
  

CITY OF PACIFIC GROVE 
300 Forest Avenue, Pacific Grove, California 93950 

AGENDA REPORT 

To: Historic Resources Committee  

From: Anastazia Aziz, AICP, Senior Planner 

Meeting Date: September 30, 2015 

Subject: Pumphouse Historic Demolition Permit HDP 14-405 

Property Address: 260 Sinex Ave. 

 

Property Owner: City of Pacific Grove 

Zoning: Unclassified  

General Plan Land Use 

Designation: 

Public 

 

CEQA Status: Environmental Impact Report 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

Make recommendation of approval of denial to Architectural Review Board per PGMC S. 

23.76.090.e.2 regarding Historic Demolition Permit HDP14-405 for the Pumphouse 

located at 260 Sinex Ave. 

 

BACKGROUND 

The pump house is a one-story building, approximately 860 square feet, located at the 

center of a roundabout at the intersection of Sinex Avenue, Eardley Avenue and 9
th

 St.  

The structure is an unreinforced masonry bearing wall building.  The building’s exterior is 

finished with a grouted Spanish tile roof and painted walls, surrounded by landscaping, 

mature trees, and roadways. 

 

The structure was listed on the City’s Historic Resources Inventory in 2004 due to its 

unique and unusual characteristics and the integrity of its original design.  Although no 

original building permit exists for the site, based on the 1926 Sanborn Map and a 1928 

Building Classification and Computation Record, it can be assumed that the building was 

built in 1926.  Since 1926, the building has been used as a pump station by the water 

company in Pacific Grove.  During the historic listing process, it was determined that the 

structure was an example of the Spanish-influenced architecture built around the city. 

 

The pump house is now owned by California American Water (Cal-Am).  The use of the 

building as a pump station was discontinued in 2008, when the pump station was moved 

to the reservoir located between David Avenue and Hillcrest Avenue.  

 

Item 7.b



  

 2 

On June 10, 2014, the City of Pacific Grove Building Official determined that the pump 

house was damaged beyond repair and issued an emergency “Notice and Order to 

Demolish the Structure” to California American Water.  On June 25, 2014 the Order was 

brought the HRC for discussion. 

 

A Historic Demolition Permit HDP 14-405 was submitted by the owner to the City’s 

Community and Economic Development Department on July 7, 2014 to demolish the 

structure due to ongoing safety concerns.  Chain link fencing was placed around the 

property as a temporary measure to provide additional safety measures. 

 

DISCUSSION 

PGMC S. 23.76.090 governs demolitions of historic structures.  The proposed historic 

demolition permit was brought before the Historic Resources Committee on April 15, 

2015, May 27, 2015 and July 22, 2015 for comment and information. 

 

The historic demolition permit has been on file for almost 15 months (since July 7, 2014), 

primarily due to the California Environmental Quality Act Environmental Impact Report 

(EIR) requirement which is discussed below. Documentation, relocation and other 

alternatives to demolition were considered as part of the EIR process. 

 

On April 20, 2015 a Phase 1 Historic Report was prepared by architectural historian 

Richard Brandi.  The report found the structure is eligible for listing on the California 

Register of Historical Resources under Criterion 1 (Event) because it is associated with 

the growth of Pacific Grove’s water system, beginning with Monterey County Water 

Works and extending through all the successor companies and ownership changes.  

Additionally, the structure appears to be largely unaltered.  Its location, design, materials, 

and workmanship have not changed and the setting, feeling, and association have 

remained largely the same as those found in 1926. 

 

Per PGMC S. 23.76.090.e.2 the Historic Resources Committee shall make 

recommendation to Architectural Review Board regarding Historic Demolition Permits. 

Should the Historic Resources Committee forward a recommendation of denial, the 

following findings must be made: 

A. The proposed action is not consistent with the purposed of historic preservation as 

set forth in PGMC 23.76.010 and in the historic preservation element of the 

General Plan; or 

B. There are reasonable alternatives to the demolition at the time of the hearing. 

 

CEQA 

The proposed demolition of an historic resource is considered a significant and 

unavoidable impact and subject to an Environmental Impact Report.  On December 18, 

2014, the City issues a Request for Proposals to prepare an Environmental Impact Report. 

On March 13, 2015 the City executed a contract with Pacific Municipal Consulting (now 

Michael Baker International). On April 13, 2015 a Notice of Preparation was issued and 

on April 30, 2015 a Public Scoping Meeting was held. 
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The Draft Environmental Impact Report was released for comment on June 12 and closed 

July 27, 2015.  The Final Environmental Impact Report was released on September 15, 

2015.  The report concluded that the project would result in a significant and unavoidable 

impact to a historic resource (Impact 3.3.1).  If the proposed demolition project is 

approved, a Mitigation and Monitoring Program would be required as a condition of 

approval.  Several mitigation measures are required including: 

a. Retention of a qualified historian to prepare a written report to document the 

pump house; 

b. Placement of a historical plaque as near as possible to the pump house location 

commemorating the structure’s historical importance and directing people to 

resources about the structure; 

 

The EIR also identified four alternatives: 

1. No Project; 

2. Relocated Pump House; 

3. Leave In Place 

4. Adaptive Reuse/Residential Use. 

Alternative 3, Leave In Place would result in the fewest environmental impacts and is 

considered the environmentally superior alternative in comparison with other alternatives. 

Leaving the pump house in place would require mitigation measures to properly shutter 

the building and maintain it in perpetuity.  Further, the structure would be reinforced to 

prevent collapse from smaller events as deemed necessary by the City Public Works 

Department. 

 

FISCAL IMPACT 

None. 

 

Respectfully Submitted:   

 

 
_________________ 

Anastazia Aziz, AICP 

Senior Planner 

 

Attachments:   

A. Application 

B. Final Environmental Impact Report, Appendix A, Appendix B, Appendix C 

C. Chief Building Inspector’s evaluation of stability 
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http://www.pacificgrovelibrary.org/sites/default/files/general-documents/ceqa-california-environmental-quality-act/pacific-grove-eirseptember-15-2015.pdf
http://www.pacificgrovelibrary.org/sites/default/files/general-documents/ceqa-california-environmental-quality-act/appendix-mmrphistoricdemolitionpermit.pdf
http://www.pacificgrovelibrary.org/sites/default/files/general-documents/ceqa-california-environmental-quality-act/appendix-bhca-2015-resumes.pdf
http://www.cityofpacificgrove.org/sites/default/files/general-documents/ceqa-california-environmental-quality-act/city-pacific-grovedraft-environmental-impact-reportwithout-appendices.pdf
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