V=T o - 7= 1 U TP PP 27

5.2 ArchiteCtural CONEXL ..ccoouiiee et e e et e e e e e e e e e ate e e s e neee e e eanees 28

oI YT o T Yol U1 -1 TP PUPPRRRPOE 28

5.2, BN S i 29

5.3 Elgibility EVAlUGLION ..oviiiieieeecceee ettt e e e e te e e e rre e e e e aee e e e e rae e e e eanees 30

5.3.1 Application of National Register/California Register Criteria.........ccoceevverevreeecreeecreeereeeveenne. 30

5.3.2 INTEGIItY ASSESSMENT i e e 32

Lo 1o o ol [0 1] o TP USPRR 33

6.0 REFERENCES CONSULTED ....ccuiuieiiieieiireceitrecentetecasserecassosecassosassssocassssacassssecnsss 34

APPENDICES
A: California Department of Parks and Recreation 523 Series Form record

B: Structural Conditions Assessment and Treatment Recommendations

P:\M0S1706_Dyer_Barn_HRE\HRE\LSA_Dyer_Barn_HRE_(FINAL)_2.6.18.docx (02/06/18) 2



HisTORICAL RESOURCE EVALUATION DYER BARN, LA HONDA CREEK OPEN SPACE PRESERVE
FEBRUARY 2018 UNINCORPORATED SAN MATEO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

FIGURES AND TABLES

FIGURES

Figure 1: Regional Location and Project Site.......cccuiiiiieie ittt e e e e et e e e e e e e eanes 5
T (0L I A o o = ot s = 6
TABLES

Table A: Archival Map and Aerial Photograph ReVIEW............uuiiiiieii ittt 20

P:\M0S1706_Dyer_Barn_HRE\HRE\LSA_Dyer_Barn_HRE_(FINAL)_2.6.18.docx (02/06/18) 3



HisTORICAL RESOURCE EVALUATION DYER BARN, LA HONDA CREEK OPEN SPACE PRESERVE
FEBRUARY 2018 UNINCORPORATED SAN MATEO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This report presents the results of an eligibility evaluation of a rectangular wood-frame, single-crib
barn built circa 1860 in the La Honda Creek Open Space Preserve in central unincorporated San
Mateo County (Figures 1 and 2). Locally known as the Dyer Barn (also referred to as the “La Honda
White Barn”), the project site is approximately 7.8 miles due southwest of downtown Redwood City
on APN 075-330-220, a 90.7-acre parcel in rural San Mateo County. For the purposes of this
evaluation, the “Dyer Barn,” “La Honda White Barn”, or “project site” will refer to only the
rectangular, wood-frame, single-crib barn built circa 1860 and will be referred to in this report as
“Dyer Barn.” The immediate setting consists of an open sloping hillside site with two other detached
buildings in the vicinity. These buildings consist of (1) a contemporary single-story, approximately
3,100 square-foot, single-family residence built circa 1948 approximately 280 feet northeast of Dyer
Barn, and (2) a two-story, approximately 2,000 square-foot large two story garage built circa 1950
approximately 120 feet to the east of Dyer Barn. These two buildings are not addressed in this
report.

The purpose of this HRE is to provide the Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District (District) with
information regarding Dyer Barn’s status as a historical resource under CEQA so to assist the District
with resource management and future project planning. LSA conducted background research, a field
survey, and resource recordation to prepare this study. This report includes (1) a description of the
regulatory context for cultural resources in the project site; (2) a summary of the methods used to
prepare the analysis; (3) a description of the Dyer Barn; and (4) a combination National Register and
California Register eligibility evaluation.

The methods, analysis, and conclusions of the HRE are presented in this report. Please see Appendix
A for Department of Parks and Recreation 523 Series forms for the Dyer Barn; and Appendix B for a
Structural Conditions Assessment and Treatment Recommendations report prepared by Charles
Duncan, Preservation Architect, and Al Whitecar, Structural Engineer with Interactive Resources (IR).
The IR analysis of the Dyer Barn assesses its current structural condition, identifies its character-
defining features, and provides conceptual treatment recommendations to stabilize the barn and
maintain its historic integrity.

1.1 PROJECT SITE AND DESCRIPTION

The project site is located in central unincorporated San Mateo County. Dyer Barn is located off
Allen Road, approximately 1.4 miles due south of the intersection of Bear Gulch Road and Skyline
Boulevard/State Route 35 (SR 35). South of Dyer Barn contains a wide, ridgetop clearing and offers
expansive views of the Santa Cruz Mountains and the community of San Gregorio to the south and
the coastline to the west; views to the north and east are blocked by a steep ridge. The project site
is approximately 2,150 feet above sea level in rolling grassland with ravines of oak and redwood
woodland with tanbark oak, canyon live oak, and chaparral. Other than the Dyer Barn and two mid-
20" century buildings to the east and northeast of Dyer Barn, the remainder of APN 075-330-220
consists of exposed prairie with steep, oak- and redwood-studded ravines to the west.

P:\M0S1706_Dyer_Barn_HRE\HRE\LSA_Dyer_Barn_HRE_(FINAL)_2.6.18.docx (02/06/18) 4
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HisTORICAL RESOURCE EVALUATION DYER BARN, LA HONDA CREEK OPEN SPACE PRESERVE
FEBRUARY 2018 UNINCORPORATED SAN MATEO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

1.1 Project Description

The District is exploring addressing repairs to the Dyer Barn which is anticipated to include
foundation shoring, addressing deferred maintenance, and replacing decayed materials to stabilize
and secure the Dyer Barn. The District is also contemplating plans for the Dyer Barn to remain as a
possible future interpretive element on the landscape. To facilitate these efforts and assist future
management decisions for the treatment of the Dyer Barn, the District is seeking to clarify the
eligibility of the Dyer Barn for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places (National Register)
and California Register of Historical Resources (California Register).

P:\M0S1706_Dyer_Barn_HRE\HRE\LSA_Dyer_Barn_HRE_(FINAL)_2.6.18.docx (02/06/18) 7



HisTORICAL RESOURCE EVALUATION DYER BARN, LA HONDA CREEK OPEN SPACE PRESERVE
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2.0 REGULATORY CONTEXT

2.1 NATIONAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT

The National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) (16 USC §470) was enacted by Congress in 1966 to
establish national policy for historic preservation in the United States. The NHPA created the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) as an independent federal agency to advise the
President and Congress on matters involving historic preservation, as well as to review and be
afforded the opportunity to comment on all actions undertaken, licensed, or funded by the federal
government that may have an effect on properties listed in the National Register, or eligible for
National Register listing. National Register Bulletin 15, How to Apply the National Register Criteria
for Evaluation, states:

Preserving historic properties as important reflections of our American heritage became
a national policy through passage of the Antiquities Act of 1906, the Historic Sites Act of
1935, and the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended. . . The National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 authorized the Secretary to expand this recognition to
properties of local and State significance in American history, architecture, archaeology,
engineering, and culture, and are worthy of preservation. The National Register of
Historic Places is the official list of the recognized properties, and is maintained and
expanded by the National Park Service on behalf of the Secretary of the Interior
[National Park Service 1991:i].

The NHPA establishes the role and responsibilities of the federal government in historic
preservation. Toward this end, the NHPA directs agencies (1) to identify and manage historic
properties under their control; (2) to undertake actions that will advance the NHPA’s provisions, and
avoid actions contrary to its purposes; (3) to consult with others while carrying out historic
preservation activities; and (4) to consider the effects of their actions on historic properties.

2.1.1 Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act

If a project is subject to federal jurisdiction and is an undertaking, as defined at 36 CFR §800.16(y),
with the potential to result in effects on historic properties (36 CFR §800.3(a)), Section 106 of the
NHPA must be addressed to take into account the effect of the undertaking on any district, site,
building, structure, or object included in or eligible for inclusion in the National Register (i.e., historic
properties). The historic preservation review process mandated by Section 106 is outlined in
regulations issued by ACHP. Revised regulations, “Protection of Historic Properties” (36 CFR §800),
became effective August 5, 2004. Section 106 review must be conducted for all federal, federally
assisted, federally licensed, or federally funded projects. The regulations that implement Section
106 and outline the historic preservation review process are at 36 CFR §800.

2.1.2 National Register of Historic Places

The National Register was authorized by the NHPA as the Nation’s official list of cultural resources
worthy of preservation. The National Register is part of a national program to coordinate and

support public and private efforts to identify, evaluate, and protect our historic and archeological
resources. Properties listed in the National Register consist of districts, sites, buildings, structures,

P:\M0S1706_Dyer_Barn_HRE\HRE\LSA_Dyer_Barn_HRE_(FINAL)_2.6.18.docx (02/06/18) 8
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and objects significant in American history, architecture, archeology, engineering, and culture
(National Park Service 2001). Properties listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register are
considered in planning and environmental review, and effects to such properties are primarily
addressed under Section 106. The National Park Service, which administers the National Register,
developed evaluation criteria to determine whether a cultural resource has significance as a historic
property. Cultural resources that meet the significance criteria and retain their historic integrity (i.e.,
the ability to convey their significance) are eligible for listing in the National Register. The National
Register eligibility criteria are discussed below.

2.1.2.1 Significance Criteria. Four evaluation criteria are applied to the property in which the
property’s significance for its association with important events or persons, importance in design or
construction, or information potential is assessed (National Park Service 1991:11).These criteria
defined at 36 CFR §60.4 and are as follows: “. . . the quality of significance in American history,
architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture is present in districts, sites, buildings, structures,
and objects that possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and
association, and

A. That are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of our history; or

B. That are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or

C. That embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or
that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a
significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or

D. That have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.”

Under Criteria A, B, and C, the National Register places an emphasis on a resource appearing like it
did during its period of significance to convey historical significance; under Criterion D, properties
convey significance through the information they contain (National Park Service 2000:38).

2.2 CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

CEQA applies to all discretionary projects undertaken or subject to approval by the state’s public
agencies (California Code of Regulations [CCR] Title 14(3) §15002(i)). CEQA states that it is the policy
of the State of California to “take all action necessary to provide the people of this state with...
historic environmental qualities...and preserve for future generations examples of the major periods
of California history” (Public Resources Code [PRC] §21001(b), (c)). Under the provisions of CEQA, “A
project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment” (CCR Title 14(3)
§15064.5(b)).

P:\M0S1706_Dyer_Barn_HRE\HRE\LSA_Dyer_Barn_HRE_(FINAL)_2.6.18.docx (02/06/18) 9
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CEQA §21084.1 defines a “historical resource” as a resource that meets one or more of the following
criteria:

e Listed in, or eligible for listing in, the California Register of Historical Resources (California
Register);

e Listed in a local register of historical resources (as defined at PRC §5020.1(k));

e |dentified as significant in a historical resource survey meeting the requirements defined at PRC
§5024.1(g); or

e Determined to be a historical resource by a project's lead agency (CCR Title 14(3) §15064.5(a)).

A historical resource consists of “Any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or
manuscript which a lead agency determines to be historically significant or significant in the
architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or
cultural annals of California...Generally, a resource shall be considered by the lead agency to be
‘historically significant’ if the resource meets the criteria for listing in the [California Register]” (CCR
Title 14(3) §15064.5(a)(3)).

2.2.1 California Register of Historical Resources

The California Register is a guide to cultural resources that must be considered when a government
agency undertakes a discretionary action subject to CEQA. The California Register helps government
agencies identify and evaluate California’s historical resources (California Office of Historic
Preservation 2001b:1), and indicates which properties are to be protected, to the extent prudent
and feasible, from substantial adverse change (PRC §5024.1(a)). Any resource listed in, or eligible for
listing in, the California Register is to be taken into consideration during the CEQA process (California
Office of Historic Preservation 2001a:7).

The California Register was modeled after the National Register, and its significance and integrity
criteria are parallel with those of the National Register. A resource eligible for the National Register
is eligible for the California Register. The National Register criteria, however, have been modified for
state use by the California Office of Historic Preservation to include a range of historical resources
which better reflect the history of California (California Office of Historic Preservation 2001c:69-70;
2006:1). There are three instances in which a resource not eligible for the National Register may be
eligible for the California Register: moved resources; resources achieving significance in the past 50
years; and reconstructed resources (California Office of Historic Preservation 2006):

o Moved buildings, structures, or objects. A moved building, structure, or object that is otherwise
eligible may be listed in the California Register if it was (1) moved to prevent its demolition at its
former location; and (2) if the new location is compatible with the original character and use of
the historical resource.

e Reconstructed buildings. A building less than 50 years old may be listed in the California Register
if it embodies traditional building methods and techniques that play an important role in a
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community's historically rooted beliefs, customs, and practices (e.g., a Native American
roundhouse).

e Historical resources achieving significance within the past 50 years. Resources less than 50 years
old may be listed in the California Register if it can be demonstrated that sufficient time has
passed to understand its historical importance.

2.2.1.1 Significance Criteria. A cultural resource is evaluated under four California Register criteria
to determine its historical significance. A resource must be significant in accordance with one or
more of the following criteria:

Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad pattern of
1. California’s history and cultural heritage;
2. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

3. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction,
or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values;
or

4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

2.2.1.2 Age. In addition to meeting one or more of the above criteria, the California Register
requires that sufficient time must have passed to allow a “scholarly perspective on the events or
individuals associated with the resource.” Fifty years is used as a general estimate of the time
needed to understand the historical importance of a resource (California Office of Historic
Preservation 2006:3; CCR Title 14(11.5) §4852 (d)(2)). The State of California Office of Historic
Preservation recommends documenting, and taking into consideration in the planning process, any
cultural resource that is 45 years or older (California Office of Historic Preservation 1995:2).

2.2.1.3 Period of Significance. The period of significance for a property is “the span of time when a
property was associated with important events, activities, persons, cultural groups, and land uses or
attained important physical qualities or characteristics” (National Park Service 1999:21). The period
of significance begins with the date of the earliest important land use or activity that is reflected by
historic characteristics tangible today. The period closes with the date when events having historical
importance ended (National Park Service 1999:21). The period of significance for an archeological
property is “the time range (which is usually estimated) during which the property was occupied or
used and for which the property is likely to yield important information” (National Park Service
2000:34). Archaeological properties may have more than one period of significance.
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2.3 MIDPENINSULA REGIONAL OPEN SPACE DISTRICT
2.3.1 Cultural Resource Goals, Policies, and Implementation Measures

The purpose of the goals, policies, and procedures outlined below is to formalize and enhance the
District’s cultural resource management practices for the long-term stewardship of significant
historical and archaeological sites.’

Goal CR-Identify, protect, preserve, and interpret cultural resources for the benefit of present and
future generations.

Policy CR-1 Maintain an inventory of cultural resources on District preserves.

e Inventory and assess cultural resources throughout the District, including prehistoric and
historic archaeological sites, structures, and cultural landscape features. The Cultural Resource
Inventory should include a Geographic Information Systems database; however, access to this
inventory must be restricted to District staff and qualified professionals, to the extent allowed
by law to protect sites from looting and vandalism.

e Record cultural resources in the District’s Cultural Resource Inventory when purchasing new
property and perform research on previous uses of the property. Examples of research activities
include performing a records search with the Northwest Information Center and consulting
historic preservation organizations, previous residents, and descendants to gather local
historical information.

Complete archaeological site records for known unrecorded sites on District land and file reports
with the Northwest Information Center.

Policy CR-2 Address cultural resources in the development of preserve use and management plans.

e Consult the Cultural Resource Inventory when planning projects that may have an impact on
cultural resources in the project area.

e Conduct appropriate reconnaissance measures, such as research or archaeological survey, early
in the planning process for trail construction, maintenance activities, or other projects that
entail ground disturbance in an area of known archaeological sensitivity. Monitor construction
activities when appropriate.

e Locate facilities, such as trails, staging areas, and new structures, to avoid loss or degradation of
historically or archaeologically significant resources wherever possible. If not possible to avoid,
minimize impacts, for example by: capping site, recording important features and/or artifacts,
relocating structures, or data recovery excavation.

! This section is adapted from Resource Management Policies prepared in December 2014 by the District and
is available online at: ttps://www.openspace.org/sites/default/files/Resource_Management_Policies.pdf.
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e Include stakeholder groups when developing plans for the management of historically or
archaeologically significant resources. Consult with descendent communities such as Native
American and other ethnic groups when developing plans for the management of historically or
archaeologically significant resources related to their heritage.

e Assess the significance, integrity, and feasibility of preservation of historic structures when
developing Preserve Use and Management Plans or Master Plans. If a structure is determined to
be eligible for the California Register of Historic Resources, assess feasibility of preserving the
resource.

Policy CR-3 Protect cultural resources from disturbance to the maximum extent feasible.

e Wherever possible and appropriate, preserve historical resources and archaeological sites in
situ.

e Prohibit looting, vandalism, and unauthorized removal of cultural resources and associated
artifacts from District preserves.

e Implement security measures such as protective fencing and patrolling to reduce vulnerability of
the resources due to vandalism and looting.

o Develop security protocols to limit availability and distribution of geographic information for
cultural resources to protect sites from looting and vandalism.

e Prohibit District sale, purchase, or commercial trade of individual archaeological artifacts.

e Develop and follow guidelines for reporting, protecting and recording archaeological sites and
features in the event of unexpected discovery.

e Provide District staff with basic training to identify and protect cultural resources.

e Assess existing operations within areas of known archaeological sensitivity to protect and
preserve cultural resources.

e Require that all archaeological investigations or research activities that have the potential to
physically significantly impact archaeological resources are carried out by qualified
archaeologists, and that a technical report for each project is provided to the District following
excavation.

Policy CR-4 Preserve and maintain cultural resources wherever feasible.

e Actively pursue grant assistance from local, state, federal, and other programs to supplement
District funds to implement historic preservation projects for historically and archaeologically
significant resources.
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e Seek partnerships with private or non-profit groups to aid in the restoration, management, and
use of historic structures.

e Assess the condition, identify needed repairs, and prepare maintenance plans for significant
high priority historic structures as funds allow.

e Assess the eligibility of cultural resources for nomination on local registers, the California
Register of Historic Resources, and the National Register of Historic Places. Consider nomination
to registers for which a resource is determined eligible.

e (Catalog artifacts associated with sites on District lands to prevent deterioration and to
document the site and location where the artifacts were recovered. Consider curating artifacts
in danger of deterioration. Maintain a cataloging system to preserve artifacts’ contextual
information and storage locations. Where appropriate, coordinate with other agencies and
organizations to assist in long-term curation of District collections.

e Develop and follow guidelines and procedures governing loans of artifacts to other agencies and
organizations.

Policy CR-5 Provide public access and educational programs to interpret historical and
archaeological resources.

e Provide controlled public access to historical and archaeological sites where appropriate,
considering other public access resource constraints and resource protection.

e Allow appropriate uses of cultural resources by descendent communities.

o Seek input from descendent communities, such as Native American and other ethnic groups,
when planning public access and educational programs that interpret cultural resources related
to their heritage.

e When developing partnerships for the use and management of historic structures, plan for
public access to the structures where appropriate while minimizing impact to the structures and
respecting the needs of building occupants.

e Provide interpretive materials such as signage or brochures for self-guided hikes to inform
visitors about the history of District lands and the San Francisco Bay Area. Develop locations to
display artifacts for public benefit.

e Encourage, utilize, and support historical research by docents and volunteers.

e Provide training opportunities for docents to aid them in the development of docent-led tours
of historic and archaeological sites and landscapes.

e Facilitate school field trips of historic and archaeological sites and cultivate other opportunities
to work with educational groups to interpret cultural resources on District preserves.
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e Support historical and archaeological research conducted by District approved, qualified cultural
resource professionals on District lands.

Policy CR-6 Preserve District institutional history.

e Preserve documents and artifacts important to the history of the District.

2.4 INTEGRITY

In order to be eligible for the National Register and/or California Register, a cultural resource must
be significant under one or more criteria and must retain enough of its historic character and
appearance to possess integrity, which is defined as the ability to convey the reasons for its
significance (CCR Title 14 §4852(c)). The evaluation of integrity must be grounded in an
understanding of a resource’s physical features and its environment, and how these relate to its
significance. “The retention of specific aspects of integrity is paramount for a property to convey its
significance” (National Park Service 1991:44). Generally, a cultural resource must be 50 years old or
older to qualify for the National Register and/or California Register.>

National Register Bulletin 15, How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation (National
Park Service 1991:2), states that the quality of significance is present in districts, sites, buildings,
structures, and objects that possess integrity. There are seven aspects of integrity to consider when
evaluating a cultural resource: location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and
association; these aspects are described below.

e [location is the place where the historic property was constructed or the place where the historic
event occurred. The actual location of a historic property, complemented by its setting, is
particularly important in recapturing the sense of historic events and persons.

e Design is the combination of elements that create the form, plan, space, structure, and style of a
property. Design includes such elements as organization of space, proportion, scale, technology,
ornamentation, and materials.

e Setting is the physical environment of a historic property. Setting refers to the character of the
place in which the property played its historical role. Physical features that constitute the setting
of a historic property can be either natural or manmade, including topographic features,
vegetation, paths or fences, or relationships between buildings and other features or open
space.

e Materials are the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a particular period
of time and in a particular pattern or configuration to form a historic property.

2 Generally, for a cultural resource to be considered for listing in the California Register—and a historical
resource for purposes of CEQA—it must be at least 50 years old or enough time must have passed for
there to be a scholarly perspective on the resource and the reasons for its potential significance.
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o  Workmanship is the physical evidence of the crafts of a particular culture or people during any
given period in history or prehistory. It is the evidence of the artisan's labor and skill in
constructing or altering a building, structure, object, or site.

e Feeling is a property's expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular period of time.
It results from the presence of physical features that, taken together, convey the property's
historic character.

e Association is the direct link between an important historic event or person and a historic
property.

"To retain historic integrity a property will always possess several, and usually most, of the aspects”
(National Park Service 1991:44).

2.5 ELIGIBILITY

National Register Bulletin 15, How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation (National
Park Service 1991:3), states that in order for a property to qualify for listing in the National Register,
it must meet at least one of the National Register criteria for evaluation by:

1. being associated with an important historic context and
2. retaining historic integrity of those features necessary to convey its significance.

Resources that meet the age guidelines, are significant, and possess integrity will generally be
considered eligible for listing in the National Register and/or California Register.
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3.0 METHODS

LSA conducted records search, literature and map review, archival research, and field survey to
prepare this HRE. Each task is described below.

3.1 RECORDS SEARCH

LSA conducted a records search (File No. 17-1329) of the project site and adjacent properties within
a one-mile radius on November 6, 2017, at the Northwest Information Center (NWIC) of the
California Historical Resources Information System, Sonoma State University, Rohnert Park. The
NWIC, an affiliate of the State of California Office of Historic Preservation, is the official state
repository of cultural resource records and reports for San Mateo County.

As part of the records search, LSA also reviewed the following local and state inventories for built
environment cultural resources in and adjacent to the project site:

e Cultural Resources Existing Conditions Report for the Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District
Vision Plan (Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District 2013);

e California Inventory of Historic Resources (California Department of Parks and Recreation 1976);

e Five Views: An Ethnic Historic Site Survey for California (California Office of Historic Preservation
1988);

e California Points of Historical Interest (California Office of Historic Preservation 1992);
e California Historical Landmarks (California Office of Historic Preservation 1996);

e San Francisco Architecture: The Illlustrated Guide to Over 1,000 of the Best Buildings, Parks, and
Public Artworks in the Bay Area (Woodbridge, Sally B., John M. Woodbridge, and Chuck Byrne
1992);

e San Francisco Architecture: An lllustrated Guide to the Outstanding Buildings, Public Artworks,
and Parks in the Bay Area of California (Woodbridge, Sally B., John M. Woodbridge and Chuck
Byrne 2005);

e Directory of Properties in the Historic Property Data File for San Mateo County. (California Office
of Historic Preservation April 5, 2012). The directory includes the listings of the National
Register, National Historic Landmarks, the California Register, California Historical Landmarks,
and California Points of Historical Interest;

e Historic Sites Master List for San Mateo County (San Mateo County 1981); and

e San Mateo County General Plan - Inventory of County Historic Resources (San Mateo County
Department of Environmental Services 1986).
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3.2 LITERATURE AND MAP REVIEW

LSA reviewed the following publications, maps, and websites for historical information about the
project site and its vicinity:

e Historic Civil Engineering Landmarks of San Francisco and Northern California (American Society
of Civil Engineers, San Francisco Section 1977);

e California Place Names (Gudde 1998);

e  Historic Spots in California (Hoover et al. 1990);

e (California 1850: A Snapshot in Time (Marschner 2000);

e General Land Office (GLO) Plat for Township No. 6 South, Range No. 4 West (GLO 1866);
e Santa Cruz, California, 60-minute topographic quadrangle (U.S. Geological Survey 1902);

e Half Moon Bay, California, 15-minute topographic quadrangle (U.S. Geological Survey 1940 and
1961);

e Woodside, Calif., 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle (U.S. Geological Survey 1953, 1961, 1968,
1973, 1991, and 1997);

e Sanborn Fire Insurance Company maps of Redwood City (Sanborn Fire Insurance Company, 1884,
1888, 1891, 1895, 1897, 1907, 1919, and 1950);

e Historical aerial photographs of Dyer Barn (Nationwide Environmental Title Research, 1948,
1953, 1956, 1960, 1968, 1980, 1991, 2002, 2005, 2009, 2010, and 2012);

e An Architectural Guidebook to San Francisco and the Bay Area (Cerny 2007);

e Online Archive of California at http://www.oac.cdlib.org; and

Calisphere at http://www.calisphere.universityofcalifornia.edu.

3.3 ARCHIVAL RESEARCH

LSA Architectural Historian/Cultural Resource Analyst Amber Long conducted property-specific
background research at the San Mateo County Assessor-County Clerk-Recorder’s Office and the San
Mateo County Historical Association, both in Redwood City.

3.4 FIELD SURVEY

LSA Architectural Historian Michael Hibma conducted a pedestrian field survey of the project site on
November 1, 2017, to identify alterations to the Dyer Barn and characterize its setting. The exterior,
interior, and setting of the Dyer Barn were photographed.
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4.0 RESEARCH AND FIELD SURVEY RESULTS

4.1 RECORDS SEARCH

Two cultural resources have been conducted within a one-mile radius of the Dyer Barn. These
resources include:

e The Archaeological Reconnaissance of the “Weeks Driveway” in the La Honda Creek Open Space
Preserve, Skyline Boulevard, San Mateo County, California, prepared by MRC Consulting
archaeologist Matthew R. Clark in 1992, evaluated a 670-foot-long segment of an existing
driveway or logging road/skid path on the “Lands of Weeks” (APNs 72-333-020; -030). The
report also concluded that no evidence of precontact or historic-period archaeological deposits
was found within the survey area (Clark 1992).

e The Archaeological Survey Report for the Djerassi Timber Harvesting Plan, prepared by Gary Paul
in 2003, identified a former sawmill boiler discarded in Harrington Creek approximately 0.7
miles due west of the Dyer Barn. This boiler is of riveted construction and measures 3 feet in
diameter and 20 feet in length. The resource was assigned a Primary number of P-41-002153
(Paul 2003).

One cultural resource study was conducted within a one-mile radius of the Dyer Barn.

e The Cultural Resource Evaluation of a Piece of Land Located at 350 Allen Road, County of San
Mateo, prepared by consulting archaeologist Robert Cartier, Ph.D., in 1996, presented the
results of located study of the property at 350 Allen Road (APN 075-340-420), approximately 0.7
miles northwest of the Dyer Barn. The study did not identify any evidence of precontact or
historic-period archaeological deposits (Cartier 1996).

The results of a review of the following local and state inventories are described below.

o A review of the Inventory of San Mateo County Historic Resources did not identify any historic
resources within or adjacent to the project site (San Mateo Department of Environmental
Services 1981, 1986).

e A review of the California Registry of Big Trees did not identify any historic or notable trees
within or adjacent to the project site (Urban Forest Ecosystems Institute 2016).

4.2 LITERATURE AND MAP REVIEW

The literature and map review indicated that the project site remained relatively rural with no
improved road to the Dyer Barn until the early 1950s, and that built environment resources (since
demolished) within or adjacent to the Dyer Barn, since demolished, were in place by 1902. The
changing nature of the built environment in the project site is described below.

A review of Sanborn Fire Insurance Company maps of the community of indicates that the project
site was too far outside the limits of Redwood City to warrant insurance assessment and depiction
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LSA

on maps (Sanborn Fire Insurance Company 1884, 1888, 1891, 1895, 1897, 1907, 1919, and 1950).
Sanborn maps of nearby communities, such as Woodside, San Gregorio, or La Honda, were not

available.

Historical aerial photographs of the Dyer Barn from 1948 to the present depict changes in and
around the project site through time (Nationwide Environmental Title Research 1948, 1953, 1956,
1960, 1968, 1980, 1991, 2002, 2005, 2009, 2010, and 2012). Table A, below, presents these changes.

Table A: Archival Map and Aerial Photograph Review

Source

Project Site Features

General Land Office

1866 — Plat of
Township No. 6
South/Range No. 4
West

The project site (including Dyer Barn) is not depicted. The central portion of
Section 27 is shown as unsurveyed. Two fences cross into Section 27 at the
southeast corner of the southeast corner of section 27. Other notable features
depicted in Section 27 include:

e “Rail Road in Creek Bed” is depicted in the northeastern corner of the
northeastern corner of Section 27. Examination of subsequent topographic
maps indicates that the creek referred to is La Honda Creek.

o A “small house” is depicted straddling the border of sections 27 and 34,
southwest of the project site.

e A “Fence and Road” are shown meandering along the western border of
Section 27.

e One northeast/southwest-oriented gulch is depicted in the southeastern
corner of the northwestern corner of Section 27. Another gulch is shown in
the southeastern corner of the northeastern corner of Section 27.

U.S. Geographical Survey Topographic Quadrangles

1902 Santa Cruz,
California, 60-minute

The project site is located in an area characterized by steep ravines. One
unpaved road is shown leading to the project site from the north (not Allen
Road). One building footprint is shown; however, it is located approximately 250
feet southeast of the Dyer Barn and is likely the location of a former homestead.
La Honda Creek and Harrington Creek are depicted east and west of the project
site, respectively.

1940 Half Moon Bay,
California. 15-minute

The single building depicted in 1902 remains in place. A benchmark is depicted
south of the project site and is named “SKY.” Two unpaved footpaths are shown
leading away from the project site to areas to the northwest and southwest.
“Bowman Ranch” is depicted near an unnamed stream near the bottom of a
deep ravine, southwest of the project site.

1953 Woodside,
Calif. 7.5-minute

This map depicts the barn among three other building footprints depicted within
200 feet of the Dyer Barn. These footprints are shown as unfilled squares,
indicating they are secondary, non-dwelling buildings. Two buildings are east of
the Dyer Barn and one is to the south. One of the unfilled square building

P:\M0S1706_Dyer_Barn_HRE\HRE\LSA_Dyer_Barn_HRE_(FINAL)_2.6.18.docx (02/06/18)

20




HisTORICAL RESOURCE EVALUATION
FEBRUARY 2018

DYER BARN, LA HONDA CREEK OPEN SPACE PRESERVE
UNINCORPORATED SAN MATEO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

Source

Project Site Features

footprints, east of the Dyer Barn corresponds to the two-story, approximately
2,000 square-foot garage built circa 1950 approximately 120 feet to the east of
the Dyer Barn. The other square is likely a separate house or dwelling that was
demolished circa 2012.

A rectangular filled square that corresponds to the contemporary single-story,
approximately 3,100 square-foot, single-family residence built circa 1948
approximately 280 feet northeast of the Dyer Barn.

Allen Road is depicted as a light duty road that connects Bear Gulch Road to
Skyline Boulevard/SR 35. Allen Lookout, a fire lookout facility, is depicted
approximately 1.1 miles northwest of the Dyer Barn. The modern community of
Sky Londa is depicted approximately 1 mile east of the Dyer Barn. No other
buildings, structures, or objects are depicted.

1961 Half Moon Bay,
California. 15-minute

This map depicts three dark-colored square building footprints in the vicinity of
the Dyer Barn. No secondary building footprints are depicted. Two of these
shapes correspond to the two contemporary buildings as shown on the 1953
Woodside, Calif. 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle. A third filled shape is
depicted south/south-east of the Dyer Barn. The benchmark and an associated
name of “Sky” shown on the 1940 Half Moon Bay, California 15-minute
topographic quadrangle are depicted.

The segment of Allen Road that connects the parcel that contains the Dyer Barn
to Bear Gulch Road is shown, but the segment connecting to Skyline
Boulevard/SR 35 is depicted as a footpath or trail. Allen Lookout is depicted. No
other discernable changes to the project site from 1940 or 1953 are depicted.

1961 Woodside,
Calif. 7.5-minute

This map depicts the same built environment as was shown on the 1953
Woodside 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle. Notable changes include the
addition of an unfilled square building footprint west of two filled shapes shown
east of the Dyer Barn, as was shown in 1953. Other notable changes include
depiction of the benchmark and an associated name of “Sky.” Allen Road east of
the Dyer Barn area is depicted as a “Jeep Trail.”

1968 Woodside,
Calif. 7.5-minute

This map depicts the same built environment a