
 

 
TO: JAMES L. APP, CITY MANAGER  
 
FROM: RON WHISENAND, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR 

 
SUBJECT:  DEMO: 05-005 - DETERMINATION OF HISTORIC OR ARCHITECTURAL 

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE BUILDINGS AT 525 RIVERSIDE AVENUE AND A 
REQUEST TO PROCESS A DEMOLITION PERMIT APPLICATION 
(APPLICANT: SMART & FINAL CORPORATION)  

 
DATE:  JULY 5, 2006 

 
 

 
Needs: For the City Council to receive the report from Historic Resources Group on the 

Farmer’s Alliance building, determine the historical significance of the property, and 
act on the proposed demolition permit. 

 
Facts: 1. An application was received from the Smart & Final Corporation on September 

13, 2005, to demolish the Farmer’s Alliance buildings located at 525 Riverside 
Ave.  See attached Vicinity Map. 

 
2. In accordance with Chapter 17.16 (Demolition of Buildings and Structures) of 

the Zoning Ordinance, the City Council on October 4, 2005, made a finding 
that the building is of historic significance and deferred consideration of a 
Negative Declaration and demolition permit in order to evaluate options and 
alternatives to demolition. 

 
3. On January 20, 2006, the City hired Historic Resources Group, who specializes 

in historic preservation planning, to prepare a Historic Resources Evaluation 
report, specifically to evaluate the historic significance of the building pursuant 
to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

 
4. Since January 20, 2006, City Staff has been working with Historic Resources 

Group to provide background and information related to the Farmer’s Alliance 
Building and on June 23, 2006, the City received the final report from the 
consultants.  

 
5. The report concludes that the building meets the criteria for listing on the 

National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and California Register of 
Historic Places (CRHP) and therefore, is considered a historic resource subject 
to the CEQA process. A copy of the Report is attached as Exhibit A to the 
attached resolution denying Demo 05-005. 
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Analysis 
And 
Conclusions: As concluded in the report by Historic Resources Group, the project is considered 

a historic resource and subject to the CEQA process.  In accordance with State law, 
demolition of a historic resource would cause “substantial adverse change in the 
significance” and would be an “adverse effect” that is not mitigatable, and would 
therefore require the preparation of an EIR. 

 
 If the Council concurs with the conclusions in the report, then the property should 

be added to the City’s inventory of historic resources.  The preferred course for 
development of the property will then be to rehabilitate the structure in accordance 
with the Secretary of the Interiors Standards for the Treatment of Historic 
Properties.  “Encouraging adaptive reuse of historic buildings” is also a policy of 
the recently adopted Economic Strategy.  Should the applicant choose this option 
and reuse the building for their retail operations, then a Mitigated Negative 
Declaration can be an appropriate level of environmental review because the 
adverse effect to the historic resource will be reduced to a less than significant 
impact. 

  
      Policy 

Reference: Paso Robles General Plan, Paso Robles Economic Strategy, Paso Robles Zoning 
Ordinance, Title 17 (Building and Construction) of Paso Robles Municipal Code 
relating to demolition of buildings or structures, other references as noted in the 
Historic Resource Evaluation Report by the Historic Resources Group. 

 
Fiscal 
Impact:  None. 
 
Options: After considering the information and analysis presented and the public testimony 

received, the City Council will be asked to select one of the following options: 
 

a. (1) find that the Farmer’s Alliance Building is a historic resource meeting the 
criteria for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and 
California Register of Historic Places (CRHP) and direct staff to add the 
building to the City’s inventory of historic resources; and 

 (2) adopt Resolution No. 06-xx denying Demolition 05-005, based on the 
finding that demolition would have a significant and adverse impact to the 
environment in accordance with CEQA and require that the applicant revise the 
project to rehabilitate the building according to the Secretary of the Interiors 
Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties.  

 
b. find that the Farmer’s Alliance Building is a historic resource but direct staff to 

proceed with the environmental review process for demolition by initiating an 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) process. 
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c.  direct staff to prepare a Resolution approving a Negative Declaration, based on the 
finding that the building is not a historic resource, pursuant to the requirements of 
the Guidelines for implementing the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA), and (2) direct that the demolition permit application be processed. 

 
d.   amend, modify, or reject the above option. 

 
 
Attachments:  Vicinity Map 
  Draft Resolution denying Demo 05-005 
   Exhibit A – Historic Resource Report 
  Mail & News Affidavits 
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 RESOLUTION NO.  06- 
 
 A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF PASO ROBLES 
 DENYING DEMO 05-005 REQUESTING DEMOLITION  

OF A STRUCTURE AT 525 RIVERSIDE AVE.  
(SMART & FINAL, CORP.) 

  
 
WHEREAS, in accordance with Chapter 17.16 (Demolition of Buildings and Structures) of 
the Zoning Ordinance, the City Council on October 4, 2005, made a finding that the building 
is of historic significance and differed the consideration of a Negative Declaration and 
demolition permit in order to evaluate options and alternatives to demolition; and 
 
WHEREAS, on January 20, 2006, the City hired Historic Resources Group, who specializes 
in historic preservation planning, to prepare a Historic Resources Evaluation report, 
specifically to evaluate the historic significance of the Farmer’s Alliance Building pursuant 
to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA);and 
 
WHEREAS, since January 20, 2006, City Staff has been working with Historic Resources 
Group to provide background and information related to the Farmer’s Alliance Building and 
on June 23, 2006, the City received the final report from the consultants; and  
 
WHEREAS, the report concludes that the building meets the criteria for listing on the 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and California Register of Historic Places 
(CRHP) and therefore, is considered a historic resource subject to the CEQA process; and 
 
WHEREAS, a copy of the Report is attached to this report as Exhibit A; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that based on the City Council's independent 
judgment, the City Council of the City of El Paso de Robles:  
 
(1) find that the Farmer’s Alliance Building is a historic resource meeting the criteria for listing 

on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and California Register of Historic 
Places (CRHP) and direct staff to add the building to the City’s inventory of historic 
resources; and 

 
(2) adopt Resolution No. 06-xx denying Demolition 05-005, based on the finding that 

demolition would have a significant and adverse impact to the environment in accordance 
with CEQA and require that the applicant revise the project to rehabilitate the building 
according to the Secretary of the Interiors Standards for the Treatment of Historic 
Properties.  

 
 
 
 

Council Agenda 05 July 2005 Item 02
Page 5 of 99



 
 

 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Paso Robles this 5th day of 
July, 2006 by the following vote: 
 
AYES:  
NOES:  
ABSTAIN:  
ABSENT:  
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 Frank R. Mecham, Mayor    
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
____________________________________ 
Deborah Robinson, Deputy City Clerk 
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