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INTRODUCTION
The City of Claremont, as the lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), prepared a Final Environmental Impact Report (the March 2016 Final EIR) (SCH#:
2013101061) to evaluate the potential environmental impacts associated with the
implementation of the Pomona College 2015 Campus Master Plan (the “proposed Master
Plan”). The Planning Commission recommended certification of the March 2016 Final EIR at its
regular meeting on March 15, 2016, through adoption of Resolution No. 2016-04. The City
Council certified the March 2016 Final EIR at its regular meeting on April 12, 2016, through
adoption of Resolution No. 2016-21.
Prior to certification of the March 2016 Final EIR at the April 12, 2016 City Council hearing, the
Renwick House, which is one of the structures that would be affected by implementation of the
proposed Master Plan, was nominated for placement on the National Register of Historic Places
(National Register) by local community preservation advocates. This nomination was
supported unanimously by the California State Historic Resources Commission on April 16,
2016. This Addendum analyzes the potential environmental effects of this change in relation to
the information contained in the proposed Master Plan and the certified March 2016 Final EIR.
Architectural Resources Group (ARG) produced a technical memorandum dated May 5, 2016 to
analyze the potential historical resources impacts of listing the Renwick House on the National
Register. This technical memorandum is included as Appendix A of this Addendum.

BASIS FOR ADDENDUM
This Addendum has been prepared in accordance with relevant provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970 (as amended) and the State CEQA Guidelines.
Section 21166 of the Public Resources Code (CEQA) and State CEQA Guidelines sections
15162outlines the circumstances for preparing a subsequent EIR. Section 15162 specifically
states that when an EIR has been approved for a project, no subsequent EIR shall be prepared
for that project unless the lead agency determines, on the basis of substantial evidence in the
light of the whole record, one or more of the following:
1. Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of
the previous EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects
2. Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project
is undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR due to the
involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the
severity of previously identified significant effects
3. New information, which was not known and could not have been known at the time
of the previous EIR was certified as complete, becomes available.
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Section 15164 further states that an Addendum to a previously adopted EIR may be prepared
by the lead agency if only minor technical changes or additions are necessary or none of the
conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR or negative
declaration have occurred. An Addendum need not be circulated for public review, but shall be
included in or attached to the Final EIR.
As discussed in detail below, the impacts associated with the nomination of the Renwick House
for listing on the National Register do not alter those impacts identified in the March 2016 Final
EIR. As supported by the analysis below, this change in conditions would not change the
proposed Master Plan itself, and would create no new significant environmental effects beyond
those identified in the March 2016 Final EIR. As discussed below, mitigation measures
identified in the March 2016 Final EIR would continue to apply to the actions proposed for the
Renwick House under the proposed Master Plan, and these mitigation measures would
continue to reduce potential environmental impacts to the Renwick House as a historic resource
to a less than significant level.
This Addendum describes the proposed Master Plan and compares its environmental impacts
without Renwick House being listed on the National Register to its impacts with Renwick
House being listed on the National Register.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION/BACKGROUND
Plan Area Location
The Plan Area is in the City of Claremont, which is located in eastern Los Angeles County,
about 30 miles east of downtown Los Angeles. Figures showing the regional location and
vicinity of the Plan Area are available in the March 2016 Final EIR. The Plan Area encompasses
approximately 140 acres roughly bounded by First Street on the south, Eighth Street on the
north, Harvard Avenue on the west, and Mills and Amherst Avenues on the east. Figures
showing the Plan Area within its regional and local context are available in the March 2016
Final EIR.

Proposed Pomona College 2015 Campus Master Plan
The project analyzed in the March 2016 Final EIR is the proposed Pomona College 2015 Campus
Master Plan (the proposed Master Plan). The proposed Master Plan provides guidance in
planning and developing the Pomona College campus over a period of 15 years from the date of
City approval of the Master Plan. The proposed Master Plan is consistent with the College’s
2007 Strategic Plan, and would implement the 2007 Strategic Plan through development of new,
remodeled, and renovated buildings and land uses, while preserving and expanding landscape
and open spaces.
Implementation of the proposed Master Plan would involve an increase in enrollment at
Pomona College of 50 students, 30 new faculty and 30 new staff, a net increase of 26 beds in
student residences for up to 1,560 beds, a net increase of 18 on-campus parking spaces, and a
net increase of 205,400 square feet (sf) of on-campus buildings, which would bring the total
City of Claremont
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structural square footage on campus to 2,055,400. Campus lot coverage would increase from
approximately 16% to approximately 18%. Table 1 summarizes existing conditions within the
Plan Area, as well as conditions that would result from implementation of the proposed Master
Plan. The proposed Master Plan includes demolition of The Cottages, which consist of four
residential buildings at the southeast corner of Bonita Avenue and College Avenue; the
relocation, expansion, reconstruction, or renovation of 15 buildings; and construction of three
new buildings.
Sequencing of the individual elements (projects) of the proposed Master Plan would be based
on the operational needs of the University and financial constraints and opportunities.
Table 1
Overview of Existing and Proposed Campus Conditions
Existing

Proposed

Change

Land Area (approx. acres)

140

140

none

Lot Coverage

16%

18%

2%

Student Beds

1,534

1,560

26

Students

1,590

1,640

50

192

222

30

2

2

0

8.28:1

7.39:1

- 0.89:1

495

525

30

Campus Building Area (GSF1),
with parking structure

1,850,000

2,055,400

205,400

Campus Building Area (GSF1),
without parking structure

1,538,000

1,743,400

205,400

253

371

118

1,575

1,593

18

Faculty
Faculty Apartment Units
Student/Faculty Ratio
Staff

GSF1 Per Student
Parking Spaces
1

GSF = Gross Square Feet
Sources: Pomona College 2015 Campus Master Plan, January 2015; Pomona College website, September 2013;
personal correspondence, Andrea Ramella, Assistant Director Planning & Project Management
Pomona College- Facilities and Campus Services, October 2013

Project Objectives
The overarching objective of the proposed Master Plan is to serve as a guide for campus
development, supportive of the College’s 2007 Strategic Plan, during the life of the Master Plan,
defined as 15 years from the date of City approval. Within this overarching framework, the
Master Plan is designed to achieve the following objectives:
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Implement programs contained within the College’s 2007 Strategic Plan through
appropriate buildings, land uses, and development sites while protecting and
expanding landscape and open spaces



Maintain flexibility to accommodate new or unforeseen opportunities



Clarify pedestrian and vehicular circulation patterns



Further the College’s commitment to sustainability and to reductions in energy
consumption and greenhouse gas emissions



Build on the campus’s heritage of planning and stewardship, enriching the campus
experience and upholding the College’s position as a preeminent institution of higher
learning

Required Discretionary Approvals
The proposed Master Plan would require the following discretionary approvals from the City of
Claremont:


A zone change from RM 2,000 (Medium Density Residential, Minimum Lot
Area/Unit: 2,000 Square Feet) to IE (Institution Educational) for four parcels (APN
#s 8313-018-004, 8313-018-005, 8313-018-006, and 8313-018-007) totaling
approximately 54,000 square feet (1.24 acres) located in the block between College
Avenue, Bonita Avenue, Harvard Place, and Second Street, in order to make their
zoning designation consistent with their General Plan land use designation of
Institutional and accommodate the proposed new museum of art project in this
location



Lot mergers and/or lot line adjustments for the project listed immediately above, and
for other individual projects as necessary



Design review approval of all new construction, building relocations, and other site
changes



Removal of any street tree will require approval of a permit from the Director of
Community Services



A Special Use and Development Permit for any temporary construction trailers or
other temporary construction-related uses, as applicable



Approval of the Master Plan



Ministerial and ancillary permits required to carry out individual projects under the
Master Plan, such as demolition permits, buildings permits, and occupancy permits

Although the March 2016 Final EIR was certified by the City Council at its regular meeting on
April 12, 2016 through adoption of Resolution No. 2016-21, the discretionary approvals listed
above had not yet been granted by the City at the time this Addendum was written.
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Change that is the Subject of this Addendum
The proposed Master Plan analyzed in the March 2016 Final EIR analyzed potential impacts to
the Renwick House as a historical resource. This Addendum analyzes the nomination of the
Renwick House to the National Register to determine if it would create any new significant
environmental effects beyond those identified in the March 2016 Final EIR. No part of the
proposed Master Plan has been changed, and all the information shown above relating to the
proposed project is still accurate. The subject of analysis of this Addendum is therefore a change
in background conditions, not a change to the proposed Master Plan.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
This section addresses each of the environmental issues discussed in the March 2016 Final EIR
that would be potentially affected by the National Register nomination. Nomination of the
Renwick House to the National Register would not create any change in the physical
environment, and only relates to the environmental analysis contained in the March 2016 Final
EIR with respect to historic resources. Most topics that are physical in nature are therefore not
further addressed in this Addendum. The only exception is the topic of aesthetics, which was
discussed at length in the March 2016 Final EIR and in public comments, and which is therefore
also addressed in this Addendum although impacts related to aesthetics are physical in nature.
Topics not further addressed in this Addendum include:














Agricultural and Forestry Resources
Air Quality
Biological Resources
Geology and Soils
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Hydrology and Water Quality
Mineral Resources
Noise
Population and Housing
Public Services and Recreation
Transportation/Circulation
Utilities and Service Systems

This addendum analyzes new information that affect the analysis in three sections of the March
2016 Final EIR: Aesthetics, Cultural Resources, and Land Use and Planning.

Aesthetics
Because nomination of Renwick House to the National Register would produce no change in
the physical environment or the proposed Master Plan, it would not change any of the
conclusions of the March 2016 Final EIR related to aesthetics, including impacts related to views
City of Claremont
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and scenic vistas, scenic resources, visual character and quality, and light and glare. All
aesthetic impacts of the proposed Master Plan would remain either less than significant without
mitigation or less than significant with mitigation incorporated. Nomination of Renwick House
to the National Register would therefore not create new significant impacts or result in a
substantial increase in the severity of significant impacts identified in the March 2016 Final EIR
related to aesthetics.

Cultural Resources
Previously Undiscovered Archaeological Resources. The Initial Study prepared for the
proposed Master Plan in October 2013 (Appendix A of the March 2016 Final EIR) found that,
although the possibility of encountering previously undiscovered archaeological resources
during Master Plan-related activities is low, this possibility still exists, and impacts to
previously undiscovered archaeological resources could be potentially significant unless
mitigation is incorporated. Mitigation Measure CR-1, requiring best practices for properly
dealing with such resources if they are encountered, is therefore included in the Initial Study
and the March 2016 Final EIR. The impacts of the proposed Master Plan on previously
undiscovered archaeological resources would therefore be less than significant with mitigation
incorporated. Nomination of the Renwick House to the National Register would not create any
change in the physical environment or otherwise change this conclusion. This action would
therefore not create new significant impacts or result in a substantial increase in the severity of
significant impacts identified in the March 2016 Final EIR related to previously undiscovered
archaeological resources.
Previously Undiscovered Paleontological Resources or Human Remains. The Initial Study
prepared for the proposed Master Plan in October 2013 (Appendix A of the March 2016 Final
EIR) found that geologic formations existing in the Plan Area are not conducive to the presence
of scientifically significant paleontological resources, and the proposed Master Plan would have
no impact in this regard. Additionally, it found that potential impacts to previously
undiscovered human remains from implementation of the proposed Master Plan would be less
than significant with adherence to existing State regulations governing actions that must be
taken if human remains are found. Nomination of the Renwick House to the National Register
would not create any change in the physical environment or otherwise change this conclusion.
This action would therefore not create new significant impacts or result in a substantial increase
in the severity of significant impacts identified in the March 2016 Final EIR related to previously
undiscovered paleontological resources or human remains.
Historic Resources: Renwick House. While nomination of the Renwick House to the National
Register would not create any change in the physical environment or the proposed Master Plan,
it does involve a change in circumstances with respect to this historic resource. Under the
proposed Master Plan, the Renwick House would be moved from its current location just north
of the northwest corner of College Avenue and Second Street to a new location across College
Avenue just south of Second Street. Architectural Resources Group (ARG) evaluated the historic
significance of the Renwick House, and the potential impacts to it as a historic resource, in a
Historical Resources Evaluation Report (HRER) that was incorporated into the March 2016 Final
EIR. Based on the findings of the HRER, the March 2016 Final EIR concluded that impacts to the
City of Claremont
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Renwick House from this move, and from the proposed Master Plan in general, would be less
than significant with mitigation incorporated.
As described in the Introduction section of this Addendum and in the May 5, 2016 ARG technical
memorandum (Appendix A of this Addendum), after the City Council certified the March 2016
Final EIR, the California State Historic Resources Commission, on April 16, 2016, voted
unanimously to support a nomination to put the Renwick House on the National Register. The
nomination will be forwarded to the Keeper of the National Register at the National Park
Service in Washington, DC, at which point the listing should take place within 45 days. With the
approval of the nomination by the National Park Service, the property will be listed in both the
California Register of Historical Resources (which occurs as a result of the State Commission’s
endorsement) and the National Register of Historic Places.
In its May 5, 2016 technical memorandum, ARG determined that the National Register
determination of eligibility, and subsequent listing of the property, does not change the
conclusions of the March 2016 Final EIR as they relate to the Renwick House. ARG determined
that the Renwick House being listed on the National Register would not change the relevance of
ARG’s application of the criteria considerations contained in the National Park Service’s Criteria
Consideration B: Moved Properties, or the way in which these criteria would apply to the Renwick
House. ARG came to the following conclusion in its technical memorandum:
ARG’s recommendations for mitigation and proper execution of the relocation project to
protect the historic resource and its significance provided in the HRER still stand and
remain consistent whether the property is eligible for the National Register or considered
California Register eligible (as per the HRER/EIR). We conclude based on the foregoing
discussion that if the property were to be moved as proposed, there would be no
meaningful difference in the Project’s potential impacts to historic resources. Therefore,
the environmental impacts analysis with respect to historic resources already provided in
the HRER and in the EIR remains relevant despite the pending listing of the property in
the National Register.
Based on these findings and the fact that there have been no changes in the actions proposed in
the Master Plan for the Renwick House, related conclusions in the March 2016 Final EIR thereof
remain valid.
The mitigation measures identified in the March 2016 Final EIR would continue to apply to the
actions proposed for the Renwick House under the proposed Master Plan. No other historic
resources would be directly affected by nomination of the Renwick House to the National
Register. Given this fact and the above analysis, all impacts of the proposed Master Plan related
to historical resources would remain either less than significant with mitigation incorporated
(for certain historic resources including the Renwick House) or significant and unavoidable (for
impacts to Thatcher Music Building). Nomination of the Renwick House to the National
Register would therefore not create new significant impacts or result in a substantial increase in
the severity of significant impacts identified in the March 2016 Final EIR related to historic
resources.
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Land Use and Planning
Because nomination of the Renwick House to the National Register would not create any
change in the physical environment or the proposed Master Plan, it would not change any of
the conclusions of the March 2016 Final EIR related to land use and planning, including impacts
related to land use compatibility and policy consistency. All impacts of the proposed Master
Plan related to land use and planning would remain less than significant with mitigation
incorporated. Nomination of the Renwick House to the National Register would therefore not
create new significant impacts or result in a substantial increase in the severity of significant
impacts identified in the March 2016 Final EIR related to land use and planning.

Mandatory Findings of Significance
Biological and Cultural Resources. The nomination of the Renwick House to the National
Register does not affect the analysis or conclusions of the March 2016 Final EIR related to
biological and cultural resources, and would therefore not create any new significant impacts
beyond those identified in the March 2016 Final EIR or increase the severity of significant
impacts identified in the EIR related to biological and cultural resources.
Cumulatively Considerable Impacts. The nomination of the Renwick House to the National
Register would not create any change in the physical environment, and would therefore not
affect the amount or distribution of cumulative development or impacts considered in the
March 2016 Final EIR. This nomination would therefore not create any new significant
cumulative impacts beyond those identified in the March 2016 Final EIR or increase the severity
of significant cumulative impacts identified in the EIR.
Adverse Effects on Human Beings. In general, effects to human beings are associated with air
quality, hazards and hazardous materials, and noise impacts. As described throughout this
Addendum, nomination of Renwick House to the National Register would not create any
change in the physical environment, and the analysis and conclusions in the March 2016 Final
EIR remain valid. Therefore, the nomination of Renwick House would not create any new
significant impacts beyond those identified in the March 2016 Final EIR or increase the severity
of significant impacts identified in the March 2016 Final EIR in a way that would have adverse
effects on human beings.

CONCLUSION
As presented in this Addendum, the nomination of the Renwick House to the National Register
would not change the conclusions of the impact analysis contained in the March 2016 Final EIR.
No new significant impacts would occur from this action, and none of the significant impacts
associated with the proposed Master Plan would be substantially greater than the impacts
identified in the March 2016 Final EIR. All environmental impacts of the proposed Master Plan
remain unchanged from those identified in the March 2016 Final EIR.
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Appendix A
Architectural Resources Group Memorandum:
Pomona College Master Plan EIR/Renwick House

Memorandum
To

Project:
Project No.:
Date:
Via:

Stephen Svete, AICP, LEED AP ND, Principal/CEO
Greg Martin, AICP, Senior Planner/Project Manager
Rincon Consultants
180 N. Ashwood Avenue
Ventura, CA 93003
Pomona College Master Plan EIR/Renwick House
13081
May 5, 2016
Email: gmartin@rinconconsultants.com,

The Pomona College Master Plan includes within its scope the proposed relocation of a historic resource
known as the Renwick House at 211 College Ave., built c. 1900. The residence is proposed to be moved
from its historic location just north of the northwest corner of College Ave. at Second Street to a new
location across College Ave. and south of Second Street. The proposed Project that we reviewed was the
relocation of Renwick House to the proposed new site. In 2015, ARG prepared a Historic Resources
Evaluation Report as a technical report to the EIR to evaluate the possible impact to historic resources of
moving Renwick House. The report also suggested practices that could be incorporated by Rincon
Consultants into useful mitigation measures in the EIR to avoid significant impacts to the historic
resource.
Since the environmental review process for the project began, there has been a change in the status of
the property that this memorandum is intended to address. In 2015, community preservation advocates
begin the process of nominating Renwick House to the National Register, disagreeing with ARG’s finding
that the property does not appear eligible for this higher designation due to loss of interior materials,
workmanship, historic feeling and association.
The nomination of Renwick House to the National Register of Historic Places was among the items on the
agenda when the State Historic Resources Commission met in Oakland on Monday, April 16, 2016. We
understand that the item was removed from the consent calendar for discussion, and Pomona College as
the property owner asked for a delay in consideration of the item, which was not granted.1

1

A property cannot be listed on the National Register over owner objection, and Pomona College has not
objected to the nomination. In the event that an owner does object to a National Register nomination,
the property is sent to NPS for a determination of eligibility to confirm the state’s finding. It also becomes
listed in the California Register of Historical Resources.

The nomination was supported unanimously by the Commission, and so will be forwarded to the Keeper
of the National Register at the National Park Service in Washington, DC. At that point, the listing should
take place within 45 days. The National Register unit at NPA reviews nominations that are submitted from
the state level, but since they are received with the prior review and endorsement of SHPO and the State
Historic Resources Commission, exceptions to their acceptance by NPS are relatively rare. With the
presumed approval of the nomination by the National Park Service, the property will be listed in both the
California Register of Historical Resources (which occurs as a result of the State Commission’s
endorsement) and the National Register of Historic Places.
The question now at hand is whether the National Register determination of eligibility, and subsequent
listing of the property, changes the outcome of the 2015 environmental review of the proposed Project.
After revisiting this question specifically with the new determination and impending listing in hand, ARG
maintains that the prior findings do remain relevant and applicable. These findings are based mainly on
the National Park Service’s specific language contained in Criteria Consideration B: Moved Properties
(attached).
A number of “Criteria Considerations” are provided for application of the National Register criteria in
particular circumstances that include, among others, the evaluation of commemorative properties,
birthplaces, properties that have achieved significance in the past fifty years, or reconstructed properties.
Moved properties are among these special circumstances.
These guidelines are meant to be applied to properties that have already been moved and are being
nominated for the National Register as moved properties. Although they are not designed to be applied to
the proposed relocation of already‐listed properties, the application in the current situation is clear. If a
property was eligible but was moved, they are useful for the consideration of such a property in its
proposed new setting. If a property, as in this case, was evaluated and listed and then later relocated, the
guidelines can reasonably be applied preemptively to evaluating the selection of the new location, or
whether such relocation is advisable if the property is to remain eligible (as it must to avoid impacts under
CEQA).
National Register of Historic Places Criteria Consideration B: Moved Properties state the following:
Eligibility for Historic Associations:
A moved property significant under Criteria A or B must be demonstrated to be the surviving
property most importantly associated with a particular historic event or an important aspect of a
historic person's life. The phrase "most importantly associated" means that it must be the single
surviving property that is most closely associated with the event or with the part of the person's
life for which he or she is significant.

2

[Example of such a property that would be] Eligible:
A moved building occupied by a business woman during the majority of her productive career
would be eligible if the other extant properties are a house she briefly inhabited prior to her
period of significance and a commercial building she owned after her retirement.
This is the single property most closely and meaningfully associated with Helen Renwick. Applying the
above guideline to Renwick House, Helen Renwick:
1.
2.
3.

Lived in the residence for her whole productive life in Claremont;
There are no other properties closely associated with her, extant or not; and
As an active community member, her home was the place where she “worked,” essentially – the
place of much of her activity and interactions in the community. As noted in the HRER, she was
known to host gatherings in her home during this period where the institutional resources of the
town were still developing.

Criteria Consideration B also states the following for evaluating whether a moved property is located on a
new site that appropriately supports its historical significance (page 2, second column of the attached):
Setting and Environment:
In addition to the requirements above, moved properties must still have an orientation, setting,
and general environment that are comparable to those of the historic location and that are
compatible with the property's significance.
Eligible:
A property significant as an example of mid‐19th century rural house type [for example] can be
eligible after a move, provided that it is placed on a lot that is sufficient in size and character to
recall the basic qualities of the historic environment and setting, and provided that the building is
sited appropriately in relation to natural and manmade surroundings.
As noted in the HRER, the “orientation, setting, and general environment” of the new site selected at the
southwest corner of College Avenue at Second Street is, as the guidelines state, “comparable to that of
the historic location” and “compatible with the property’s significance.” Details are provided below.


ORIENTATION: The property reverses orientation from east‐facing to west‐facing, but is
otherwise oriented toward the street in the same manner it is now, with the same or a very
similar setback (to be determined as the project develops), with the corner turret on the house
oriented toward the street corner as it is in its current location.



SETTING AND GENERAL ENVIRONMENT: The proposed site contains Eucalyptus street trees and
granite and concrete curbs along the east side of the College Avenue that are the same as those
of the west side, where the three houses to which Renwick House is historically related are

3

located. The distance from the historic site to the proposed site ensures that the differences
between the two sites are not significant. This is not to say that the sites are the same, but rather
that they are “comparable” and “compatible” as in the language of Criteria Consideration B.
There is only limited residential setting left in the immediate area of Renwick House’s original
location due to growth of the Pomona College campus that began early in the time of Helen
Renwick’s tenure at the house (i.e., during its period of significance under National Register
Criterion B). This growth, which began with the College acquiring property and demolishing
residential buildings, began soon after 1908 when the recommendation to do so was made by
campus planner Myron Hunt.


SUFFICIENT IN SIZE AND CHARACTER TO RECALL THE BASIC QUALITIES OF THE HISTORIC
ENVIRONMENT AND SETTING: The proposed site, when prepared and landscaped as the Project
Applicant has indicated they are prepared to do, will meet this standard. The site is similarly
spacious to Renwick House’s triple lot, and allows for a comparable setback from the street. At
its most basic level, the proposed site is well within the current environment of Renwick House,
maintaining a similar proximity to the buildings in its current context, i.e., the other “Victorians”
of College Ave. The relationship to Pomona College, College Ave., and the houses of Helen
Renwick’s peers and neighbors, though changed, remains legible and meaningful despite the
proposed move to the other corner of the intersection.

ARG’s recommendations for mitigation and proper execution of the relocation project to protect the
historic resource and its significance provided in the HRER still stand and remain consistent whether the
property is eligible for the National Register or considered California Register eligible (as per the
HRER/EIR). We conclude based on the foregoing discussion that if the property were to be moved as
proposed, there would be no meaningful difference in the Project’s potential impacts to historic
resources. Therefore, the environmental impacts analysis with respect to historic resources already
provided in the HRER and in the EIR remains relevant despite the pending listing of the property in the
National Register.
Sincerely,

Jennifer L. Trotoux
Senior Associate
Architectural Historian and Historic Preservation Planner
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