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HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUND COMMITTEE MEETING DATE: JANUARY 14, 2019
AGENDA ITEM NO.: 3

l. CASE NUMBER: P18-0951
Il. PROJECT SUMMARY:
1) Proposal: Request by the City of Riverside Metropolitan Museum for a

Historic Preservation Fund grant of $10,800 to hire a grant
writing consultant to prepare an application for California
Proposition 68 grant fund, to complete rehabilitation of
Harada House.

2) Location: 3356 Lemon Street

3) Ward: 1

4) Applicant: Community & Economic Development Department
5) Case Planner: Scott Watson, Associate Planner

(951) 826-5507
swatson@riversideca.gov

[l. RECOMMENDATION:
That the Historic Preservation Fund Committee recommend that City Council:

1. APPROVE the request for a Historic Preservation Fund grant of $10,800 to hire a
grant writing consultant to prepare an application for California Proposition 68
grant fund, to complete rehabilitation of Harada House. .

V. BACKGROUND/HISTORY:

On June 5, 2018, California voters approved Proposition 68 (Prop 68), which authorizes $4 billion
in general obligation bonds for state and local parks, environmental protection and restoration
projects, water infrastructure projects, and flood protection projects. The California Department
of Parks and Recreation has allocated $37 million in grant funds to fund various project types
including, Native American resources; repurposing power plants; science centers; natural
resources investments; and cultural and visitor centers.

The rehabilitation and conversion of the Harada House into a museum may be an eligible
project for Prop 68. To apply for the Prop 68 grant funds, the Riverside Metropolitan Museum
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(RMM) requires a grant writer to prepare the application as they do not have available funding
to hire a grant writer. On November 21, 2018, RMM submitted a Historic Preservation Fund Grant
application (Exhibit 1) to the Planning Division, requesting $10,800, to hire a grant writer.

New grant cycles have not been opened since Grant Cycle IV, October 17, 2016 because the
Historic Preservation Trust Fund is currently low ($39,057.40). Per the Historic Preservation Fund
Grant General Provisions, “Applications may be submitted during scheduled semi-annual grant
cycles (except that applications for bona fide emergency situations as determined by the
Historic Preservation Officer may be submitted at any time).” The General Provisions also state
that, “Priority and emergency projects include building envelope repairs that are publicly visible
and those related to structural integrity, weather tightness, fire hazards, and other damage.”

The Planning Division has determined that the application should be considered an emergency
situation, as the Harada House is in need of structural stabilization, as discussed in the attached
Structural Engineering Assessment Report (Exhibit 2). Planning also recognizes that with limited
funding sources available for Cultural Resources, Prop 68 becomes an immediate opportunity
for RMM to find funds necessary to rehabilitate the Harada House. Planning has also determined
the application falls within the eligible projects of Historic Preservation Construction Project and
Planning Project as the Prop 68 grant application would target securing funding for the
rehabilitation of the Harada House. The application is eligible for a historic preservation grant.

The provisions state, “No more than $25,000 may be awarded by the HPFC for any one project,
Cultural Resource, or program over any five consecutive years. Applications for grants
exceeding those amounts must be considered and approved by the City Council, upon the
HPFC’s recommendation.” On April 13, 2015, RMM was awarded a $25,000 grant (Exhibit 3) for
a stabilization project at the Harada House. For this reason, approval by the City Council is
required.

\2 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

It has been determined this project is exempt from the provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Guidelines Section 15061(b)(3) (No Significant
Effect on the Environment).

VI. PUBLIC NOTICE AND COMMENTS:

Public notices were mailed to the owners and occupants of properties adjacent to the
project. As of the writing of this report, Staff has received no responses.

VII. Exhibits:
1. Grant Application

2. Structural Assessment Report
3. HPFC Minutes — April 13, 2015

Historic Preservation Fund Committee 20f2 P18-0951
January 14, 2019
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City of Arts & Innovation

COMMUNITY & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
NEIGHBORHOOD ENGAGEMENT DIVISION

HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUND GRANT APPLICATION FORM

SECTION I — TO BE COMPLETED FOR ALL REQUESTS

Property Owner Information (A current title report will be required before award of funds*)

First Name:

Riverside Metropolitan Museum

Last Name:

Middle Initial:

Address:

3580 Mission Inn Avenue

City & Zip Code:

Riverside, CA 92501

Phone (best):

951-826-5792

Email:

rpeterson@riversideca.gov

Applicant Information (If different from property owner)

First Name:  |Robyn Last Name: |Peterson Middle Initial: |G.

Firm Name: Title: . Professional
Riverside Metropolitan Museum Museum D|reCtor License:

Firm Address: |see above City & Zip Code:

Phone (day): Email:

Property Information

California, or National
Register):

Riverside Landmark #23

or leased?

Street Address: City Council Ward and

3356 Lemon Street, Riverside, CA 92501 Neighborhood: 1
Cultural Resource Name: |Harada House Designation Date: 1990 (NHL)
Designation Level (Local, | National Historic Landmark, Is the property owned| Owned

Date of Construction:

1884, modified 1916

Lease Expiration Date:

(attach lease)

Construction materials:

Primarily timber

Property Existing Conditions (Submit photographic documentation of the project in its current state)

Use of building:

Originally single-family residence

Floor area (square feet):

1,862

Area affected by project (main house/building,
garage, accessory structure, landscape, etc.):

Entire

If project has received City approvals, complete the following:

Certificate of Appropriateness Case #

Plan Check/Building Permit #

Planning Case #

Other

Historic Preservation Fund Grant Application
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Property conditions which warrant the use of Historic Preservation Funds and reasons the conditions exist,
if known (attach additional sheets as necessary):

See attached.

Project Description (Submit an estimate of the cost and scope on the contractor’s letterhead):

Specific issues to be addressed with Historic Preservation Funds, and why the funds are needed (attach
additional sheets as necessary):

See attached.

Funds will generally be awarded on a reimbursement basis. If the project will be phased or will have specific
construction milestones, please provide an explanation (attach supporting documentation):

The project will not be phased. When California State Parks issues the final grant application

requirements and procedures for Prop. 68 after its public comment period, the entire sum

requested will be devoted to preparing a thorough and competitive application.

HP Fund amount requested: $10,800
Are matching funds being provided? Yes [ ] No (M|
If so, indicate sources and amounts: S

If an eventual contract exceeds the sum requested, RMM will cover any

S
balance from its operating budgets specific to Harada House. S
S

Total Project Cost (including HP funds requested and matching funds):

COMPLETE ADDITIONAL SECTIONS AS INDICATED.

FOR OWNER-OCCUPIED SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCES, SKIP TO SECTION V

SECTION II — TO BE COMPLETED FOR EMERGENCY PROJECTS

Describe what sudden, unexpected project is needed and how it impacts the cultural resource:

It was not anticipated that the state parks bond passed in June 2018 would include a relevant

category of support relating to historic properties such as Harada House. Given the scope and

size of parks bond grants historically, it is essential to bring to bear the resources to prepare

a competitive application. Unlike many other types of grants, the availability of these

resources cannot be predicted or expected to be available again soon.

Historic Preservation Fund Grant Application Page 2 7-2015
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SECTION III - TO BE COMPLETED FOR NONPROFIT OWNED PROPERTIES

Name of Entity: IRS Recognition Date:

Provide the exemption application and either Form 990, 990EZ or 990PF returns for the past three years or
Form 8734.

Is this property exempt from property taxation (Cal. Rev. & Tax Code, § 214 et seq.)?
Website:

SECTION IV — To BE COMPLETED FOR COMMERCIAL AND INCOME PRODUCING PROPERTIES

Type of Business: Business License Number:

Describe funding gap that Historic Preservation Funds would meet (attach pro forma):

Website:

SECTION V — TO BE COMPLETED FOR ALL PROPERTIES

I have reviewed the Historic Preservation Fund Grant General Provisions and do hereby agree to comply with
them to be eligible for program participation. All information provided herein is correct and complete to the
best of my knowledge.

I understand that a grant proposal application or grant award does not constitute approval of the proposed
project. A Certificate of Appropriateness, a Building Permit, and other entitlements may be required prior to
commencement of work.

If a grant is awarded, execution of a separate performance covenant and agreement must be executed and
recorded prior to commencement of work. A sample document, which will be tailored to fit the individual
project, is available for review at this time. The property owner is encouraged to consult with their attorney
prior to execution of the document. Failure to complete the entire project according to executed performance
covenant and agreement requirements, including but not limited to industry standards for procedures,
materials and workmanship, or failure to secure entitlements, or to comply with all approved plans, scopes of
work, permits, and conditions of approval may result in enforcement of the covenant and agreement
provisions, at the discretion of the City.

Property Owner Signature: Date:
Required for all applications

Printed Name:

Applicant Signature: Date: |19 November 2018

Printed Name Robyn G. Peterson Title:  |Museum Director
G:\CHB\HP_Fund_Committee\clean docs\master-redlines\Application_Revised_07-29-2015.docx

* If a grant is approved by the HPFC, then within 90 days after the grant approval meeting, the grantee will be
required to furnish to the City a current title report confirming ownership and that there are no conflicts with
the ownership. The title report must be dated within 180 days of the date it is submitted to the City. Failure to
furnish said title report by the deadline will result in reconsideration of the grant award at a subsequent HPFC
meeting and may result in forfeiture of the grant award.

Historic Preservation Fund Grant Application Page 3 7-2015
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Community and Economic Development Department

Historic Preservation Fund Grant Application
Submitted November 28, 2018

See below, responses to selected questions:

Property conditions that warrant the use of Historic Preservation Funds and reasons the
conditions exist, if known:

The Riverside Metropolitan Museum applies for HPF funding as part of the eligible funding
category of restoration or rehabilitation. RMM’s request addresses a necessary preliminary step
to securing adequate project funding. The current rehabilitation project is not a continuation of a
previous Harada House project, but rather is the long-awaited major project of full rehabilitation
now in its earliest stages of defining project scope and soliciting full funding.

Harada House is in a severely deteriorated condition, posing a philosophical and practical
challenge to the process of selecting an appropriate approach to its rehabilitation / restoration.
The conditions exist as an outgrowth of the passage of time—about fifteen years—since the
City formally accepted ownership of Harada House in 2004. At the time, the house had been
unoccupied for several years and was already in a highly compromised condition. About
$750,000 has been expended on Harada House since that time, primarily to survey and assess,
and to make incremental interventions to arrest dramatic additional deterioration, although some
funds have also supported interpretation and conservation treatments.

In mid-2018, the newly formed Harada House Foundation secured a grant from Metabolic
Studios (an affiliate of the Annenberg Foundation) to obtain three rehabilitation recommendation
reports on Harada House, with cost estimates, from three historic preservation architects. The
RFQ soliciting these architect-cost estimator teams is on the eve of being issued. Itincludes a
schedule that has the final reports due to the Harada House Foundation and RMM during the
summer of 2019. The Foundation is soliciting three on the assumption and understanding that
approaches to historic preservation projects differ and are more subjective than the approach to
the rehabilitation of ordinary buildings. The Museum staff, Harada House Project Committee of
the Metropolitan Museum Board, City staff, and the Harada House Foundation will evaluate the
three proposed approaches. The results of all parties’ assessments will inform the approach the
Museum ultimately adopts and will frame the ongoing fundraising campaign to secure
rehabilitation resources.

Project Description. Specific issues to be addressed with Historic Preservation Funds, and why
the funds are needed:

The Riverside Metropolitan Museum (RMM) seeks funding to support a professional grantwriter
experienced in the preparation of large-scale state of California grants, in order to pursue
funding through Proposition 68, a parks bond passed by the voters on June 5, 2018. Among
the many categories of support listed in September 2018 in the preliminary description of the
Prop. 68 grant opportunity are “restoration of cultural or historic structures” and “installation of
interpretive features that enhance understanding of natural, cultural, or historic elements in
public parks, trails, and eligible public venues.” At this stage, the RMM understands that $37
million is available in the cultural and historic structures category.
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An earthquake could render any next steps relating to Harada House an emergency at any
moment. A structural engineer’s report (Structural Focus, April 2018) indicates the severely
compromised nature of the Harada House supporting members, siding, foundation, and other
features. The site is now and has been for some years extensively braced both exterior and
interior. Support to install this bracing (exterior, interior, and foundation footings) was supported
in part by a previous Historic Preservation Fund grant that concluded in 2016. That project was
critical to giving Harada House supporters time to conduct further site investigation, establish
the Harada House Foundation, and begin to take substantive steps toward fundraising for a
major historic preservation rehabilitation project.

Funding sources for the extent of rehabilitation that will be necessary for Harada House are
scarce. The opportunity to seek Prop. 68 funding is a rare one that had not been anticipated.
The Museum Director, Robyn G. Peterson, has extensive grant-writing experience, but not in
specifically in seeking California state parks bond funding. Further, the pending renovation of
the Riverside Metropolitan Museum’s main downtown Riverside site impacts time available to
research and prepare major grant applications. However, should an HPF grant be awarded,
RMM staff (Dr. Peterson in particular) will participate actively—under the guidance of a
grantwriter with prior experience—in any Prop. 68 application in order to minimize contract staff
expenses. The defined successful outcome of this project would be that the RMM secures a
Prop. 68 grant to advance the Harada House rehabilitation in an amount exceeding $1 million.

A contract grantwriter has not been selected. In the short time since the preliminary grant
guidelines were issued, RMM has not yet identified an individual with the specific experience
that will be required in order to obtain an estimate. RMM considers the requirements of this
grant application to be specialized. The sum requested is based on the Museum Director’s own
experience with the time commitment necessary to prepare an application for a complex
government grant, i.e., 120 hours at $90/hour. RMM has extensive records from previous
Harada House-related grants, including one from the National Trust for Historic Preservation,
and will be able to assist a contract grantwriter in assembling content. Timing is ideal, as the
likely final submission deadlines for Prop. 68 funding will follow the date when RMM expects the
reports by the three architect teams.
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HARADA
HOUSE

3356 Lemon Street
Riverside, CA 92501

April 30, 2018

STRUCTURAL
ENGINEERING
ASSESSMENT
REPORT

19210 S. Vermont Ave., Bldg. B, Suite 210, Gardena, CA 90248 | 310.323.9924 | structuralfocus.com
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Harada House Structural Focus
Structural Engineering Assessment Report April 30, 2018
Page 1

Intent and Scope of Report

Over the past several years, Structural Focus
has provided consulting structural
engineering services on the National Historic
Landmark Harada House in Riverside, CA.
Several years of minimal activity has led to
several occasions where temporary measures
were implemented to address obvious
building deficiencies. While these
temporary measures have prolonged the life
of the Harada House, it became clear during
a meeting with City of Riverside personnel
in April of 2017 that a revised approach was
needed to finally undertake a full renovation
of the Harada House. This Structural Assessment Report summarizes
the efforts that have been completed and provides recommendations for
immediate, short term, and long term actions necessary to stabilize the

Harada House.

Figure 1:Harada House
Photo from 2015

During a meeting on April 27, 2017 at the Riverside City Hall, the project team agreed it was time
to step back and take a fresh look at the existing structure of the Harada House. This involved
assessing structural deficiencies that need to be identified, documented and addressed. Several
items were on the list of things to review:

1) Existing Foundation Damage - Revisit the extent and severity of the deterioration to the
existing brick and concrete foundations.

2) Condition of Existing Perimeter Wood Framing - Exploratory dismantling of the exterior
siding on all four elevations of the house was required to fully understand the condition of the
wood framed structure. Assembling a set of Harada House Exterior Siding Dismantling and
Reconstruction Drawings was necessary to bring a contractor on board to perform the work
that would allow for a thorough observation of the condition of the existing perimeter wood
framing.

3) Non-uniform Movement of House - While the findings from a monitoring survey in 2016 and
2017 did not indicate the house moved in a significant way over the six-month period between
surveys, visual observations indicate movement of the house over its lifetime have not been
uniform. These visual observations included identification of areas in the house that have
moved several inches vertically as well as horizontal movement in both directions (north-south
and east-west). It is also very clear that the house is out-oflevel and no longer plumb.
Therefore, exploring the non-uniform movement of the house needed to be investigated.

4) New Items - The Assessment was intended to identify any existing but not previously identified
items that are of structural concern for the project moving forward.

After observing the condition of the existing perimeter wood framing (Item #2 above), it was
determined that the condition of the interior wood framing should be assessed as well. However,
that would require removal of the existing historic plaster finishes on at least one side of the
interior walls. Based on direction from the Director of the Riverside Metropolitan Museum, we
were directed to assume the worst-case scenario for the condition of the interior framing without
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Harada House Structural Focus
Structural Engineering Assessment Report April 30, 2018
Page 2

direct observation of those structural elements. All interior framing recommendations are based
on the worst-case scenario assumption. No interior framing was exposed and observed.

Limitations

Structural Focus’ observations at the site were limited to the structural elements for which
access was available. No interior building finishes were disturbed during site visits. In
addition, no structural information in the form of structural drawings was available for the
original building construction. Assumptions were made where necessary.

Methodology

The following documents were reviewed and used in assembling this Structural Engineering
Assessment Report:

- Long Range Conservation Plan/Historic Structure Report, Historic Resources Group,
LLC, Dated January 11, 2007 (Structural portion prepared by Structural Focus.)

- Harada House Seismic Retrofit Drawings, Prepared by Structural Focus, SO.1A
through S8.2 (11 sheets total), Dated February 5, 2008

- Harada House Monitoring Survey, Cornerstone Land Surveying Inc., First Survey
Letter dated July 25, 2016, Second Survey Letter dated February 14, 2017

- Harada House Exterior Siding Dismantling and Reconstruction Drawings, Prepared
by Structural Focus, S1.0 through S5.0 (5 sheets total), Dated August 7, 2017

- Plaster Observation Report, Prepared by Donna Williams at Williams Art
Conservation, Inc., Dated 26 November 2017, Revised 4 December 2017, 274
Revision 12 February 2018

While at the site, Structural Focus observed the condition of the existing structure, where
visible, from the subterranean partial cellar, the crawl space below the house, around the
perimeter from the exterior of the house during the siding removal process, and from the
attic space through an access hatch in the second-floor hallway adjacent to the bathroom.
The floor plans on the following page (Figure 2 and Figure 3) identify the location of these
areas.
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Harada House Structural Focus
Structural Engineering Assessment Report April 30, 2018
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Figure 2 - First Floor Plan

Figure 3 - Second Floor Plan
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Harada House Structural Focus
Structural Engineering Assessment Report April 30, 2018
Page 4

Objectives

This Structural Assessment Report provides an overview of findings and recommendations
related to the structural systems, including the following: general building observations;
structural repair and seismic retrofit needs of internal and external structure including, but
not limited to, the foundations, walls, floors, ceilings, and roof. A seismic retrofit of the
Harada House is needed because the building structure does not currently have an adequate
system for resisting structural loads from earthquakes and strong wind storms.

Applicable Codes and Standards

As a National Historic Landmark, the Harada House qualifies for the use of the California
Historical Building Code (CHBC) as the governing code. The state historical building code
is intended to provide a minimum level of structural integrity for building structures without
imposing the much more stringent requirements of the current building code. Upgrading
historic structures in accordance with the current building code is simply not feasible in
many cases. The CHBC recognizes that and was developed to keep our existing historic
structures in service, where applicable.

Description of Structure

Building and Site

Located on a relatively flat site on the east side of Lemon St. in Riverside, CA, the Harada
House was originally constructed in the late 1870’s or early 1880’s as a single-story house. A
second-floor addition was completed in 1916, and the house is now a two-story wood framed
structure of approximately 1,800 total square feet (excluding the front porch and rear storage
portion). The laundry room, kitchen, and bathroom are located at the rear of the building
in a single-story portion that was not covered by the second-floor addition. The house has
three chimneys constructed of unreinforced brick masonry, one on the south elevation, one
small chimney extending from the low roof above the kitchen along the exterior of the wall
past the high roof on the rear (east) elevation, and one extending a few feet above the low
roof of the laundry room in the northeast corner of the house. The kitchen and laundry
room chimneys are supported on wood framing in the walls and do not extend to a brick
foundation. The main chimney on the south elevation and the laundry room chimney were
disassembled above the roof line as part of temporary stabilization work in 2006, and the
chimney over the kitchen was enclosed and braced at the same time.

Structural System

Building structures have three components that form the Structural System: 1) Foundation
System, 2) Vertical Load Resisting System, and 3) Lateral Load Resisting System. The Foundation
System is the base of the structure and is the critical component for supporting all levels of a
building. Without a sturdy foundation, a structure will not be stable. The Vertical Load
Resisting System supports a structure for gravity forces that act in the vertical direction. The
Lateral Load Resisting System resists horizontal loads on a structure like forces from wind
and seismic events. For a wood framed building, the lateral force resisting system consists of
horizontal floor and roof diaphragms as well as vertical shear walls properly supported by the
foundation system.
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Harada House Structural Focus
Structural Engineering Assessment Report April 30, 2018
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1) Foundation System

The Foundation System is the base of the structure and is the critical component for
supporting all levels of a building. The Harada House is supported on wood posts on
individual concrete and small brick pad foundations (spread footings) at the building interior
in the crawl space (see Figure 4 below) and on straight line brick foundations (linear strip
footings) around the perimeter of the building.

A partial cellar was reportedly excavated in about
1915 and a new concrete foundation wall was
constructed at that time. Figure 5 below shows
the severely cracked concrete cellar wall located at
the south-west corner of the house.

Figure 4 - Crawl Space Framing Figure 5 - Cellar Foundation Wall
(June 20, 2017) (July 27, 2016)

Although not verified with exploratory excavation, it appears that the perimeter wall
foundations consist of double wide (two wythes) unreinforced brick. The depth of the brick
foundation walls is unknown. The 2x wood sill plate typically bears on the top of the brick
and the floor joists bear on the sill plate. The wall studs bear on the floor plate over the ends
of the floor joists. There is typically no rim joist or blocking between the floor joists at the
Ground Floor. There is no anchorage of the
framing to the foundations. The condition
of the brick foundation as observed from the
interior side at the southwest corner cellar is
very poor. The mortar joints are very soft
and the bond between the bricks and mortar
has released. The top course of brick on the
south wall of the cellar have rotated and
displaced due to rotation of the concrete
retaining wall below. See Figure 6 for a
photo of this condition.

Figure 6 - Rotated Brick Foundation below South Wall
(June 20, 2017)
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Harada House Structural Focus
Structural Engineering Assessment Report April 30, 2018
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At the southeast corner, the crawlspace has been deepened to create a cellar and the south
wall is a concrete retaining wall supporting the top three courses of brick. According to some
records, the concrete wall was constructed in approximately 1915 to provide the space for the
cellar and the bottom of the concrete foundation is approximately 6 inches below the floor
of the cellar. However, the cellar floor elevation and therefore the bottom of the concrete
wall is now unknown. In this location, the retaining wall is cracked in several locations and
is leaning inward toward the building. In the remaining areas of the building there is a
crawlspace roughly 24 inches tall (See Figure 4 above).

2) Vertical Load Resisting System

The Vertical Load Resisting System supports a structure for gravity forces that act in the
vertical direction. For the Harada House, this system consists of wood framing. The walls
are 2x4 wood studs and the hip roof is framed with 2x joists bearing on the perimeter walls.
The original roof had skip sheathing that was retained where possible during the re-roofing
project completed in 2006. The interior walls consist of 2x4 stud framing and the ceilings
and walls are covered with wood lath and plaster. The floors are framed with 2x joists and
sheathed with straight wood sheathing.

The roof is a hip roof and is framed of 2x4 roof rafters at approximately 30 inches on center.
There are some vertical posts near the center of the roof to help support the roof framing
and the posts are supported on the interior walls below. The ceiling is also framed of 2x joists
and span between the interior and exterior walls.

3) Lateral Load Resisting System

The Lateral Load Resisting System resists horizontal loads on a structure like forces from
wind and seismic events. The existing lateral load resisting system in the Harada House
consists of the roof and floor horizontal diaphragms spanning to the interior and exterior
wood framed walls. At the roof level, as part of the re-roofing project completed in 2006,
new 5/16” plywood was installed on top of the ceiling joists to provide a horizontal
diaphragm at the roof level. The plywood is blocked at the perimeter and anchored with
framing hardware and nails to the top plates of the perimeter walls. The second floor and
first floor diaphragms consist of straight wood sheathing and have not been modified or
strengthened.

The original vertical lateral force resisting
elements consist of the existing 2x4 wood stud
walls. The interior walls are covered with wood
lath and plaster on both faces, and the exterior
perimeter walls have lath and plaster on the
interior face and 1x horizontal clapboard siding
on the exterior face. As part of this Structural
Assessment project, the original siding was
removed and replaced with plywood sheathing
as shown in Figure 7 at the left. There is little

Figure 7: Harada House with Plywood Sheathing
(March 20, 2018)
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blocking between joists and plates at the floor levels and no mechanical connections observed other
than some occasional toenails. The interior walls do not bear on foundations so the lateral loads
transfer horizontally through the diaphragms to the perimeter walls. The perimeter wall framing is
not anchored to the perimeter brick foundations that are in a state of disrepair.

Findings, Recommendations, and Conclusions

The following excerpt was taken from the Historic Structures Report for the Harada House
that was completed in 2007 (see pages 43 and 44).
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All of our observations from the Historic Structures Report are still accurate, and many of
them have continued to deteriorate over the last 10+ years.

Current Findings, Recommendations, and Conclusions

The Dismantling and Reconstruction Drawings divided the exterior elevations of the Harada
House into zones that were labeled in the drawing elevations. A copy of the drawings can be
found at the end of this report. Removing the exterior siding in zones was necessary to
preserve the stability of the house during the dismantling process while allowing access to
observe the condition of the exterior wall framing. The dismantling of the siding started on
the south elevation and proceeded around the house to the east elevation, north elevation,
and finally the west elevation. Figure 2 and Figure 3 indicate the wall elevations of the house
that were investigated (see previous pages and end of report for the Figures).

Our findings from the assessment effort are summarized below along with recommendations
and conclusions for each specific item. Recommendations have been broken down into
three categories:

» Immediate Future - This category includes items that have already been addressed as
part of the temporary immediate repairs completed through this assessment as well
as items that need to be addressed within the next six months. It’s important to
note that several of these items are being addressed in an urgent and temporary
manner and a permanent fix will need to be completed as part of the permanent
restoration of the Harada House.
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» Short Term - Items in this category need to be addressed in the next two years.
» Permanent Solution - These items need to be addressed as part of the permanent
renovation of the Harada House.

1. Based on our observations of the Harada House structure, it has become clear that
the existing wood framing and foundation system have deteriorated to a level that
requires limited access to the house. In our professional opinion, we recommend
the City of Riverside limits access to the house to City employees for essential
purposes only. No public access should be allowed to the house. This
recommendation falls under the Immediate Future category, and City personnel
was notified of this recommendation while on site on March 20, 2018 and via email

on March 27, 2018.

2. Temporary Immediate Repairs - During the assessment discovery process, several
conditions were found that required immediate measures to stabilize the Harada
House. These items fall under the Immediate Future category, and the stabilization
details provided to the contractor are documented in sketches at the end of this
report. Figures 8 and 9 below illustrate where each of the repair sketches were
implemented.

Figure 8 - Ground Floor Temporary Immediate Repair Sketch Locations
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Harada House
Structural Engineering Assessment Report

Structural Focus

Figure 9 - Second Floor Temporary Immediate Repair Sketch Locations

A description of the Temporary Immediate Repairs that were addressed are

described below:

a.  Severe damage was found at the
base of the wall on the south
elevation in the middle portion
of the house. The damage
included deteriorated wood
framing from termites, dry rot,
and water damage (Figure 8 at
right). In addition, the removal
of the siding exposed a framing
condition where load bearing
studs were only supported by
the bottom plate of the wall.
This is not an adequate way to
properly support wall studs

ATTACHMENT 1
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and is known as a
discontinuous load bearing
condition (Figure 9 at right).

The Immediate Future
category repair for this
condition was addressed
with the implementation of
sketch SSK-1 Blocking at Base
of Zone SIC. The sketch can
be found at the end of this
report and provided new
wood blocks at the base of Figure 11 - South Wall Discontinuous
the wall to provide direct support between Load Bearing Condition

load bearing exterior wall studs and the (November 9, 2017)

existing brick foundation. A permanent solution to this structural

deficiency will be addressed with the construction of a new foundation for

the building.

b.  The wood beam under the First Floor that supports the front door elevation
(Grid B - see drawings on page 3 or drawings at end of this report) was
found to be severely deteriorated at the south end. Upon further
investigation, we discovered the beam contained severe deterioration along
its full length, and the north end of the beam was in bad shape when the
north elevation was exposed.

The Immediate Future category repair for this condition was addressed
through the implementation of sketches SSK-2 New Wood Beam at Grid B
and SSK-3 Section at Grid B. The sketches provided a new wood beam to
restore the required strength and stiffness necessary to support the front
door wall elevation.

c.  The east elevation of the house on the north side of the back door was not
originally included in the Dismantling Plan because it was a small area and
there were no visible signs of deterioration in that area. However, after
observing the condition at the base of the east elevation on the south side of
the back door, it was decided that the north side needed to be looked at as
well. Water intrusion all along the base of the east elevation and the
crumbling brick foundation has resulted in severe deterioration and damage
to the wood framing.

SSK-4 New Zone E1C was issued as an Immediate Future category repair in

order to add this zone to the areas of the exterior wall where the siding
needed to be dismantled.
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d.  Severe termite damage was found in two
studs that support the south-east
corner of the high roof. The most
severely damaged stud was a header
support stud (called a king stud) on
the south side of the second-floor
window. Approximately half of the
stud width had been eaten away by
termites, and the remaining portion
of the stud was so compromised a
nail could be pushed completely
through with a bare hand. The Figure 12 - Severely Compromised King Stud
photo at the right (Figure 12) shows this (November 29, 2017)
stud.

The repair for this condition involved replacing the severely damaged stud
with a new stud. Immediate Future category repair SSK-5 Stud Replacement
at Zone E2A shows the most severely damaged wood stud on the south side
of the Second Floor window was removed and replaced with a new stud.
The next stud to the south was supplemented by screwing a new stud to the
side of the damaged one.

e.  The north elevation had two
conditions that required
immediate repair measures. The
bottom plate of the ground floor
wall was so badly damaged by
termites that support for the
north wall was compromised. In
addition, the ground floor joist
tails were irregularly framed and
needed to be modified to
facilitate the repair. At the
second floor, the rim joist

contained severe termite damage Figure 13 - Second Floor Rim Joist with Termite Damage
(December 7, 2017)

as well. Figure 12 and Figure 13
at the right show the extent of
the damage.

Two Immediate Future
category repair sketches were
issued to address the inadequate
framing on the north elevation:
SSK-6 Temp Repair at North Wall
Bottom Plate and SSK-7 North

. _ ) Figure 14 — Back side of Second Floor rim joist
Wall 2" Floor Rim Joist. The bottom after being removed (January 23, 2018)
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plate of the ground floor wall was replaced, and the ground floor joist tails
were supplemented with a new 2x joist screwed to the side and then
trimmed to facilitate the repair. At the Second Floor, the rim joist was
replaced.

f.  The front door elevation (Grid B) on the west side contained several conditions
that were inconsistent with currently accepted framing practices. In
addition to the severely deteriorated wood beam below the ground floor
framing (see Item b. above), the front door and two window headers on each
side of the front door were framed in a manner that does not provide
adequate support for the Second Floor.

Sketch SSK-8 Front Door Elevation was implemented as an Immediate Future
category repair repair that provided new 3x6 wood headers over the door
and window openings. In addition, a continuous coil strap was added, with
blocking where required, over the full length of the front door elevation just
above the windows. The coil strap is necessary to tie all of the framing
together along the front door elevation of the house.

g.  When initially looking at the front (west) elevation of the Harada House, the
west elevation appeared to be properly supported by several posts. But after
further investigation it was discovered that several of the posts were aesthetic
in nature (false posts) and did not contain adequate structural elements to
properly support the Second Floor. Where support for the second floor was
provided, it was found to be a single 2x4 stud acting as a post. Once again,
this is not consistent with modern framing practices and would not be
adequate when strong lateral loads from a wind storm or an earthquake
push on the Second Floor of the house. Therefore, the condition needed to
be addressed with a repair that was in the Immediate Future category.

The repairs were addressed through sketch SSK-9 West Elevation — Temporary
Immediate Repairs. Proper support for the Second Floor Sleeping Porch was
added with the addition of new wood posts placed in the false post spaces at
the north-west and south-west corner. The existing single 2x4 support posts
were supplemented with new 2x4 studs screwed to the existing post. The
strengthening of the posts fit within the architectural trim boards that
surrounded the post location.

h. The upper portion of the west elevation was found to be inadequately framed.
Posts supporting the second-floor header and roof header did not exist.
This leads to overstressed structural elements and excessive deflections that
have a damaging effect on the structure and finishes in the building. While
wood framed buildings tend to be resilient and find ways to stay standing,
this condition only contributed to the deterioration that is abundant at the

Harada House.
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The inadequate framing led to sketch SSK-10 West Elevation — Upper Portion
being implemented as an Immediate Future category repair. Similar to the
repair work done at the Ground Floor of the west elevation, new wood posts
were added and existing insufficient 2x4 wood studs were supplemented
with new doubled (sistered) 2x4 studs.

i.  The second-floor header on the west
elevation contained a
problematic framing condition.
The header was originally built
as a letin 2x header creating a
notch in the studs that the porch
ceiling joists hang from. Figure
15 illustrates this condition.

This condition was mitigated by
SSK-11 Detail at (E) Let-In Header
(West Elevation) as an Immediate
Future category repair. The
detail adds new posts from the
foundation of the west elevation
to the roof, special detailing was
required to pass around the
existing let-in header at the
second-floor.

Figure 15 - Porch Ceiling Joists Hung from
3. Asnoted in several of the Temporary Immediate Notched Studs (January 16, 2018)

Repairs listed above, severe termite damage was

found in every exterior wall elevation when exposed. The ground floor framing and
floor boards as observed from the partial cellar are also severely deteriorated from
termite damage to the point that several holes through the floor were found.
Additional photos of the most severe termite damage are provided in the photos at

the end of this report. See Photos 1, 2, 4, 8, 10, and 11.

All structural elements that have been compromised by termite damage need to be
replaced or supplemented with new wood members. This includes a large portion of
the exterior wall framing that was observed during this structural assessment and is
assumed to include the interior framing as mandated by the Director of the
Riverside Metropolitan Museum since access was not provided to assess the interior
wood framing. In addition, a robust termite inspection and treatment program by a
qualified pest control professional shall be implemented and maintained
immediately. The Termite Monitoring Program falls under the Immediate Future
category.
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Some of the termite damage was addressed as a temporary immediate repair in the
Immediate Future category. The remainder of the termite damage needs to be
addressed as part of the Permanent Solution category as long as the termite
inspection and treatment program is initiated and maintained immediately in order
to avoid further termite damage.

4. Several indicators of non-uniform movement in the house were observed. This
included several level and plumb readings taken in the attic space over the second-
floor, the second-floor walls and floors, and some areas of the ground floor. While
the findings from a monitoring survey in 2016 and 2017 did not indicate the house
moved in a significant way over the six-month period between surveys, visual
observations indicate movement of the house over its lifetime have not been
uniform. These visual observations included identification of areas in the house that
have moved several inches vertically as well as horizontal movement in both
directions (north-south and east-west). It is also very clear that the house is out-of-
level and no longer plumb.

Differential movements in the house were found to be extensive and irregular. No

clear conclusions could be formed to explain the movement that has occurred, but it
is reasonable to expect two major contributing factors are the severe termite damage
in the house (Item #3 above) and the crumbling foundation system (Item #5 below).

Continuing the monitoring survey as part of a Short Term category item should be
done. The survey program will need to be revisited to address the following: 1) Re-
establish the baseline for future surveys - Several of the previous survey points were
lost during the dismantling and reconstruction of the exterior siding project. This
means that the next survey of the house will establish the new baseline; 2) Establish
number and location of survey points - After conducting our investigation and
discovering the extent of the non-uniform movement in the house, it is clear
additional survey points are needed. 3) Frequency of surveys - Monitoring surveys
shall be conducted every 6 months for the next two years. In addition to a revamped
monitoring survey program, annual visits by a structural engineer shall be made to
visually observe the condition of the house.

Restoring the house to a level and plumb condition should be part of the
Permanent Solution category for the renovation of the Harada House. Wood
framed structures that are not level and not plumb show signs of distress due to the
internal forces that result from this condition. This is obviously not ideal, and the
Harada House is displaying signs of distress in many areas. Several of the temporary
shoring measures that have been taken over the last 10+ years were intended to
relieve the stress from the house being out-oflevel and out-of-plumb. This condition
can be corrected as part of the house stabilization when a new foundation is built to
properly support the house.
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5. The original brick and concrete basement foundations are severely damaged and
need to be replaced. In addition to the most visible damage at the south-east corner
of the house in the partial cellar (see Figure 16 and Figure 17 below), there are loose
bricks in several areas around the entire perimeter of the house.

Figure 16 — Crumbling Foundation below East Wall Figure 17 — Unstable Brick Foundation below South
(June 20, 2017) Wall (June 20, 2017)

The Foundation System is the base of the structure and is the critical component for
supporting all levels of a building. New code compliant foundations are needed to
propetly support the Harada House and anchor the wood framed building to the
foundation. Structural Focus previously completed construction documents for new
foundations to support the house, but the documents will need to be updated to
include leveling the house. Replacing the foundation system will require a specialty
contractor that can provide temporary support for the house and lift it to allow for
construction of the new
foundation system. The process
will be a complex and risky
undertaking that will likely
involve major excavation work
under the house. Figure 18
shows an example of a different
historic house in Claremont,
CA that was lifted and relocated
on a new foundation. The
photo is taken during
construction when the holes for
the new foundation were dug
and steel reinforcing bars have
been placed in the excavation in
preparation for placement of
new concrete foundations.

Figure 18 - Lifting of an Existing House for Construction of
a new Foundation under the House (July 2017)
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Our recommendation for the Harada House is to construct the new foundation level
and set the house on the foundation to restore the house back to a level condition.
This will require removal of some of the temporary immediate repair work that was
done in order to allow the house to properly sit on the new foundation. While time
is of the essence when it comes to stabilizing the house on a proper foundation, this
recommendation falls under the Permanent Solution category.

6. Several framing conditions were found during the assessment that need to be
corrected. Correcting each poorly framed condition should be done as part of
Permanent Solution category repairs after the house has been leveled on a new
foundation system. This will allow for the corrective framing measures to be
constructed properly in a level and plumb condition. A description of the condition
and our recommendations for each item follows:

a.  Several poorly framed header conditions were found throughout the exterior
walls. The headers often consist of a double, flat 2x4 that is end nailed to
the closest adjacent stud. In some cases, the header is a single, flat 2x
member. Figure 19 shows a typical header condition in the house.

Figure 19 - Harada House Typical Header Condition (November 6, 2017)

The Permanent Solution
category repair for this condition
is to remove the existing header
and replace it with a properly
designed and connected header.
Modifications to the adjacent
king studs as well as the addition
of jack studs will also be
required. Figure 20 shows a
properly framed header
condition using current
construction practices.

Figure 20 - Standard Header Framing
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b.  The base of the stairs in the house are not properly supported. Standard
construction practice would provide supplemental support framing at the
base of the stair due to the critical nature of the stair as the sole exit option
from the Second Floor. Providing supplemental framing at the ground floor
is a Permanent Solution category repair to properly support the stairs.

c.  The framing for the front porch is
severely deteriorated and poorly
laid out. It does not properly
support the second-floor
sleeping porch. The porch
ceiling appears to be framed
with ceiling joists that were
made from scrap wood on site at
the time the ceiling was built.
This is a dangerous condition.
Several of the joists are short
and have been split for splicing
another member alongside to ) N )
span the required length. This (Fé%égi]itr ;?ggi%late Porch Ceiling Framing
condition can be seen in Figure 21 at
the right.

Rebuilding the front porch and the ceiling over the front porch is a
necessary Permanent Solution category repair. Until this can be done,
access to the space over the porch ceiling should be restricted.

7. Cracked Wood Blocks in Attic - As
part of the re-roofing project
completed in 2006, horizontal wood
blocks were added to properly
connect the new plywood sheathing
on the second-floor ceiling joists with
the top plate of the perimeter walls.
While assessing the condition of the
house, it was observed that several of
the blocks had cracked through the
length of the block at the south-east
corner of the house and along the
north wall at the east end. Figure 22
shows this condition. Figure 22 - Cracked Wood Blocking

Restoring the load path between the second-floor ceiling diaphragm and the exterior
walls will need to be completed as part of the Permanent Solution category repairs.
This can be done with standard wood framing details for residential construction
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once the base of the house is stabilized on a proper foundation and the house is
brought to a level and plumb condition.

Overall Conclusions

The Harada House has deteriorated to the level that it is no longer safe to occupy the
building. The condition of the crumbling foundation system and severely termite damaged
perimeter (as observed) and interior (based on worst-case scenario assumption) wood framing
leave the house at a point where almost all the existing structure needs to be supplemented
or replaced. But that work will only stabilize the building structure.

The future of the house as an occupiable building requires the services of an Architect of
Record and Historic Preservationist to form a consulting team that can provide the
professional design services necessary to perform a proper historic preservation of the Harada
House.

Details

Drawings, Photos and Sketches of the project can be found on the following pages:

Harada House Exterior Siding Dismantling and Reconstruction Drawings
Photo 1 - South Elevation - Ground Floor

Photo 2 - East Elevation - Second Floor

Photo 3 - East Elevation - Damaged Stud

Photo 4 - North Elevation - 2™ Floor Rim Joist

Photo 5 - North Elevation - Damaged Rim Joist

Photo 6 - North Elevation - Damaged Rim Joist (after Removal)
Photo 7 - North Elevation - Damaged Rim Joist (after Removal)

9. Photo 8 - Drop Ceiling over Dining Room (Middle of House on South Side)
10. Photo 9 - South Elevation - Header Condition

11. Photo 10 - Dining Room - Hole in Floor Board

12. Photo 11 - Ground Floor - Termite Damaged Floor Beam

13. Photo 12 - Inadequate Porch Ceiling Framing

14. SSK-1 BLOCKING AT BASE OF ZONE S1C

15. SSK-2 NEW WOOD BEAM AT GRID B

16. SSK-3 SECTION AT GRID B

17. SSK-4 NEW ZONE E1C

18. SSK-5 STUD REPLACEMENT AT ZONE E2A

19. SSK-6 TEMP REPAIR AT NORTH WALL BOTTOM PLATE

20. SSK-7 NORTH WALL 2NP FLOOR RIM JOIST

21. SSK-8 FRONT DOOR ELEVATION

22. SSK-9 WEST ELEVATION - TEMPORARY IMMEDIATE REPAIRS
23. SSK-10 WEST ELEVATION - UPPER PORTION

24. SSK-11 DETAIL AT (E) LET-IN HEADER (WEST ELEVATION)

PN E R

ATTACHMENT 1



ATTAC

L

GENERAL STRUCTURAL NOTES

GENERAL

MATERIALS AND WORKMANSHIP TO CONFORM WITH THE 2016 EDITION OF THE
CALIFORNIA HISTORICAL BUILDING CODE AND THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE CONTRACT
DOCUMENTS.

THESE GENERAL NOTES SUPPLEMENT THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE PROJECT
SPECIFICATIONS. IN CASE OF CONFLICT BETWEEN THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS,
CONTACT THE OWNER'S REPRESENTATIVE.

REFERENCE TO CODES, RULES, REGULATIONS, STANDARDS, MANUFACTURER'S
INSTRUCTIONS OR REQUIREMENTS OF REGULATORY AGENCIES IS TO THE LATEST
PRINTED EDITION OF EACH IN EFFECT AT THE DATE OF SUBMISSION OF BID
UNLESS THE DOCUMENT DATE IS SHOWN.

DRAWINGS INDICATE GENERAL AND TYPICAL DETAILS OF CONSTRUCTION. WHERE
CONDITIONS ARE NOT SPECIFICALLY INDICATED BUT ARE OF SIMILAR CHARACTER TO
DETAILS SHOWN, USE SIMILAR DETAILS OF CONSTRUCTION, SUBJECT TO REVIEW BY
THE OWNER’S REPRESENTATIVE.

DETAILS AND SHEETS TITLED "TYPICAL” APPLY TO SITUATIONS OCCURRING ON THE
PROJECT THAT ARE THE SAME OR SIMILAR TO THOSE SPECIFICALLY REFERENCED.
SUCH DETAILS ARE NOT NOTED AT EACH LOCATION THAT THEY OCCUR.

THE CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR COORDINATING THE WORK OF ALL TRADES
AND FOR CHECKING DIMENSIONS. NOTIFY THE OWNER'S REPRESENTATIVE OF ANY
DISCREPANCIES AND RESOLVE BEFORE PROCEEDING WITH THE WORK.

DO NOT SCALE THE DRAWINGS.

PROVIDE MEASURES NECESSARY TO PROTECT THE STRUCTURE DURING
CONSTRUCTION.  SUCH MEASURES INCLUDE, BUT MAY NOT BE LIMITED TO, BRACING
AND SHORING FOR LOADS DURING CONSTRUCTION.

INFORMATION SHOWN ON THE DRAWINGS RELATED TO EXISTING CONDITIONS
REPRESENTS THE PRESENT KNOWLEDGE, BUT WITHOUT GUARANTEE OF ACCURACY.
REPORT CONDITIONS THAT CONFLICT WITH THE CONTRACT DOCUMENTS TO THE
OWNER'S REPRESENTATIVE. DO NOT DEVIATE FROM THE CONTRACT DOCUMENTS
WITHOUT WRITTEN DIRECTION FROM THE OWNER'S REPRESENTATIVE.

THE CONTRACTOR IS SOLELY RESPONSIBLE FOR PROVIDING A SAFE PLACE TO WORK
AND MEETING THE REQUIREMENTS OF ALL APPLICABLE JURISDICTIONS. EXECUTE
WORK TO ENSURE THE SAFETY OF PERSONS AND ADJACENT PROPERTY AGAINST
DAMAGE BY FALLING DEBRIS AND OTHER HAZARDS IN CONNECTION WITH THIS
WORK.

ROUGH CARPENTRY

FRAMING LUMBER: DOUGLAS FIR (COAST REGION) GRADED AND MARKED IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE STANDARD GRADING RULES NO. 17 OF THE WEST COAST
LUMBER INSPECTION BUREAU (W.C.L..B.) OR WESTERN LUMBER GRADING RULES,
OF THE WESTERN WOOD PRODUCTS ASSOCIATION (W.W.P.A.). USE LUMBER OF
THE FOLLOWING GRADES:

MEMBER MOISTURE CONTENT WOOD /GRADE
D.F. #1 PRESSURE OR
SILLS 15% PRESERVATIVE TREATED OR
FOUNDATION GRADE REDWOOD
STUDS 15% DF. #2
JOISTS, PLANKS AND 12% DF. #
PLATES
BEAMS, 5° & WIDER GREEN D.F. SELECT STRUCTURAL
BEAMS, 4 & NARROWER GREEN DF. #
POSTS, 6x6 & LARGER GREEN D.F. SELECT STRUCTURAL
POSTS, 4x6 & SMALLER 15% DF. #
FRAMING BLOCKING & 12% 0F. 2
BRIDGING
PLYWOOD BLOCKING 15% . #
FRAMING BLOCKING & 15% CONSTRUCTION
BRIDGING

PANEL SHEATHING: IDENTIFY WOOD STRUCTURAL PANELS WITH THE APPROPRIATE
TRADEMARK OF APA—THE ENGINEERED WOOD ASSOCIATION AND MEET THE
REQUIREMENTS OF THE VOLUNTARY PRODUCT STANDARD PS-1 OR PS—2 AND APA
PRP-108 PERFORMANCE STANDARD.

A. PANEL SHEATHING TO BE EXPOSURE 1.

B. PLYWOOD PANELS TO BE 5-PLY MINIMUM, EXCEPT 3/8" PANELS TO BE 3-PLY
MINIMUM.

o

. PLYWOOD TO BE CC GRADE AT LOCATIONS EXPOSED TO WEATHER; CD GRADE
ELSEWHERE.

D. PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING GRADE AND SPAN RATINGS:

3. ROUGH HARDWARE:

A. BOLTS AND THREADED RODS: ASTM A307, SQUARE OR HEXAGONAL HEAD MACHINE
BOLTS WITH ASTM A563 NUTS. USE MALLEABLE IRON WASHERS UNDER HEAD AND
NUT WHEN IN CONTACT WITH WOOD. AT SILL PLATES USE 2%"X2} "X%" MINIMUM
PLATE WASHERS.

B. LAG SCREWS: ASTM A307, ANSI/ASME STANDARD B18.2.1. USE ANSI B18.22.1
WASHERS UNDER HEAD WHEN IN CONTACT WITH WOOD.

C. SCREWS: ASTM A307, ANSI/ASME STANDARD B18.6.1. USE CADMIUM—PLATED PAN
OR ROUND HEADED SCREWS AT STEEL TO WOOD AND WOOD TO WOOD CONNECTIONS.

D. MISCELLANEQUS STEEL: ASTM A36.

E. BOLTS, NUTS, WASHERS, STRAPS AND OTHER HARDWARE EXPOSED TO THE WEATHER
TO BE HOT-DIPPED GALVANIZED OR STAINLESS STEEL.

F. FRAMING CLIPS, SHEET METAL STRAPS, ETC.. SIMPSON, UNIVERSAL, OR SILVER, WITH
ICBO REPORTS. DESIGNATIONS ON DRAWINGS ARE BASED ON SIMPSON CATALOGUE
NUMBERS.

4. FASTENERS

A. ALL FASTENERS SHALL BE WOOD SCREWS IN ORDER TO MINIMIZE THE IMPACT ON THE
EXISTING HISTORIC STRUCTURE. NO NAILS ARE ALLOWED. WHERE NAILS ARE SPECIFIED
SUBSTITUTE ALL NAILS WITH THE FOLLOWING WOOD SCREWS:
8d = #6, 10d = #7, 16d = #8, 20d = #10, 30d = #12, 40d = # 14

B. MINIMUM FASTENERS TO BE AS FOLLOWS, UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED:

BLOCKING BETWEEN STUDS TOENAILS EACH END 3—#6 EACH SIDE

PROVIDE MINIMUM FASTENERS PER TABLE 2304.9.1 OF THE CODE U.O.N. SUBSTITUTE
ALL NAILS WITH WOOD SCREWS PER NOTE A.

5. BOLT AND SCREW INSTALLATION:

A. DRILL BOLT HOLES A MAXIMUM OF 1/16 INCH LARGER IN DIAMETER THAN THE BOLT
NOMINAL DIAMETER.

B. DRILL PRE-BORED LEAD HOLES FOR WOOD SCREWS AS FOLLOWS.
1. DRILL LEAD HOLE FOR THE SHANK TO A DEPTH EQUAL TO THE LENGTH OF THE

UNTHREADED PORTION IN THE MAIN MEMBER. USE A DRILL BIT 7/8 THE
DIAMETER OF THE WOOD SCREW.

N

. EXTEND THE LEAD HOLE FOR THE THREADED PORTION OF THE SCREW WITH A

DRILL BIT WHOSE DIAMETER IS 7/8 THE DIAMETER OF THE SCREW AT THE ROOT
OF THE THREAD.

[N

. INSERT THE SCREW INTO LEAD HOLE BY TURNING. DO NOT DRIVE WITH A
HAMMER.

4. LUBRICATE WITH SOAP OR BEESWAX TO FACILITATE INSTALLATION.
C. DRILL PRE-BORED LEAD HOLES FOR LAG SCREWS AS FOLLOWS.

1. DRILL LEAD HOLE FOR THE SHANK TO A DEPTH EQUAL TO THE LENGTH OF THE
UNTHREADED PORTION IN THE MAIN MEMBER. USE A DRILL BIT OF THE SAME
DIAMETER AS THE LAG SCREW.

2. EXTEND THE LEAD HOLE FOR THE THREADED PORTION OF THE LAG SCREW WITH
A DRILL BIT WHOSE DIAMETER IS 60 PERCENT OF THE NOMINAL LAG SCREW
DIAMETER.

3. INSERT LAG SCREW INTO LEAD HOLE BY TURNING. DO NOT DRIVE WITH A
HAMMER.

4. LUBRICATE WITH SOAP OR BEESWAX TO FACILITATE INSTALLATION.

6. INSTALL SOLID BLOCKING BETWEEN JOISTS AT ENDS AND OVER SUPPORTS. PROVIDE 2
INCH BY 3 INCH CROSS BRIDGING, METAL BRIDGING, OR SOLID BLOCKING BETWEEN
JOISTS IN SPANS EQUALLY SPACED 8 FEET ON CENTER MAXIMUM AND WHERE
INDICATED.

7. DO NOT USE WOOD SHINGLE SHIMS UNDER STUDS, JOISTS, BEAMS, OR POSTS.
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A. GENERAL

A. GENERAL

1) THE HARADA HOUSE IS A DESIGNATED HISTORIC LANDMARK. EXTREME
CAUTION SHALL BE USED WHEN WORKING ON THE HOUSE TO PROTECT
THE HISTORIC FEATURES OF THE BUILDING.

2) THE PURPOSE OF THIS PROJECT IS TO DISMANTLE THE EXTERIOR SIDING
ON THE HARADA HOUSE TO PERFORM A STRUCTURAL INVESTIGATION OF
THE EXISTING HOUSE STRUCTURE. IT IS ANTICIPATED THAT STRUCTURAL
DEFICIENCIES WILL BE FOUND, SOME OF WHICH MAY REQUIRE IMMEDIATE
ATTENTION.

3) SEE SPECIFICATIONS FOR REQUIREMENTS REGARDING IMPLEMENTATION OF
THE PROTECTION PLAN.

4) HAZARDOUS MATERIALS ARE KNOWN TO BE PRESENT AND SHALL BE
PROPERLY ADDRESSED BY THE CONTRACTOR DURING CONSTRUCTION. SEE
SPECIFICATIONS FOR HAZARDOUS MATERIAL REPORT.

5) THE FOLLOWING DISMANTLING PLAN NOTES AND RECONSTRUCTION PLAN

NOTES SHALL BE FOLLOWED FOR EACH ZONE DESIGNATED ON THE HARADA

HOUSE ELEVATIONS (SEE S3.0). DEVELOP A SCHEDULE FOR DISMANTLING

AND RECONSTRUCTION TO BE SHARED WITH STRUCTURAL FOCUS FOR

ON-SITE OBSERVATION PURPOSES. ON-SITE OBSERVATION BY STRUCTURAL

FOCUS WILL BE REQUIRED DURING THE DISMANTLING PROCESS, SO

CAREFUL COORDINATION WILL BE REQUIRED.

DISMANTLING AND RECONSTRUCTION SHALL BE COMPLETED FOR EACH ZONE

PRIOR TO MOVING TO THE NEXT ZONE.

6

N2

B. DISMANTLING PLAN NOTES

1) THE HARADA HOUSE IS A DESIGNATED HISTORIC LANDMARK. EXTREME CAUTION
SHALL BE USED WHEN WORKING ON THE HOUSE TO PROTECT THE HISTORIC
FEATURES OF THE BUILDING.

2) REMOVAL OF THE SIDING SHALL BE DONE IN ZONES AS DESIGNATED ON THE
HOUSE ELEVATIONS (S3.0). THE FOLLOWING ZONE ORDER SHALL BE FOLLOWED
FOR DISMANTLING THE HARADA HOUSE SIDING:

a) SOUTH ELEVATION — S2B (INSCRIPTION WALL — USE EXTREME CARE), SID,
SIC, S2C, S1B (NOTE - SIE IS NOT INCLUDED)

b) SOUTH ELEVATION — S2A, S1A (BREAK OUT BID AS ADD-ALTERNATE 'SOUTH
PORCH’)

c) EAST ELEVATION — E2A, E2B, E1A (NOTE — E1B IS NOT INCLUDED)

d) NORTH ELEVATION — N2A, N2B, N1A, N1B (BREAK OUT BID AS
ADD—ALTERNATE °NORTH')

e) NORTH ELEVATION — N2C, N1D (BREAK OUT BID AS ADD—ALTERNATE 'NORTH
PORCH’)

f) WEST ELEVATION FRONT DOOR (GRID B) - WIC, WiD, WIE (BREAK OUT BID
AS ADD-ALTERNATIVE °FRONT DOOR’)

g) WEST ELEVATION — W2A, W2B, WIA, WIB (BREAK OUT BID AS
ADD—ALTERNATE 'WEST')

3) CAREFULLY REMOVE ALL TRIM BOARDS AND BATTENS — STORE IN ACCORDANCE
WITH WILLIAMS ART CONSERVATION REQUIREMENTS

4) CAREFULLY REMOVE ALL SIDING BOARDS — BOARDS SHALL BE REMOVED IN FULL
LENGTH SEGMENTS; STORE IN ACCORDANCE WITH WILLIAMS ART CONSERVATION
REQUIREMENTS

5) CONTACT STRUCTURAL FOCUS TO DETERMINE IF ON-SITE OBSERVATION WILL BE
REQUIRED FOR EACH ZONE.

C. RECONSTRUCTION PLAN NOTES

NO. REVISION OR ISSUE DATE

REVISIONS

STRUCTURAL

FOCUS

19210 S. Vermont Ave.
Building B, Suite 210
Gardena, CA 90248

310.323.9924
structuralfocus.com

1) THE HARADA HOUSE IS A DESIGNATED HISTORIC LANDMARK. EXTREME
CAUTION SHALL BE USED WHEN WORKING ON THE HOUSE TO PROTECT
THE HISTORIC FEATURES OF THE BUILDING.

2) CONTRACTOR TO SUBMIT WATERPROOFING AND FLASHING DETAILS FOR
REVIEW BY OWNER.

3) PRIOR TO PLACING NEW PLYWOOD SHEATHING, CONTACT STRUCTURAL
FOCUS TO CONFIRM THAT ON-SITE OBSERVATION REQUIREMENTS HAVE
BEEN MET.

4) USE T1-11 PLYWOOD SHEATHING FOR COVERING THE EXPOSED EXTERIOR
WALL FRAMING. SEE HOUSE ELEVATIONS (S3.0) FOR SHEATHING PANEL
TYPES AND DETAIL 5/S4.0 FOR PLYWOOD SHEATHING REQUIREMENTS.

5) PAINT T1=11 PLYWOOD SHEATHING — SEE PROJECT SPECIFICATIONS.
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SEVERELY TERMITE
DAMAGED STUD

CRUSHED GROUND
FLOOR JOIST

PHOTO 1: SOUTH ELEVATION — GROUND FLOOR
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EXISTING TERMITE
DAMAGED STUD REMOVED;
SEE CLOSE UP BELOW

EXISTING WINDOW
HEADER

PHOTO 2: EAST ELEVATION — SECOND FLOOR

SEVERELY TERMITE
DAMAGED STUD

. EXISTING WINDOW
HEADER

V

PHOTO 3: EAST ELEVATION — DAMAGED STUD
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SEVERELY TERMITE
DAMAGED RIM JOIST

=\

PHOTO 4: NORTH ELEVATION — 2ND FLOOR RIM JOIST

I TERMITE DAMAGE

PHOTO 5: NORTH ELEVATION — DAMAGED RIM JOIST
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SEVERELY TERMITE DAMAGED
RIM JOIST - EXTERIOR SIDE
AFTER REMOVAL

PHOTO 6: NORTH ELEVATION — DAMAGED RIM JOIST

SEVERELY TERMITE DAMAGED I
RIM JOIST - INTERIOR SIDE
AFTER REMOVAL I

N

PHOTO 7: NORTH ELEVATION — DAMAGED RIM JOIST

ATTACHMENT 1



| SECOND FLOOR FRAMING

DROP CEILING FRAMIN
I oPC G G TERMITE DROPPING PILES ON

CEILING OVER DINING ROOM

PHOTO 8: DROP CEILING OVER DINING ROOM
(MIDDLE OF HOUSE ON SOUTH SIDE)
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GAP AT TOP 2x |

DOUBLE, FLAT
2X4 HEADER

I SECOND FLOOR WINDOW I

PHOTO 9: SOUTH ELEVATION — HEADER CONDITION

LARGE HOLE
IN FLOOR

TERMITE DAMAGED
FLOOR BOARD

PHOTO 10: DINING ROOM — HOLE IN FLOOR BOARD
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PHOTO 11: GROUND FLOOR —
TERMITE DAMAGED FLOOR BEAM

PHOTO 12: INADEQUATE PORCH CEILING FRAMING
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TEMP REPAIR SEQUENCE:

- INSTALL (N) 2x12 SHORING BEAM
WITH (2) - #7 WOOD SCREWS TO
EACH STUD

- REPLACE (E) BOTTOM PLATE

- TRIM (E) FLOOR JOIST TAIL AND
BLOCK FLUSH WITH WALL

- INSTALL (N) 2x JOIST AND BLOCKING

- INSTALL (N) T1-11 PLYWOOD
SHEATHING PER CONSTRUCTION
DOCUMENTS

CONTRACTOR TO SUBMIT
WATERPROOFING AND
FLASHING DETAILS FOR
REVIEW BY OWNER PER
S2.0, SECTION C, NOTE 2.
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUND COMMITTEE
Minutes

A

RIVERSIDE

Cig/ of Arts & Innovation

April 13, 2015, 2:00 p.m.
Art Pick Council Chamber
City Hall, 3900 Main Street

COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT: John Field, Councilman Mike Gardner, Dave Leonard, Ken
Sutter, Steve Lech

STAFF PRESENT: Erin Gettis, Historic Preservation Officer/Principal Planner
Teri Delcamp, Historic Preservation Senior Planner
Barbara Bouska, Associate Planner
Anthony Beaumon, Deputy City Attorney

Chairman Gardner called the meeting to order at 2:08 p.m.

COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE:

1. There were no comments from the audience.

DISCUSSION CALENDAR:

Teri Delcamp, Historic Preservation Senior Planner, briefly reviewed the staff report format.

2. PLANNING CASE P15-0163: Proposed Historic Preservation Fund Grant request by the City
of Riverside Metropolitan Museum for $25,000 for a $618,384 project to foundation
replacement and site drainage repair at Harada House, a National Historic Landmark, at
3356 Lemon Street, located on the southeasterly side of Lemon Street, between 3@ and 4"
Streets, in the DSP-CR-Downtown Specific Plan and Cultural Resources Overlay Zones, in
Ward 1. It has been determined this project is exempt from the provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Guidelines Section 15331 (Historical
Resource Restoration/Rehabilitation).

Ms. Delcamp, presented the staff report.
The applicant was not present

Board Member Leonard pointed out that the Museum has been trying to raise funds for this
project for some time now. He asked when the repairs were anticipated to begin.

Ms. Delcamp replied that the Museum does have money on hand but did not know the status of
the fund raising. Staff anticipates the completion of this project within 1-2 years.

HPFC Minutes lof7 Approved Minutes
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Board Member Leonard suggested extending the completion date one year.

Ms. Delcamp noted, the Board could revise condition 2 and extend the time to June 2017
instead of 2016.

MOTION by John Field, SECOND by Dave Leonard: To Determine that the project is exempt
from CEQA under section 15331; and To Approve Planning Case P15-0163, the proposed grant
in the amount of $25,000 subject to the recommended conditions and the execution of
appropriate Grant Agreement. With Modification to condition 2, extending the completion date
by 1 year to June 30, 2017.

MOTION CARRIED unanimously.

3. PLANNING CASE P15-0167: Proposed Historic Preservation Fund Grant request by
Drew Oberjuerge for $25,000 for a $28,000 project for replacement of original windows
along Lime Street at the Riverside Art Museum, which is listed on the National Register, a
City Landmark, and Contributor to the 7" Street and Mission Inn Historic Districts at
3425 Mission Inn Avenue, located on the northwesterly corner of Mission Inn Avenue and
Lime Streets, in the DSP-CR-Downtown Specific Plan and Cultural Resources Overlay
Zones, in Ward 1. It has been determined this project is exempt from the provisions of
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Guidelines Section 15331
(historical Resource Restoration/Rehabilitation).

Ms. Delcamp presented the staff report.

Drew Oberjuerge, Executive Director, stated that it was their intention to restore the original
wood windows to bring back the beauty and integrity of the building design.

MOTION by Steve Lech, SECOND by John Field: To Determine that the project is exempt from
CEQA under section 15331; and To Approve Planning Case P15-0167, the proposed grant in
the amount of $25,000 subject to the recommended conditions and the execution of appropriate
Grant Agreement.

MOTION CARRIED unanimously.

4, PLANNING CASE P15-0160: Proposed Historic Preservation Fund Grant request by the
City of Riverside Public Works Department for $25,000 for a $50,000 project to repair the
pergola in the public right-of-way adjacent to a commercial business which is listed on the
National Register, and Contributor to the 7" Street and Mission Inn Historic Districts in
front of 3391 Mission Inn Avenue, located at the northeasterly corner of Mission Inn and
Lime Streets, in Ward 1. It has been determined this project is exempt from the
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Guidelines
Section 15331 (Historical Resource Restoration/Rehabilitation).

Ms. Delcamp presented the staff report.
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Board Member Leonard added that the Riverside Downtown Partnership is also participating in
this project. He asked how and if, this project would go forward without this funding. He wanted
to make sure there weren't other avenues for financing this project.

Ms. Delcamp explained that it was staff's understanding that pergolas, monuments and other
Public Works elements in the right-of-way have not been prioritized for funding. These projects
would not be done anytime soon without this funding.

Chairman Gardner pointed out that unless Public Works finds other grant sources, this expense
would compete for General Fund monies.

MOTION by Dave Leonard, SECOND by John Field: To Determine that the project is exempt
from CEQA under section 15331; and To Approve Planning Case P15-0160, the proposed grant
in the amount of $25,000 subject to the recommended conditions and the execution of
appropriate Grant Agreement.

MOTION CARRIED unanimously.

5. PLANNING CASE P15-0154: Proposed Historic Preservation Fund Grant request by
Mark Parrish for $25,000 for a project greater than $26,753 to replace the porch beam,
reroof, and repaint a single-family residence which is eligible for Landmark designation at
8410 Cleveland Avenue, located on the southeasterly side of Cleveland Avenue,
between Adams and Gratton Streets, in the RA-5 Residential Agricultural Zone, in Ward
5. It has been determined this project is exempt from the provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Guidelines Section 15331 (Historical
Resource Restoration/Rehabilitation).

Ms. Delcamp presented the staff report. As a condition of approval, (condition 5) requires the
applicant to submit a complete application for Landmark designation within one year from the
execution of the grant agreement for the review of the Cultural Heritage Board.

Mark Parrish, property owner, addressed the Committee. He indicated that there is other work
he is planning such as repainting the home and replanting trees in the citrus grove. The funding
requested represents approximately 30% of the total work he expects to complete on this

property.

MOTION by John Field, SECOND by Steve Lech: To Determine that the project is exempt from
CEQA under section 15331; and To Approve Planning Case P15-0154, the proposed grant in
the amount of $25,000 subject to the recommended conditions and the execution of appropriate
Grant Agreement.

MOTION CARRIED unanimously.
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6. PLANNING CASE P15-0168: Proposed Historic Preservation Fund Grant request by
Jennifer Mermilliod for $11,520 for a $20,706 project for repair of water and termite
damage at a property developed with a single-family residence, detached guest house
and garage which is a Contributor to the Wood Streets Historic District and City Structure
of Merit at 5110 Magnolia Avenue, located on the southeasterly corner of Magnolia
Avenue and Castle Reagh Place, in the R-1-7000-CR_Single Family Residential and
Cultural Resources Overlay Zones, in Ward 1. It has been determined this project is
exempt from the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant
to Guidelines Section 15331 (Historical Resource Restoration/Rehabilitation).

Ms. Delcamp presented the staff report.

Jennifer Mermilliod, property owner, addressed the Committee. She indicated they started a
small project which has become a very extensive project. She thanked the Committee and
stated she appreciated the opportunity to apply for these funds.

MOTION by Dave Leonard, SECOND by Steve Lech: To Determine that the project is exempt
from CEQA under section 15331; and To Approve Planning Case P15-0168, the proposed grant
in the amount of $11,520 subject to the recommended conditions and the execution of
appropriate Grant Agreement.

MOTION CARRIED unanimously.

7. PLANNING CASE P15-0159: Proposed Historic Preservation Fund Grant request by
Matthew Jarrett for $9,750 for a $9,750 project to replace the roof of a single-family
residence which is eligible for Structure of Merit designation at 3628 Taft Street, located
on the southwesterly side of Taft Street, northwesterly of Primrose Drive, in the R-1-
7000-Single Family Residential Zone, in Ward 5. It has been determined this project is
exempt from the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant
to Guidelines Section 15331 (Historical Resource Restoration/Rehabilitation).

Ms. Delcamp presented the staff report.

Matthew Jarrett, property owner, addressed the Committee. He stated he has done a lot of
work within the past 10 years through the Riverside Housing Development Corporation. The
roof is something he has not been able to do on his own.

MOTION by John Field, SECOND by Dave Leonard: To Determine that the project is exempt
from CEQA under section 15331; and To Approve Planning Case P15-0159, the proposed grant
in the amount of $9,750 subject to the recommended conditions and the execution of
appropriate Grant Agreement.

MOTION CARRIED unanimously.
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8. PLANNING CASE P15-0166: Proposed Historic Preservation Fund Grant request by
Jeyan Danesh for $10,000 for a $10,000 project for foundation repair at a single-family
residence which is a Contributor to the Heritage Square Historic District and City
Structure of Merit at 3354 Orange Street, located on the southeasterly side of Orange
Street between 3@ and 4™ Streets, in the DSP-CR-Downtown Specific Plan and Cultural
Resources Overlay Zones, in Ward 1. It has been determined this project is exempt from
the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Guidelines
Section 15331 (Historical Resource Restoration/Rehabilitation).

Ms. Delcamp presented the staff report.

Board Member Leonard noted that the staff report, page 1, item 5, reflects that the project does
not meet all applicable criteria of Title 20, Sections 20.05.010 and 20.30.030.

Ms. Delcamp explained that staff has included a condition of approval so that these are met
before the execution of the contract.

Jayen Danesh, property owner, stated she was excited to be a part of the downtown
revitalization. She expressed her concern that in a seismic event of any significance, her home
would slide off its foundation. She stated the amount requested is an estimate based on her
research and that a formal bid is still pending.

Board Member Leonard stated he was concerned with the lack of bid for this project.

MOTION by Dave Leonard, SECOND by Steve Lech: To Determine that the project is exempt
from CEQA under section 15331; and To Approve Planning Case P15-0166, the proposed grant
in the amount up to $10,000 or less subject to the recommended conditions and the execution
of appropriate Grant Agreement.

MOTION CARRIED unanimously.

9. PLANNING CASE P15-0144: Proposed Historic Preservation Fund Grant request by
Rita Bender for $25,000 for a $25,000 project to replace the windows, roof, and the wall
heater with a Heating, ventilation and Air Conditioning (HVAC) system at a single family
residence which is a Contributor to the Evergreen Quarter Historic District at 4226 14
Street, located on the southwesterly side of 14" Street, between Pine Street and
Brockton Avenue, in the R-1-7000-CR-Single Family Residential and Cultural Resources
Overlay Zones, in Ward 1. It has been determined this project is exempt from the
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Guidelines
Section 15331 (Historical Resource Restoration/Rehabilitation).

Ms. Delcamp presented the staff report and stated that staff was not recommending approval of
this project. Staff has evaluated the request based on evidence that the home is a Contributor
to the Evergreen Quarter Historic District. She noted that stucco has been applied to the
exterior walls that affect the integrity and status of the Contributor. In terms of use of the Fund,
staff would recommend fixing the exterior siding first as a priority but that has not been
requested.
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Chairman Gardner called for the applicant. The applicant was not present.

MOTION by Steve Lech, SECOND by Dave Leonard: To DENY Planning Case P15-0144 as
recommended by staff.

MOTION CARRIED unanimously.

10. PLANNING CASE P15-0165: Proposed Historic Preservation Fund Grant request by
Donna King for $48,200 for a $48,200 project for termite and exterior repairs, and for
repainting a single-family residence which is a Contributor to the Wood Streets
Neighborhood Conservation Area and eligible for Landmark designation at 4027 Bandini
Avenue, located on the northeasterly side of Bandini Avenue, between Brockton and
Magnolia Avenues, in the R-1-7000-CR-Single Family Residential and Cultural
Resources Overlay Zones, in Ward 1. It has been determined this project is exempt from
the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Guidelines
Section 15331 (Historical Resource Restoration/Rehabilitation).

Ms. Delcamp presented the staff report. She indicated that staff was recommending denial.
She explained that this property is under a Mills Act application and there are concerns about
lack of maintenance and some of the work being done without permits. She also reminded the
Committee that any application above $25,000 will need City Council approval.

Board Member Leonard requested additional information regarding this project.

Barbara Bouska, Associate Planner, explained that the project is part of the Mills Act program.
Painting of the home was to have occurred early in the agreement but has not been completed.
An unpermitted sewer line was run through one portion of the foundation. Due to the
unpermitted work done, staff is concerned with the integrity of the foundation. She indicated
that in addition, electrical has been run without permits.

Donna King, property owner, stated she is working on the permitting process. They have done
a lot of work but cannot afford to do more under the Mills Act.

Chairman Gardner commented that it would be helpful if they could clear up any permit
guestions.

Ms. Delcamp indicated that staff commends the applicant's effort to address the Mills Act
requests with this application, but is not comfortable proceeding with the grant with the
outstanding permit issues.

Board Member Leonard suggested taking no action rather than denying the application. He
suggested obtaining a second bid for the project.

Board Member Lech suggesting continuing the case to the October 13, 2015 meeting.

MOTION by John Field, SECOND by Dave Leonard: To Continue Planning Case P15-0165, to
the October 13, 2015 meeting.
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MOTION CARRIED unanimously.

MINUTES:

MOTION by Steve Lech, SECOND by Ken Sutter: To Approve the minutes of January 12,
2015, as presented.

Motion Carried:

AYES: Field, Gardner, Lech, Sutter
NOES: None

ABSTAIN: Dave Leonard

ADJOURNMENT:

The meeting was adjourned at 3:02 p.m. to the next meeting of July 13, 2015 at 2:00 p.m.

Minutes approved as presented at the July 13, 2015 meeting.
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