
November 1,2007 

COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ 
HISTORIC RESOURCES COMMISSION 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
701 OCEAN STREET, 4TH FLOOR, SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060 

(831) 454-2580 FAX: (831) 454-2131 TDD: (831) 454-2123 
TOM BURNS. DIRECTOR 

AGENDA: November 8,2007 

Applicant: .............. Chris Sandman 
Owner: ................... Bargetto's Santa Cruz Winery 

Situs: ...................... 3535 North Main Street, Soquel 
Location: ............... Northwest side of Main Street about 2,100+- feet north of the 

Historic Name: ...... Bargetto's Winery 
Current Name: ....... same 

Existing Site Conditions 
Parcel Size: .......... 1.661 +- acres (emis est.) 
Land Use: ............. Winery 

Plannina Policies 
Planning Area: ................................................... Soquel 
Zone District: ..................................................... C-4-L 
General Plan Land Use Designation: ................ Service Commercial and Urban Open 

Space 
Community, Specific, or Town Plan: .................. none 
General Plan Resources and Constraints: ......... Ground water Recharge, Perennial 

APN: ....................... 030-281-02 

intersection of Soquel Drive and Main Street; Soquel planning Area. 

Stream, Riparian Woodlands, 
Archaeological Resources, Biotic, 
Floodway and Floodplain. 

Coastal Zone: .................................................... No 



1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Proposal to demolish 657 sq ft of an existing storage structure, extend an existing wine 
tasting deck of about 537 square feet over the foundation of the removed building and 
add approximately 35 square feet of concrete porch. Requires Historic Review. 

II. DISCUSSION 

A. Background and Site Description 

The existing winery buildings are currently listed in the County’s Historic Resources 
Inventory (HRI) with a historic rating of NR5, which the County Code defines as ‘Tal 
property determined to have local historical significance.” The winery, which is the 
oldest operating winery under continuous operation in the County, has been on the HRI 
since 1994 and is important as an example of a winery. 

B. Proposal 

The proposal involves a request to demolish 657 sq ft of an existing storage structure, 
extend an existing wine tasting deck of about 537 square feet over the foundation of the 
removed building and add approximately 35 square feet of concrete porch. The site 
contains a designated historic resource. 

C. Purview of the HRC 

Your Commission is requested to consider a Historic Resource Evaluation that 
considers the shed structure and the proposed removal and evaluates the impact upon 
the existing designated historic resource. In so doing, your Commission will be 
considering the effect of the proposal on the historic integrity, significance, and setting 
of the existing historic buildings. 

D. Historic Preservation Criteria 

General Plan Policies 5.20.3 and 5.20.4 require that development activities on property 
containing historic resources protect, enhance, and/or preserve the “historic, cultural, 
architectural, engineering, or aesthetic values of the resource as determined by the 
Historic Resources Commission” based on the Commission’s review and approval of 
historic preservation plans. Chapter 16.42 of the County Code implements those 
General Plan Policies. 

County Code Subsections 16.42.040(a) and (b) and Section 16.42.070 are applicable to 
the proposal. Subsection 16.42.040(a) states, in relevant part, that 

no person shall make or cause any material change to the exterior of an 
historical structure. . .unless such action is in conformance with a valid Historic 
Resource Preservation Plan approved by the Historic Resources Commission 



Subsection 16.42.040(b) states, in relevant part, that 

no person shall. . .on an historical property. . .construct any new structure 
including any fence or deck unless such action is in conformance with a valid 
Historic Resource Preservation Plan approved by the Historic Resources 
Commission. 

Subsection 16.42.070, Historic Preservation Criteria, requires that alteration of historic 
resources and new construction on historic properties meet certain criteria. In this 
instance, because the proposal involves both an alteration and new construction on a 
site where an historic resource exists, the criteria for both of these categories must be 
met (see Exhibit G). 

111. FINDINGS 

1 , The Historic Resource Evaluation and associated development proposal 
(the functional equivalent of a Preservation Plan; Exhibit E and F) is 
consistent with General Plan Objective 5.20 and General Plan Policies 
5.20.3 and 5.20.4 and with the purposes and goals of County Code 
Chapter 16.42; and 

The Historic Resource Evaluation and associated development proposal 
(the functional equivalent of a Preservation Plan; Exhibit E and F) is in 
conformance with the requirements of Section 16.42.070 (Historic 
Preservation Criteria) of the County Code; and 

The Historic Resource Evaluation and associated development proposal 
(the functional equivalent of a Preservation Plan; Exhibit E and F) 
will preserve and maintain the cultural and historical heritage of 
the County and/or further cultivate the knowledge of the past. 

2. 

3. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

The Droposed alteration to the historic winery buildings raises no significant issues. The 
removal of the shed structure will have no impact upon the historic resource or the 
historic use of the site. 

V. RECOMMENDATION 

Therefore, it is RECOMMENDED that your Commission take the following actions: 

A. Based Upon the Historic Evaluation, Approve the Functional Equivalent of 
a Historic Resource Preservation Plan or Development Plan as submitted; 
and 



B. Direct that this action be forwarded to the Zoning Administrator when the 
project is presented to that body and that the life of this approval 
corresponds to the life of the Commercial development Permit. 

ACTION: Ayes 
Noes 
Absent 

Date: 

Don Bussey 
Secretary to the Commission 

Exhibits 

A. Assessors' Parcel Map 
B. Historic Resources Inventory pages for the subject site 
C. Applicant's Historic Resource Evaluation Submittal 
D. Copy of the Application form 
E. Copies of photographs submitted by the applicant 
F. Reduced copies of the Project Plans 
G. Alteration Criteria 



EXHIBIT A 





EXHIBIT B 



State of California -The Resources Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION 

OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

HISTORIC RESOURCES INVENTORY 

Ser. No 
Nat. Register S t a t u s W  IDENTIFICATION AND LOCATION 

Local designation 
1. Historic name Baruetto Winem 
-2. Common or current name Same 
'3. Number & street 3 5 3 5  North Main Street Cross-corridor 

4. 9TM zone A B C D 

5 .  3uad map No. Parcel No. 030-201-02 Other 

City soaue? Vicinity only Zip 9 5 0 7 3  County Santa Cruz 

DESCRIMION 
6. Propem category buiidino If district. number of documented resources 

-7. Briefly describe the present physical appearance of the property, including condition, boundaries, 
related features, surroundings, and (if appropriate) architectural style. 

The winery aite c o n s i a t e  of several structures including a residence, a rustic redwood 
strucfure that se-rzes a8 tasting roan and the large wooden industrial structure that 
houses the winery operation. A l l  structures have undergone modification efnce the winery 
was  constructed in 1933. 

8. Planning agency County Plannigp 

9. Owner & address 
Baruettos Santa Cruz Winery 

wel. CA 95071 
Type of ownership. 
Present use- 

Zoning - 
Threats 

2 
Lden. 

Send a copy of this form to: State m i c e  of Historic Preservation, P.O. box 942895, Sacramento, CA 94236.0001 

'Complete these items for historic preservation compliance projects under Section 106(36CFR800). All aems must be 
completed for historical resources survey information. 

DPR 523 (Rev, 6/90) 



HISTORICAL INFORMATION 
Oate moved '14. Construction datejs) - - . U . . 3 ~ O r i g i n a l  location Same 

15. Alterations & d a t e - ~ z - a 1 1 3 l L X U J % 3 1 1  s t r s c t u r e g  

16. Architect E u i l d e r V n k T . o v r .  

17. Historic attributes (with number from list) HP 3 9  W ' m  

?.J.r CQC7.tY 18. Canted for evaluation: Thems_BpI?cc?ture Wine Iadua tx1 A r e a a n t a  C ,  I 

SIGNIFICANCE AND EVALUATION 

Period 1 9 5  0- 1940 Property type H? 3 9  WiRep 
Cantart formally developed?-%.s 

-19. Srieily discuss the property's importance within lne context Use his:aricai and archliec!ural aniiysis 35 
appropriata. Compare with similar propedies. 

Although t h e r e  have been extens ive  modificationa t o  a l l  the s t rucr i l res  on t h e  s i t e ,  Baruet to 
Winery s t i l l  haa inpoIFant  local s i m i f i c a o c e .  

Beginning i n  the 1870s. Santa Cruz County became one of t he  beet k z o m  wine Crowing regio5s 
i n  t h e  S t a t e .  i r c l u d i z a  
earthquake and f i res ,  brought about a gradual dec l ine ,  The P roh ib i t i on  years  betvveen 1 9 2 0  acd 
1933 v i r t u a l l y  destroyed what wae l e f t  of the wine indus t ry  and what l i t t l e  r a a i n e d  Was due 
t o  t h e  "undergrounC" opera t ions  o f  t h e  I t a l i a n  fami l ies  in Santa Cruz County who cared :or 
:he f e w  vineyards t h a t  aurr ived.  

F lcc tua t iona  in t he  economy as well a a  s eve ra l  n a t u r a l  d i aae t e ra  

Af t e r  Repeal,  sone of these  f u n i l i e e  were instrumental In r ees t ab l i eh lng  the  Comty aa a wine 
producing area.  T h e  L o c a t e l l i  family, who had taken Over the  B e n  Lomonci Wine ConPavJ's 
vineyards p r i o r  t o  World War I, es t ab l i shed  a winery on Eagle Rock Ranch, norZhWeEz of Fel ton 
i n  1 9 3 6 .  John and P h i l i p  Barget to es tab l i shed  the  Baruetto Wine- on Soquel Creek iE 1933. 
It i s  s t i l l  Owned by the fami'y and i s  the o r l y  winery of t h e  per iod  that i s  s t i l l  i n  
ope ra t lon  on I t a  origical si ts .  

20. Sources 
W t v  a€ Santa C r u a  Survev 
9t Histo Res ourcea 
S.C. County H i s t o r i c a l  Reeourcea Commiaaion 
and Planning Dept.,1989. 

z S u n e v  a L B l s t D r i c  
Reeources Wodate and C- 

s .  c. County Historical Xeeouroea Ccmmission, 1 9 9 4 .  

North 
A 

21 Applicable National Register c r i t e r i a 3  

22 Other recognition NB 
State Landmark No. (if applicable) 

24. Survey type C V 

25. Survey name S o u n t v  or S W  Cruz Survey 
ic Resources Wndata 

'26.Year form p r e p a r e d J S 5  
By ( name)Susan . I&xnann .  ConsulSanL 
Organization f o r  S . C .  countv H i a t o r i c a l  

Resources C o m L & 9 i  on and Ca unty 
DeBf. 

Address 191 ocean S t r e e t  

Phone (40 .31  4 5 4 - 2 1 2 1  
city & zlpL2gLt.a CL 7 " Z  K O  



Bargetto Winery Buildings 

Bargetto Family Home 



Bargetto Home (3535 North Main Street) 

ADDENDUM-1994 

PHYSICAL INSPECTION 

Date: June 20,1994 

Result of Inspection: No apparent changes. 

CONSULTANT'S PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS: 

Change to 5 because of significance within Context 1 (agiculture-wineries). This is the 
oldest winery (founded in 1910) in the County under continuous operation. It IS the only 
historic winery in the County still operating on its original site. 

(Change of rating pending public hearing before the Historical Resources 
Commission with final approval by the Board of Supervisors). 

Context: 1 (wine industry) 

Property type: Winery 
17-35 



EXHIBIT C 



HISTORICAL EVALUATION OF SHED STRUCTURE 

_ C '  

AT 

BARGETTO WINERY 
3535 Soquel Avenue 

Soquel CA. 

PREPARED FOR: 

JOHN BARGETTO 
BARGETTO WINERY 

PREPARED BY: 

SUSAN LEHMANN 
HISTORICAL RESOURCES CONSULTANT 

28 CLUBHOUSE ROAD 
SANTA CRUZ, CALIFORNIA 95060 

SEPTEMBER IO, zoo7 



HISTORIC EVALUATION OF SHED STRUCTURE 

The pur-pose of this report is to determine if a shed structure located on the Bargetto 
winery property (3535 N. Main, Soquel) should be considered historic and whether its 
removal would have an adverse effect on any designated historic resource, or the site as a 
whole. 

SUMMARY OF FINDlNGS 

The small storage shed attached to a c. 1970s warehouse on the Bargetto property docs 
not meet the criteria to be considered a historic resource. It’s removal will have no 
adverse effect on any historic structure located on the property. 

DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION OF SHED STRUCTURE 

The Bargetto winery was listed on the County Inventory of Historical Resources i n  1986 
with an NR rating of 6. As part of a reevaluation process in 1994 it was upgraded to an 
NR 5 (local historic resource). The  former Bargetto residence, built in the 1950’s by the 
family, is the primary historic resource on the site and is located on a different parcel than 
the structure that was evaluated for this report. 

The shed in question is a small wood frame structure with a f l a t  roof and horizontal wood 
siding. According to John Bargetto, it was built sometime in  the 1950s for stol-age. I n  
the 1970s a warehouse was built to store vinegar. The adjacent shed was refurbished and 
attached to  the rear and at right angles to the new warehouse. The  shed is no longer in use 
and its present deteriorated condition makes it unsuitable for storage or any other 
purpose. 

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

The rebuilt 1950s shed, which is now attached to afunctioning c. 1970’s warehouse, 
does not display any attributes which would make it either architectorally or historically 
significant. It’s removal will have no adverse effect on the winery site as a whole nor on 
the primary historic resource of the site, the Bargetto family home, which is located some 
distance away and on a different parcel. 

_C. 



. 

Above; The warehouse was built c. 1970. 
Below: The storage shed was built c. 1950. It was renovated and attached to the rear of 

the warehouse c. 1970 



. 

3 SOQUEL RANCHOS 
0.~3 8 M, PROJECTED ' 

T a x .  reo 
96-006 

Code 30-28 

The arrow indicates shed attached to warehouse. 



EXHIBIT D 



Santa Cruz County 
Historic Resources Preservation Plan 

application form for projects involving historic resources, 
except for demolition without reconstruction 

Please complete the follow-ing regarding your proposed project and return it to the Planning Depai<mei>t. You may 
submit this applicaiio~i by mail or you may drop it off in person at the Planning Department General hifoonnation 
Desk (GID). You do not need to make an appointment to drop off the completed application. T1ie1-e is I,O fee Tor 
Iliis application. 

Please be clear, tomplcte, and concise. This information will be used to evaluate your project. Use 
additional sheets if necessary. FAILURE TO PROVIDE THE REQUIRED INFORMATION WL1, 
DELAY THE PROCESSING OF YOUR APPLICATION. 

Owner Applicant .- 

Name: Name: 
IJ 

Address: 5l.i- = 

Phone Number: . s ~  c_ 

asses sol-'^ l'arccl Number(s): 0;'o -Lty/-  0-2- 

Type of Project 

_AlLei-ation __ Sign Review New Construction -Restoration 

 relocation Demolition reconstruction 

1. 

Historic Site Ground Distuihance 
w 6 -  

Please describe the proposed project. 

7.4 e- mi3 ; c d  /I 2 dt?,J L J L  O A C  S e L 7 L 4 ,  

Y / 
kL?/&j I w.L-c.c i J  &/d/P., 26 %A 
;t 'Z ",:,/,, I 7". 

& A Y  

6 - y  E.. A ; 

I/ 

Page I of 2 



Santa Cruz County Historic Resources Preservation Plan applicalioi? C w m  
foi- prciyccts Iiivolving historic resources, other than demolitioii without reconstruclion (con'l) 

.- 

3. Please describe how the project will comply with the Historic Presei-vation Criteria contsi~ictl in 
Section 10.42.070 of the Historic Resources Preservation Ordinance (see enclosed information). 



EXHIBIT E 
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EXHIBIT G 



Alteration Criteria 

I .  Every reasonable effort shall be made to provide a compatible use for a 
propeify, which requires minimal alteration of the building, structure or 
site and its environment, or to use a propeify for its originally intended 
purpose. 

The existing winery use will continue. Removal of a building with no historic value (appears to 
be an “add on” only) is proposed. 

2. The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure, or 
site and its environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration 
of any historic material or distinctive architectural features should be 
avoided when possible. 

The distinguishing original qualities or character of the winery buildings will be maintained. None 
of the elements outlined in the NR form are proposed to be altered. 

3. All buildings, structures, and sites shall be recognized as products of their 
own time. Alterations that have no historical basis and which seek to 
create an earlier or later appearance shall be discouraged. 

The proposed alterations will not seek to create an earlier or later appearance 

4. Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence 
of the history and development of a building, structure, or site and its 
environment. These changes may have acquired significance in their 
own right, and this significance shall be recognized and respected. 

According to the HRI the winery has been in operation since around 1910. The significance of 
the site will not be compromised by the proposal. 

5. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which 
characterize a building, structure, or site shall be treated with sensitivity. 

The proposed alterations would not affect the style of the existing buildings. 

6. Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced, 
wherever possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new 
material should match the material being replaced in composition, design, 
color, texture, and other visual qualities. Repair or replacement of 
missing architectural features should be based on accurate duplications 
of features substantiated by historic, physical or pictorial evidence rather 
than on conjectural design or the availability of different architectural 
elements from other buildings or structures. 

There are no deteriorated or missing architectural features. 



7. The surface cleaning of structures shall be undertaken with the gentlest 
means possible. Sandblasting and other cleaning methods that will 
damage the historic building material should not be utilized. 

No surface cleaning is proposed. 

8. Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve 
archaeological resources affected by, or adjacent to any project. 

While the Soquel area generally is an archaeologically sensitive area, no work is proposed that 
would disturb any known archaeological resource. 

Alterations and additions to existing properties shall not destroy 
significant historical, architectural or cultural elements or materials, and 
shall be compatible with the size, scale, color, materials, and character of 
the property, neighborhood or environment. 

9. 

None of the proposed work would adversely affect any significant architectural elements. 
The alteration proposed involves the removal of a non-historic structure and the 
expansion of a patio area. 

10. Whenever possible, new additions or alterations to structures shall be 
done in a manner so that the essential form and integrity of the structure 
would be unimpaired. 

The removal of the shed and the installation of the pavers for the patio area will not affect the 
essential form or integrity of the building. The building style would be unaffected by the 
proposed work. 



New Construction Criteria 

1. The location, siting and size of new construction on an historical property 
shall not detract from the historic character of the property, and the 
relationship between existing buildings, landscape features and open 
space. 

The expanded tasting room patio area will not detract from the historic structures on the site or 
the historic use of the site. 

2. All structures shall be designed in proportion and integrated into the 
historic character of the property or district by the use of compatible 
building materials and textures, constructfon methods, design, and color. 

The expanded tasting room patio area and associated pavers is compatible with the historic 
character of the site and. 

3. The size, location and arrangement of new on-site parking or loading 
ramps shall be designed so that they are as unobtrusive as possible and 
preserve the features of the property or district. 

The on-site parking is not proposed to be changed. 

4. Ingress and egress, and internal traffic circulation shall preserve the 
historic features of the property. 

Ingress and egress, and internal traffic circulation will not be changed. No historic features 
would be adversely affected. 

5. Landscaping should be provided in keeping with the character and design 
of the historic site, property or district. 

While hardscape is proposed (pavers) for the new patio area, no new landscaping is proposed 
on the site. The character and design of the property will not be changes. 

6. Disturbance of terrain around existing buildings or elsewhere on the property 
should be minimized to reduce the possibility of destroying unknown 
archaeological materials. Where any proposed land alterations may impact 
important archaeological resources, a professional archaeological survey shall 
be provided and its recommendations implemented to mitigate potential impacts. 

No terrain disturbance is proposed. Any development permit would be conditioned with 
standard language requiring protection of any archaeological materials found during 
construction. 


