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MEMORANDUM

Date: December 15, 2017

To: Jay Correia, Supervisor
Cultural Resources Management,
California State Parks Office of Historic Preservation
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100
Sacramento, CA 95816
Jay.Correia@parks.ca.gov

Project:  Lathrop House Relocation, Project No. 2016105
Re: Relocation of a Property Listed in the National Register of Historic Places

Via: Email

The purpose of this memo is to present the proposal to move the Lathrop House from its
current location (donor site) at 627 Hamilton Street in Redwood City, CA, to the proposed
location (receiver site) at 701 Hamilton Street, in Redwood City, CA. This memo includes the
following information required to relocate properties listed in the National Register [National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, 16 U.S.C. 470 et seq., and E.O. 11593, Code of
Federal Regulations, title 36 (2012): 334]:

The documentation shall discuss:
(i) The reasons for the move
(ii) The effect on the property’s historical integrity
(iii) The new setting and general environment of the proposed site, including evidence
that the proposed site does not possess historical or archeological significance that
would be adversely affected by the intrusion of the property
(iv) Photographs showing the proposed location

The Lathrop House is currently listed in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), the
California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), and is designated by Redwood City as a
historic landmark (Resolution No. 9051, 1982).

Donor Site: 627 Hamilton Street, Redwood City, CA 94063
Receiver Site: 701 Hamilton Street, Redwood City, CA at the intersection of Marshall and
Hamilton Streets

NRHP Resource Information

Title: Lathrop House Areas of Significance: Architecture

ID: 73000448 Period of Significance: 19" Century
Applicable Criteria: (originally constructed in 1863, moved to
Architecture / Engineering current site in 1905)

Architectural Style: Gothic Revival Published: 1973 (1972 Nomination Form)



Lathrop House, Redwood City, CA
Relocation of a NRHP Listed Property, ID No. 73000448
15 December 2017

(i) The reasons for the move:

The Lathrop House at 627 Hamilton Street is currently under threat of demolition to allow for
the construction of several San Mateo County civic buildings. The receiver site at the San Mateo
County Courthouse property (NR ID No. 77000340) is approximately 200 feet south of the
donor site. At the donor site, the Lathrop House, currently operating as a house museum, has a
low public profile and hosts approximately 30 visitors per month. At the receiver site, the
Lathrop House will be adjacent to, and be run by, the San Mateo County History Museum,
which hosts approximately 3,700 visitors per month, encouraging visitors to give their
patronage to both.

(ii) The effect on the property’s historical integrity

The relocation of the Lathrop House will not have an impact of the current level of historical
integrity of its Design, Materials, Workmanship, Association, and Feeling. The building will be
moved in its entirety, with no change to the design, materials, and workmanship. A
rehabilitation process will begin after the building is relocated, which will be done in a manner
consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. The
association and feeling of the building will be retained, as the relationship of the building to the
San Mateo County Courthouse will not be diminished.

The building was originally constructed in 1863, and moved to the donor site in 1905. The
current setting has been significantly altered since 1905, as surrounding homes have been
demolished and the surrounding land has been in-filled with commercial and civic buildings
and parking lots. The current setting of the donor site is similar to the setting at the time of the
1972 NRHP nomination. The setting of the receiver site is not significantly different than the
setting at the donor site.

The Lathrop House will have the same orientation to Hamilton Street at the receiver site as it
does on the donor site, and the front setback and height-to-grade will be the same. The south
facade of the building is currently exposed except for a wall of large shrubs, and the north
facade is obliquely visible from the street at the donor site. At the receiver site the north facade
will be exposed and the south facade will be obliquely visible from the street.

(iii) The new setting and general environment of the proposed site, including evidence that
the proposed site does not possess historical or archeological significance that would be
adversely affected by the intrusion of the property

At the donor site, the house is surrounded by: a five-story building and one-story building at
the northwest corner of the block; a parking lot immediately to the south and east; and a one-
story building on the southeast corner of the block. At the receiver site, the San Mateo County
Courthouse sits to the south, and a parking lot sits to the east, which will abut the house. The
dome on the courthouse is currently visible looking southeast from the house, and will still be
obliquely visible from the house once at the receiver site (see Figures 1 to 3)-.

The relocation of the Lathrop House at the receiver site will not have an adverse effect on the
property, as stated in the conclusion of the Lathrop House Receiver Site: San Mateo County
Courthouse Square report by Richard Brandi, Architectural Historian:

The relocation of the Lathrop House onto the lot in close proximity to the courthouse
will not have an impact on the historic integrity of the courthouse, and will not cause an
adverse impact under CEQA.!

! Richard Brandi, Lathrop House Receiver Site: San Mateo County Courthouse Square, (MIG | TRA, Inc., 2017), 27.
Page 2 of 5



Lathrop House, Redwood City, CA
Relocation of a NRHP Listed Property, ID No. 73000448
15 December 2017

There is currently no evidence to suggest that the relocation of the Lathrop House at the
receiver site will have an adverse effect on any archeological significance at the property. A
memo prepared by MIG archaeologist Robert Templar recommends mitigation measures to
ensure the protection of potential archeological resources at the receiver site:

The receiver site is part of the parcel of the historic Redwood Courthouse. The car park
[parking lot] which would be the location of the relocated Lathrop House overlies native
soils and is in a historically significant area — downtown Redwood City. There is a
moderate potential for the discovery of historic, and/or prehistoric remains in the
proposed excavation. Mitigation measures are recommended for the excavation of the
foundations to safeguard potential, unknown, archaeological resources.”

(iv) Photographs showing the proposed location

I coatamitonst  :
Redwood Gy, Calforia

Figure 1. View from the Lathrop House at the donor site with the Courthouse dome in the background (Google
Maps, 2017)

% Robert Templar, memo to Jim Mosier, November 9, 2017
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Lathrop House, Redwood City, CA
Relocation of a NRHP Listed Property, ID No. 73000448
15 December 2017

Figure 2. View of the dome of the Courthouse from the receiver site. (Garavaglia Architecture, Inc., 2017)

Figure 3. View of the receiver site from Marshall Street, looking southeast. (Garavaglia Architecture, Inc., 2017)
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Lathrop House, Redwood City, CA
Relocation of a NRHP Listed Property, ID No. 73000448
15 December 2017

Figure 4. View past the existing restroom at the receiver site, looking north towards Marshall Street. Note the
Lathrop House and donor site at the center of the photo. (Garavaglia Architecture, Inc., 2017)

£

Figure 5. View looking north past the Lathrop House, at right, with surrounding civic and commercial buildings
(Google Maps, 2017)

cc: File
encl:  Brandji, Richard. Lathrop House Receiver Site: San Mateo County Courthouse Square. MIG | TRA, Inc., 2017.
Templar, Robert (Archaeologist). Memo to Jim Mosier, November 9, 2017.

file: 000-Architecture-NAS:2016105 - Lathrop House:Reports:171214 - Relocation Request:1-Working Draft-
Lathrop House Relocation Memo_2.docx

Page 5 of 5



Lathrop House Receiver Site

Rear of the Historic San Mateo County Courthouse

Conducted for:

MIG|TRA, Inc.
2635 N. First Street, Suite 149
San Jose, CA 95134

Prepared by:

Richard Brandi
Architectural Historian
125 Dorchester Way
San Francisco, CA 94127
415 753-5130
www.brandipreservation.com

December 12, 2017



Introduction

This report assessed whether the relocation of the Lathrop House next to the rear of the historic
San Mateo County Courthouse will have an impact on the historic integrity of the courthouse,
and whether the impacts, if any, will cause an adverse impact under CEQA. After reviewing the
plans for the relocation and the character-defining feature of the courthouse, the relocation does
not have a significant impact on the historic integrity of the courthouse, and will not cause an
adverse impact under CEQA. This report does not address the impacts, if any, of the relocation
on Lathrop House.

Qualifications

This review was conducted by Richard Brandi, who holds an M. A. in Historic Preservation
from Goucher College, Maryland, and a B.A. from U.C. Berkeley. He is listed as a qualified
historian by the San Francisco Planning Department. With more than 10 years of professional
experience in architectural history and historic preservation, Mr. Brandi meets the requirements
of'a Qualified Professional as set forth by the Secretary of the Interior. He has extensive
experience throughout California and has also evaluated properties in Arizona, Mississippi,
Montana, and New Mexico. He conducts historic resource evaluations; historic context
statements; architectural surveys; CEQA, NEPA and Section 106 reviews; HABS/HAER
documentation; National Register nominations; and design reviews using the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. Mr. Brandi has evaluated railroad
roundhouses, train stations, airports, golf course clubhouses, log cabins, theaters, courthouses,
warehouses, farmsteads, public housing complexes, hospitals, stores, churches, and schools, as
well as many types of houses. He previously worked at Atkins/PBS&J, PMC, Page & Turnbull
Architecture, and Carey & Co. Architecture. His evaluations have been accepted by the Library
of Congress, National Park Service, U.S. Forest Service, U.S. Housing and Urban Development,
California State Office of Historic Preservation, Mississippi SHPO, San Francisco Historic
Preservation Commission, and many cities and counties. He is president and board member of
the Northern California Chapter of the Society of Architectural Historians; and board member
of the Western Neighborhoods Project (www.outsidelands.org), recipient of the State of
California Governor’s Award for Historic Preservation.

Mr. Brandi has conducted historic impact assessments of several new developments pursuant to
the Redwood City Downtown Precise Plan, including the Classics@Redwood City, 145 Monroe
Street, 605 Middlefield Road, 488 Winslow Street, 2114 Broadway Street, 103 Wilson Street,
and 30 California Street. He developed the first mitigation measure at 303 and 321 Fuller
Streets under the plan for historic resources. He has testified before the Redwood City Historic
Resources Advisory Committee and the Redwood City Planning Commission. Mr. Brandi wrote
the historic evaluations to preserve or protect several buildings in Redwood City—including the
lobby of the Fox Theater, 49 Orchard Street and 1016 Warren Street—and he wrote several
successful Mills Act reports.



The Project

San Mateo County proposes to construct a new county administrative building (COB3) and
parking structure located at the County Government Center in downtown Redwood City. The
purpose of the project is to consolidate dispersed, related department functions located in aged
and leased spaces throughout San Mateo County into a single location to improve operational
efficiency and service delivery, and to provide financial benefits. The first phase of the project
would be the clearance of the COB3 site, including demolishing a bank building and relocating
the historic Lathrop House.

Lathrop House will be moved approximately 200 feet south to the rear parking lot of Redwood
City’s Courthouse Square. The receiver site sits at the southeast corner of Marshall and
Hamilton Streets. The site measures approximately 67°x170°. At the closest point, the building
will be set back 3’ to 5’ from Marshall Street, and approximately 9” from the back of the
sidewalk to the porch along Hamilton Street (replicating the existing setback). The Lathrop
House will be approximately 22’ clear from the courthouse annex. The Lathrop House is listed
on the National Register of Historic Places. It is a Gothic Revival building, and its period of
significance is 1850—-1874.

s Ve _
Current location of Lathrop House, 627 Hamilton Street,
Redwood City.




Courthouse History

The project proposes to move Lathrop House to a location behind and to the side of the historic
San Mateo County Courthouse, on a city block called Courthouse Square. The courthouse is
listed on the National Register of Historic Places. It is considered to be one of the most
important historic resources in Redwood City. As stated in the EIR for Redwood City’s
Downtown Precise Plan:'

Courthouse Square contains two of Redwood City’s most important historic
resources: the Historic San Mateo County Courthouse and the Fox Theater,
which together frame half of the square and set a three-story tone for this area.
The first 60 feet of parcel depth along Hamilton Street and Middlefield Road,
from Marshall Street to 150 feet south of Broadway, as well as the front 150 feet
of parcel depth along Broadway, from Hamilton to Middlefield, will be limited
to three stories in height.

The courthouse was constructed in 1903 and then repaired after the 1906 earthquake and
reopened in 1910. The primary facade of the courthouse is on Broadway, and entrances were
once located on all four sides of the building.



San Mateo County Courthouse Broadway ﬁtg:ade cii'ca 1912.
Source: https://npgallery.nps.gov/GetAsset/cd21a2d6-8d99-408f-b60b-d56ad442703b/



View in 1977. Source: https://npgallery.nps.gov/GetAsset/cd21a2d6-8d99-408f-b60b-
d56ad442703b/

In 1939 a three-story rectangular building was placed in front of the courthouse with a
connection to the courthouse. The new building overwhelmed the courthouse, obscured the
view from Broadway, and destroyed the historic portico. This building was removed in 2005.



iidiii

Rear view 1977.

In 1941, a two-story addition was attached to the rear of the courthouse, making the addition an
integral part of the original courthouse. The addition was subordinated to the courthouse, being
shorter and mirroring its form. This addition is extant.
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Site plan circa 1977.

Historic Significance

In order to assess whether moving the Lathrop House next to the courthouse will have an
adverse impact on the courthouse, it is necessary to determine the historic significance of the
courthouse as it exists. The courthouse has witnessed a number of far-reaching alterations,
including a restoration in 2005, and has been evaluated a number of times.

The courthouse was placed on the National Register in 1977 (#77000340). It is listed under the
criterion Architecture/Engineering, and the period of significance is 1910-1924. Only the



original courthouse building was subject to the nomination; the front and rear additions were not
considered historically significant. As the nomination form stated:

In 1933 [other sources state 1939/40] architect W. H. Toepke hurriedly designed
a poorly planned, dissimilar, three-story Federal-style addition on the front,
which obliterated the magnificent 1910 entrance. The unforgivable architectural
miscarriage was built with PWA funds for $236,310 and can only be justified
because it gave jobs to the unemployed. In 1941, the same architect was
permitted to append an even more hideous one-story box to the rear of the
courthouse for another $50,000 in county funds.?

Although there has been conjecture over whether only the interior of the courthouse, and not the
exterior, was placed on the National Register, the 1977 nomination form does not limit itself to
the interior. For example:

The Colusa Sandstone Company furnished an excellent quality of gray stone. The
most impressive exterior detail still showing are the colossal order with American
eagle capitals. ... The 1910 county courthouse is a rare example in the Bay area of
the once very popular Roman-Renaissance style of architecture. It possesses an
unusual display of craftsmanship in the stone carving, excellent scagliola, iron
work and mosaics...Due to the defacement of the main entrance the exterior
architectural features and the beauty of the original building may be unnoted by
the general public. Even in its present form with the addition of dissimilarly styled
annexes, the architectural character of the original building has been retained...

In 2000, an addendum to the National Register nomination was prepared in order to place the
1939 building in front of the courthouse on the National Register. In this evaluation, the 1939
building was deemed to represent the work of a master architect and was significant for being
associated with the Work Progress Administration. The rear addition was deemed to be “not
architecturally significant” and was not included in the nomination.’

During the early 2000s, in an effort to revitalize downtown Redwood City, the decision was
made to remove the 1939 building, restore the courthouse to its earlier appearance, and create a
plaza where the 1939 building stood. Two pavilions were constructed in front and to the sides of
the courthouse on the new plaza. The rear addition was retained and painted to match the color
of the courthouse.



Courthouse Square Project Site Plan.

The project was described by the San Francisco Chronicle:

But after decades of regret and civic activism, the county kicked off a $4.8 million
project Wednesday to peel away the cement straitjacket of the annex and restore
the temple to its classical glory. ...Not only will the annex be removed and the
1910 courthouse resurrected, a public plaza will be re-installed in the newly
liberated space, linking the Temple of Justice with the historic Fox Theater on the
other side of Broadway. The renovated temple will house a greatly expanded San
Mateo County History Museum, and just a half-block from the project site,
workers are now building a 20-screen multiplex theater, retail center and 590-
space garage intended to bring more visitors downtown. The courthouse
renovation will also serve as a reminder of the roots of the community and the
persistence of citizens who stubbornly rebuilt in the wake of disasters both natural
and architectural.

The first courthouse to stand on the site, the Grist Mill Courthouse, was built in
1858 and partly flattened by an earthquake 10 years later. The building’s second
story was removed, and in 1882 a second courthouse, the Justice Courthouse,
was built in front of the first. In 1904, on the same site, the cornerstone was laid
for a grand third courthouse, complete with a soaring stained glass dome. But the
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1906 quake intervened, leaving only the dome and the building’s foundation
intact. Undeterred, the community completed the Temple of Justice in 1910,
incorporating the dome into a Roman-Renaissance building crowned with
sculptured eagles and festooned with relief carvings of ripened fruits.

Then, the Depression came. In 1939, county officials agreed to a federal project
that encircled the grand stone building with a beige concrete annex. The classical
pillared portico was torn off, the plaza covered over and the glass dome almost
obscured. At this point, with its columns and plaza gone, the building was
rechristened the San Mateo County Courthouse.

“It was very utilitarian, and it was thrown up without the same kind of attention to
detail as the old building,” said Mitchell Postel, president of the San Mateo
County Historical Society. “Even the architect’s daughter said that her dad
thought it was kind of a mistake at the time. But it was the Depression, and they
needed the jobs.” Postel said. “At the time, no one was complaining.”

In a 1976 report nominating the site for inclusion on the National Register of
Historic Places, historian Dorothy Regnery called the annex an “unforgivable
architectural miscarriage” that “can only be justified because it gave jobs to the
unemployed.” The courthouse was added to the National Register in 1977, despite
its reduced state.

Then came the Loma Prieta earthquake in 1989, which damaged the historic
portion of the building and prompted county officials to abandon the annex,
Munks said. But as ugly as the annex is, historians say the decision to rip it out
was not made lightly. The building displays deco-style frescoes and trim that have
been photographed and recorded for posterity...

“This is one of those gray areas where you are preserving and glorifying one
building at the expense of another,” Postel noted. “But we thought the 1910
building was just more special. And returning a public plaza is a worthy thing.”
The restoration project is expected to be complete in the fall of 2006, San Mateo
County’s sesquicentennial year.”

11



Broadway facade flanked by pavilions.

View from Broadway looking down Hamilton.
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Rear quarter view from Hamilton and Marshall Streets. Lathrop
House is proposed to be relocated on parking lot.

Rear view.
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View from Marshall and Middlefield looking at rear.

View fi‘om Broadway looking down Middlefield.
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After the restoration, Courthouse Square contains the restored 1910 courthouse, the 1941 rear
addition, and two pavilions built circa 2006.

The 1977 and 2000 evaluations did not assess the impact of the rear addition on the courthouse.
Presumably, it was felt that the addition was modest enough, located on a secondary facade at
the rear, and subordinate to the mass of the courthouse, so that it did not have an adverse impact
on its continuing eligibility for listing on the National Register.

The rear addition is two-story, symmetrical with a flat roof. It wraps around the rear of the
articulated shape of the courthouse. Tall and narrow metal windows are arranged as vertical
recessed panels. The addition is clad in smooth concrete or stucco. There is almost no
ornamentation, merely a pressed circle above and between the window bays on the Marshall
and Middlefield fagades and thin cornice line. This review concurs with other evaluations that
the addition is not architecturally significant.

Closeup of rear addition.
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Receiver Site

The Lathrop House will be relocated on what is now a parking lot at the rear of the courthouse
annex. It will sit approximately 22’ from the courthouse annex.
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Photo montage of the relocated Lathrop House from Hamilton Street.
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Photo montage of the relocated Lathrop House at corner of Hamilton and Marshall
Streets.

Photo montage of the relocated Lathrop House from Marshal Street.
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Project Impacts and Historic Integrity

The issue is whether the relocation of the Lathrop House onto the lot in close proximity to the
courthouse will have an impact on the historic integrity of the courthouse, and whether the
impacts, if any, will cause an adverse impact under CEQA.

A substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource means physical
demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the resource or its immediate surroundings
such that the significance of an historical resource would be materially impaired.’

The significance of a historical resource is materially impaired when a project demolishes or
materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics of a historical resource that
convey its historical significance and that justify its inclusion in, or eligibility for, inclusion in
the California Register of Historical Resources.’

Conveying Historical Significance

Will the relocation behind the courthouse “materially alter in an adverse manner those physical
characteristics of an historical resource that convey its historical significance?” While the
placement of a house behind the courthouse introduces a new element and visual change, it does
not change the architectural features of the courthouse that were listed in the National Register
nomination.

Eligibility for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources

Eligibility for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources has a three-part test: a
resource must meet one of four criteria for historic significance, must generally be more than 50
years old, and must retain its historic integrity.

The California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) evaluates a resource’s historic
significance based on the following four criteria:

Criterion 1 (Event): Resources associated with events that have made a significant
contribution to the broad patterns of local or regional history, or the cultural heritage of
California or the United States.

Criterion 2 (Person): Resources associated with the lives of persons important to local,
California, or national history.

Criterion 3 (Design/Construction): Resources that embody the distinctive characteristics of
a type, period, region, or method of construction, or that represent the work of a master or

possess high artistic values.
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Criterion 4 (Information Potential): Resources that have yielded or have the potential to
yield information important to the prehistory or history of the local area, California, or the
nation.

There are seven aspects of integrity:

Location
Design
Setting
Materials
Workmanship
Feeling

Association

Not all properties must have all seven aspects to be considered historic. It depends on the
resource and what makes it historic.” Generally, for historic buildings the more important
aspects of historic integrity are Location, Design, Materials and Workmanship.

Location is the place where the historic property was constructed or the place
where the historic event occurred. The relationship between the property and its
location is often important to understanding why the property was created or why
something happened. The actual location of a historic property, complemented by its
setting, is particularly important in recapturing the sense of historic events and persons.
Except in rare cases, the relationship between a property and its historic associations is
destroyed if the property is moved.

Design is the combination of elements that create the form, plan, space,
structure, and style of a property. It results from conscious decisions made
during the original conception and planning of a property (or its significant
alteration) and applies to activities as diverse as community planning,
engineering, architecture, and landscape architecture. Design includes such
elements as organization of space, proportion, scale, technology, ornamentation,
and materials. A property’s design reflects historic functions and technologies as
well as aesthetics. It includes such considerations as the structural system;
massing; arrangement of spaces; pattern of fenestration; textures and colors of
surface materials; type, amount, and style of ornamental detailing; and
arrangement and type of plantings in a designed landscape.
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Materials are the physical elements that were combined or deposited during
a particular period of time and in a particular pattern or configuration to
form a historic property. The choice and combination of materials reveal the
preferences of those who created the property and indicate the availability of
particular types of materials and technologies. Indigenous materials are often the
focus of regional building traditions and thereby help define an area’s sense of
time and place. A property must retain the key exterior materials dating from the
period of its historic significance. If the property has been rehabilitated, the
historic materials and significant features must have been preserved. The property
must also be an actual historic resource, not a recreation; a recent structure
fabricated to look historic is not eligible. Likewise, a property whose historic
features and materials have been lost and then reconstructed is usually not
eligible.

Workmanship is the physical evidence of the crafts of a particular culture or
people during any given period in history or prehistory. It is the evidence of
artisans’ labor and skill in constructing or altering a building, structure, object, or
site. Workmanship can apply to the property as a whole or to its individual
components. It can be expressed in vernacular methods of construction and plain
finishes or in highly sophisticated =~ configurations and ornamental detailing. It
can be based on common traditions or innovative period techniques.
Workmanship is important because it can furnish evidence of the technology of a
craft, illustrate the aesthetic principles of a historic or prehistoric period, and
reveal individual, local, regional, or national applications of both technological
practices and aesthetic principles. Examples of workmanship in historic buildings
include tooling, carving, painting, graining, turning, and joinery. Examples of
workmanship in prehistoric contexts include Paleo-Indian clovis projectile points;
Archaic period beveled adzes; Hopewellian birdstone pipes; copper earspools and
worked bone pendants; and Iroquoian effigy pipes.

Setting is the physical environment of a historic property. Whereas location
refers to the specific place where a property was built or an event occurred,
setting refers to the character of the place in which the property played its
historical role. It involves how, not just where, the property is situated and its
relationship to surrounding features and open space. Setting often reflects the
basic physical conditions under which a property was built and the functions it
was intended to serve. In addition, the way in which a property is positioned in its
environment can reflect the designer’s concept of nature and aesthetic
preferences. The physical features that constitute the setting of a historic property
can be either natural or manmade, including such elements as the topographic
features (a gorge or the crest of a hill); Vegetation; Simple manmade features
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(paths or fences); and Relationships between buildings and other features or open
space. These features and their relationships should be examined not only within
the exact boundaries of the property, but also between the property and its
surroundings. This is particularly important for districts.

Feeling is a property’s expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a
particular period of time. It results from the presence of physical features that,
taken together, convey the property’s historic character. For example, a rural
historic district retaining original design, materials, workmanship, and setting will
relate the feeling of agricultural life in the 19th century. A grouping of prehistoric
petroglyphs, unmarred by graffiti and intrusions and located on its original
isolated bluff, can evoke a sense of tribal spiritual life.

Association is the direct link between an important historic event or person
and a historic property. A property retains association if it is the place where the
event or activity occurred and is sufficiently intact to convey that relationship to
an observer. Like feeling, association requires the presence of physical features
that convey a property’s historic character. For example, a Revolutionary War
battlefield whose natural and manmade elements have remained intact since the
18th century will retain its quality of association with the battle. Because feeling
and association depend on individual perceptions, their retention alone is never
sufficient to support eligibility of a property for the National Register. ®

The relocation of the Lathrop House to the rear of the courthouse will not demolish, destroy,
relocate, or alter the courthouse. The project will therefore not affect the aspects of integrity
related to location, design, materials, and workmanship. The question is whether the project will
alter the immediate surroundings such that it would affect the resource’s historic integrity of
setting, feeling, and association.

Although Redwood City’s downtown has changed greatly since 1910 when the courthouse was
built, the block upon which the courthouse sits has remained dedicated to the sole use of the
courthouse, except during 1939-2005 when the front addition was extant, and with the extant
two pavilions added circa 2006.
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Downtown circa 1925. Source: Path of History Wali(ing Tour brochure.

5 p— — : ' - e » " : -
Downtown and Courthouse Square in 1948, showing the building place in front of the
courthouse (not extant) and the rear addition.
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A S 33
Downtown and Courthouse Square present day, showing the plaza in front of the
courthouse and the rear addition.

The placement of the Lathrop House behind the courthouse changes some aspects of setting.
Having a house placed on the lot changes “the character of the place in which the property
played its historical role...and... its relationship to surrounding features and open space.” But
the change does not alter “...the basic physical conditions under which a property was built and
the functions it was intended to serve.” By placing the Lathrop House behind a secondary
facade, at the rear, where an addition was made many years ago does not materially affect the
setting.

There is no change to “the property’s historic character,” that is, the relocated Lathrop House
does not change the architectural features of the courthouse that were listed in the National
Register nomination and therefore, there is no change to feeling and association.

The relocation of the Lathrop House onto the lot at the rear of the courthouse will not have a
substantial adverse change under CEQA. The courthouse will still be eligible for listing on the
California Register of Historical Resources after completion of the project.
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Artificially Created Groupings

The National Register of Historic Places discourages the moving of historic buildings to a
common site and creating an artificial collection of historic buildings.

One of the basic purposes of the National Register is to encourage the
preservation of historic properties as living parts of their communities. In keeping
with this purpose, it is not usual to list artificial groupings of buildings that have
been created for purposes of interpretation, protection, or maintenance. Moving
buildings to such a grouping destroys the integrity of location and setting, and can
create a false sense of historic development.

An artificially created grouping of buildings, structures, or objects is not eligible
unless it has achieved significance since the time of its assemblage. It cannot be
considered as a reflection of the time period when the individual buildings were
constructed.

This criterion does not apply, as the relocated Lathrop House and the courthouse will retain
their individual listing under CEQA as discussed above. It is not anticipated that efforts will be
made to treat Courthouse Square as a historic district containing two historic buildings.

Parenthetically, the view of Lathrop House on the lot at the rear of the courthouse has a
resemblance to the way it looked before trees obscured the view along Hamilton Street.
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View down Hamilton Street in 1977 before trees obscured the streetscape.
Lathrop House is visible beyond the rear of the courthouse addition. After
the proposed relocation shown by arrow, Lathrop House will appear to be
closer to the courthouse than it does in this photo but it will still read as

a distinct building.

Trees will obscure the view of the relocated Lathrop House
on Hamilton Street. Arrow points to approximate location of the relocation.
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Photo montage of the relocated Lathrop House from Hamilton Street.

Conclusion

The relocation of the Lathrop House onto the lot in close proximity to the courthouse will not

have an impact on the historic integrity of the courthouse, and will not cause an adverse impact
under CEQA.
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! The project is not subject to the requirements of the Redwood City Downtown Precise Plan.

* National Register of Historic Places Inventory-Nomination Form San Mateo County
Courthouse, Dorothy F. Regnery, November 19, 1976.

? National Register of Historic Places, Amendment to National Register Listing San Mateo
County Courthouse, Mrs. Bland Platt, August 20, 1999; March 1, 2000, Section 7, page 6.

* “REDWOOD CITY — Revealing a Temple of Justice: Courthouse will be restored to its
original 1910 look,” San Francisco Chronicle, May 26, 2005.

> California Office of Historic Preservation website, ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page id=21726,
assessed November 20, 2014.

® California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 3, 15064.5.

"“How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation,” National Register Bulletin,
www.nps.gov/nr/publications/bulletins/nrb15/nrb15_9.htm; accessed December 23, 2014.

¥ “How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation,” National Register Bulletin,
www.nps.gov/nr/publications/bulletins/nrb15/nrb15_8.htm, accessed November 20, 2014.

2

*“How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation, Criteria B: Moved Properties,’
National Register Bulletin, www.nps.gov/nr/publications/bulletins/nrb15/nrb15_9.htm.
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Memo

To: Jim Mosier, Project Manager, County Manager's Office, Project Development Unit
From: Robert Templar, MIG. Archaeologist

Job Code: 16031.07

Date: November 9, 2017

Subject: Archaeological significance assessment of the Redwood City Courthouse and Lathrop House
sites.

MIG archaeologist Robert Templar (who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Archaeology
and History) performed a pedestrian site survey of 627 Hamilton St, (Lathrop House) and 2200 Broadway
(Redwood City Courthouse Square) in Redwood City, California on June 6, 2017. The survey was
performed for the proposed relocation of the Lathrop House. This memo report includes a summary of
the proposed project, a description of the archaeological setting at the project sites, an analysis of the
archaeological significance at both sites and suggested mitigation measures to prevent impacts to
sensitive archaeological resources.

Project Summary

The existing Lathrop House (donor site), a historic building listed on the National Register of Historic
Places (NRHP), is being proposed to be moved approximately 200 feet south to the rear parking lot of
Redwood City's Courthouse Square (receiver site). The relocation would include the site preparation at
both the donor site and the receiver site, bracing and removal of the building from its current site, and
the proper installation of the building at the proposed new site.

Preparation of the donor site for the removal of the Lathrop House would consist of the disconnection
and capping of utilities. All utilities and lines would be flush or below the ground level. The Lathrop
House would be jacked up and removed in entirety. After the relocation of the building, construction
fencing is to be installed around the remaining site for safety and site protection. There is no excavation
proposed for this phase of the project. Fence posts are anticipated to be sunk to a depth of two to three
feet.

The receiver site would be the new location of the Lathrop House. In order to support the house, a new
foundation would be installed which would extend approximately two feet below ground level. It is
anticipated that over-excavation would be required provide a level and even surface to place the
foundation and to ensure the correct depth was achieved. Thus exaction is likely to be to an
approximate depth of three to four feet for the footprint of the Lathrop House.

Archaeological Setting

A California Historic Resource Information System (CHRIS) search was completed by the North West
Information Center (NWIC) on behalf of MIG archaeologist, Robert Templar on 06/27/2017". No
archaeological resource was identified at the donor or receiver site. A single archaeological site, the
Mezes Plaza Site, was identified within a quarter mile of the two sites (P-41-000461). This historic period

1 North West Information Center, June 27, 2017. Lathrop House Project 16031.07. NWIC File Number 16-1960



Jim Mosier, Project Manager, County Manager's Office, Project Development Unit

archaeological site consists of the foundations of a number of historic buildings that existed between
the 1850s through to the 1940s. The complete CHRIS search is included as attachment A of this memo.

A Sacred Lands File (SLF) search was completed by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC)
on 06/13/20172. They noted that there were negative results in the search area (1/2-mile radius around
the project sites), however, that the area was considered sensitive regarding cultural resources. Tribal
representatives as indicated by the NAHC were contacted by certified mail and by email on 06/22/2017
requesting any additional information they may have regarding the project area. No responses were
made by any of the representatives contacted. Communication with the NAHC and with tribal
representatives is included as Attachment B of this memo.

An examination of historic aerial photographs over the site showed that the donor site was previously
developed in the 1940s to the 1960s. No traces of the previous development is currently visible above
ground.® The receiver site appears to be unchanged from the earliest aerial photograph available in
1948. No additional structures are visible in subsequent imagery, nor are any removed.

The geotechnical report for the donor site * indicates that the site is topped with nine inches of asphalt
and an additional five feet of clay-sand fill material, topping layers of native clays and sands down to the
extent of the boring (approximately 50 feet). The geotechnical report for the receiver site® shows the car
park, which is the proposed location for the Lathrop House, as being topped with 8 inches of asphalt
and a further 10 feet of lean clay native soil. Additional clay-sand layers continue down to the extent of
the boring (approximately 50 feet).

Archaeological Significance

The donor site is a previously developed site. Fill materials/non-native soils are expected to a depth of
over five feet. Anticipated disturbance is extremely limited in terms of this phase of the project. Sinking
fence posts into fill material would not impact unknown buried cultural tribal resources (TCR) as there
would be no potential of unknown TCRs within historic fills. There is the potential for historic foundations
within the site, belonging to the previously removed buildings. However, impacts would be extremely
limited as there is no excavation required and little ground disturbance would occur. Mitigation
measures are not recommended the removal of Lathrop House or the sinking of fence posts.

The receiver site is part of the parcel of the historic Redwood Courthouse. The car park which would be
the location of the relocated Lathrop House overlies native soils and is in a historically significant area —
downtown Redwood City. There is a moderate potential for the discovery of historic, and/or prehistoric
remains in the proposed excavation. Mitigation measures are recommended for the excavation of the
foundations to safeguard potential, unknown, archaeological resources.

Suggested Mitigation Measures

CULT-1: Due to the moderate potential of archaeological remains existing at the receiver site,
archaeological monitoring will be implemented by a qualified professional who meets the Secretary of
the Interior’s Standards for Archaeology during all excavation activity in all native soils. In the event of
the discovery of archaeological artifacts, ground disturbing work will cease until the archaeologist has
evaluated the find and allows work to continue. Should the newly discovered artifacts be determined to
be Native American in origin, Native American Tribes/Representatives should be contacted and
consulted as directed by the NAHC and Native American construction monitoring will be initiated.

The County shall coordinate with the archaeologist to develop an appropriate treatment plan for the
resources. The plan may include implementation of archaeological data recovery excavations to address
treatment of the resource along with subsequent laboratory processing and analysis. An archaeological

2 NAHC, June 13, 2017. 16031.07, San Mateo County

3 https://www.historicaerials.com/viewer accessed 09/11/2017

4 Kleinfelder, October 25, 2017. Geotechnical Investigation Report, County of San Mateo Government Center, New County Office
Building (COB3), Redwood City, California.

5 Kleinfelder, September 13, 2017. Geotechnical Investigation Report, County of San Mateo Government Center, Lathrop House
Relocation Project, Redwood City, California.
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Jim Mosier, Project Manager, County Manager's Office, Project Development Unit

report will be written detailing all archaeological finds and submitted to the County and the Northwest
Information Center.

CULT-2: Prior to ground moving activity, Archaeological Sensitivity Training will be carried out by a
qualified archaeologist for all personnel who will engage in ground disturbing activities on the site.

References

North West Information Center, June 27, 2017. Lathrop House Project 16031.07. NWIC File Number 16-
1960

Native American Heritage Commission, June 13, 2017. 16031.07, San Mateo County
Historic Aerials, 2017. Available at: https://www.historicaerials.com/viewer accessed 09/11/2017

Kleinfelder, September 13, 2017. Geotechnical Investigation Report, County of San Mateo Government
Center, Lathrop House Relocation Project, Redwood City, California.

Kleinfelder, October 25, 2017. Geotechnical Investigation Report, County of San Mateo Government
Center, New County Office Building (COB3), Redwood City, California.
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Northwest Information Center
CALIFORNIA ALAMEDA HUMBOLDT ~ SAN FRANCISCO  Gonoma State University
COLUSA LAKE SAN MATEO : T ;
HISTORICAL CONTRA COSTA  MARIN S:\!\'TA CLATA 150 Professional Cfenter Drive, Suite E
DEL NORTE MENDOCINO SANTA CRUZ Rohnert Park, California 94928-3609
RESOURCES MONTEREY ~ SOLANO Tel: 707.588.8455
NAPA SONOMA —————
INFORMATION SAN BENITO ~ YOLO TIWICES . )
http://www.sonoma.edu/nwic
SYSTEM
6/27/2017 NWIC File No.: 16-1960
Robert Templar
MIG
2635 North First Street

San Jose, CA 95134

Re: Lathrop House Project 16031.07

The Northwest Information Center received your record search request for the project area referenced
above, located on the Palo Alto USGS 7.5” quad(s). The following reflects the results of the records
search for the project area and a % mi. Resource & 100 ft. Report radius:

Resources within project area:

P-41-000174, P-41-000187

Resources within % mi. radius:

P-41-000178, P-41-000461, P-41-000501, P-41-000502,
P-41-000748, P-41-000799, P-41-000800, P-41-000801,
P-41-000802, P-41-001467, P-41-002282, P-41-002312,
P-41-002462, P-41-002468, P-41-002491, P-41-002492,
P-41-002494, P-41-002497

Reports within project area:

S-33061, 38063

Reports within 100 ft. radius:

S-30603, 46785

Other Reports within records search
radius:

Included is a list of the 11 “Other Reports” within or
encompassing your project area. These reports are classified as
Other Reports; reports with little or no field work or missing
maps. The electronic maps do not depict study areas for these
reports, however a list of these reports has been provided. In
addition, you have not been charged any fees associated with
these studies.

Resource Database Printout (list):

Resource Database Printout (details):

Resource Digital Database Records:

Report Database Printout (list):

Report Database Printout (details):

Report Digital Database Records:

Resource Record Copies:

Report Copies:

O enclosed not requested [ nothing listed
L] enclosed not requested [ nothing listed
enclosed [ not requested [l nothing listed
[ enclosed not requested [ nothing listed
O enclosed X not requested [ nothing listed
enclosed [ not requested [l nothing listed
enclosed [ notrequested [l nothing listed

O enclosed X not requested [ nothing listed




OHP Historic Properties Directory: enclosed [ not requested [ nothing listed

Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility: O enclosed [ not requested nothing listed
CA Inventory of Historic Resources (1976): enclosed [ not requested [ nothing listed
Caltrans Bridge Survey: O enclosed X not requested [ nothing listed
Ethnographic Information: O enclosed [ not requested nothing listed
Historical Literature: O enclosed X not requested [ nothing listed
Historical Maps: O enclosed [ not requested X nothing listed
Local Inventories: [ enclosed not requested [ nothing listed
GL O and/or Rancho Plat Maps: O enclosed X not requested [ nothing listed

Please forward a copy of any resulting reports from this project to the office as soon as possible. Due to
the sensitive nature of archaeological site location data, we ask that you do not include resource location
maps and resource location descriptions in your report if the report is for public distribution. If you have
any questions regarding the results presented herein, please contact the office at the phone number listed
above.

The provision of CHRIS Data via this records search response does not in any way constitute public
disclosure of records otherwise exempt from disclosure under the California Public Records Act or any
other law, including, but not limited to, records related to archeological site information maintained by or
on behalf of, or in the possession of, the State of California, Department of Parks and Recreation, State
Historic Preservation Officer, Office of Historic Preservation, or the State Historical Resources
Commission.

Due to processing delays and other factors, not all of the historical resource reports and resource records
that have been submitted to the Office of Historic Preservation are available via this records search.
Additional information may be available through the federal, state, and local agencies that produced or
paid for historical resource management work in the search area. Additionally, Native American tribes
have historical resource information not in the CHRIS Inventory, and you should contact the California
Native American Heritage Commission for information on local/regional tribal contacts.

Should you require any additional information for the above referenced project, reference the record
search number listed above when making inquiries. Requests made after initial invoicing will result in
the preparation of a separate invoice.

Thank you for using the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS).

Sincerely,
Onnelle Peal

Researcher
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Report List

Report No.  Other IDs Year  Author(s) Title Affiliation Resources
S-000848 Agency Nbr - 1977 David A. Fredrickson A Summary of Knowledge of the Central and  The Anthropology
Contract AA550-CT6- Northern California Coastal Zone and Laboratory, Sonoma State
52 Offshore Areas, Vol. lll, Socioeconomic College; Winzler & Kelly
Conditions, Chapter 7: Historical & Consulting Engineers
Archaeological Resources
S-001784 Voided - S-3131 1979 David Chavez Preliminary Cultural Resources Identification: 01-000033, 01-000034, 01-000079,
San Francisco Bay Study for Corps of 01-000081, 01-000082, 01-000083,
Engineers Projects 01-000084, 01-000086, 01-000087,

01-000088, 01-000089, 01-000090,
01-000097, 01-000100, 01-000101,
01-000104, 01-000105, 01-000109,
01-000110, 01-000112, 01-000113,
01-000115, 01-010839, 07-000046,
38-001318, 41-000006, 41-000044,
41-000080, 41-000095, 41-000109,
41-000124, 41-000125, 43-000021,
48-000025, 48-000030, 48-000042,
48-000079, 48-000081, 48-000082,
48-000083, 48-000084, 48-000090,

48-000181
S-009462 1977 Teresa Ann Miller Identification and Recording of Prehistoric San Francisco State 07-000323, 21-000087, 21-000376,
Petroglyphs in Marin and Related Bay Area University 21-000378, 21-000379, 21-000380,
Counties 21-000381, 21-000382, 21-000383,

21-000384, 21-000386, 21-000387,
21-000388, 21-000389, 21-000390,
21-000391, 21-000392, 21-000393,
21-000394, 21-000395, 21-000396,
21-000397, 21-000398, 21-000399,
21-000400, 21-000401, 21-000402,
21-000546, 23-000434, 23-000789,
23-000790, 49-000629, 49-000785,
49-000787

S-009580 1983 Randall T. Milliken The Spatial Organization of Human Sonoma State University
Population on Central California's San
Francisco Peninsula at the Spanish Arrival

S-009583 1978 David W. Mayfield Ecology of the Pre-Spanish San Francisco San Francisco State
Bay Area University
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Report List

Report No.  Other IDs Year  Author(s) Title Affiliation Resources
S-015529 1993 Robert L. Gearhart Il, California, Oregon, and Washington: Espey, Huston & 01-000033, 01-000034, 01-000084,
Clell L. Bond, Steven D.  Archaeological Resource Study Associates, Inc.; Dames &  01-000086, 01-000104, 07-000133,
Hoyt, James H. Cleland, Moore 07-000173, 07-000175, 07-000177,
James Anderson, 17-000072, 17-000392, 21-000048,
Pandora Snethcamp, 21-001915, 23-001704, 27-000100,
Gary Wesson, Jack 27-000236, 27-000335, 27-000356,
Neville, Kim Marcus, 27-000386, 27-000485, 38-000028,
Andrew York, and Jerry 38-000072, 38-000085, 38-000098,
Wilson 41-000080, 41-000265, 44-000179
S-018217 1996 Glenn Gmoser Cultural Resource Evaluations for the California Department of 01-000014, 01-000023, 01-000227,
Caltrans District 04 Phase 2 Seismic Retrofit  Transportation 07-000108, 07-000119, 38-000002,
Program, Status Report 38-000004, 41-000273, 43-000106,
43-000297, 43-000624, 43-001078,
44-000010, 44-000201, 44-000300,
49-000195
S-030204 2003 Donna L. Gillette The Distribution and Antiquity of the University of California, 01-002148, 21-000384, 23-000810
California Pecked Curvilinear Nucleated Berkeley
(PCN) Rock Art Tradition.
S-032596 Caltrans - EA No. 2006 Randall Milliken, Jerome  The Central California Ethnographic Consulting in the Past; Far

447600;

Other - Contract

#04A2098

King, and Patricia
Mikkelsen

Community Distribution Model, Version 2.0,
with Special Attention to the San Francisco
Bay Area, Cultural Resources Inventory of
Caltrans District 4 Rural Conventional
Highways

Western Anthropological
Research Group, Inc.
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Report List

Title

Affiliation

Resources

Report No.  Other IDs Year  Author(s)

S-033600 Agency Nbr - 2007 Jack Meyer and Jeff
Contract No. Rosenthal
04A2098;
Caltrans - EA No.
447600

S-038684 Submitter - LSA 2008 Stacy Kozakavich and
Project #KHA0804 Alexandra Merritt-Smith

Geoarchaeological Overview of the Nine Bay
Area Counties in Caltrans District 4

A Cultural Resources Study for the San
Mateo County SMART Corridors Project, San
Mateo County, California

Far Western
Anthropological Research
Group, Inc.

LSA Associates

01-000001, 01-000002, 01-000014,
01-000063, 01-000064, 01-000067,
01-000080, 01-000124, 01-000139,
01-000140, 01-001795, 01-002110,
01-002160, 01-002162, 01-002245,
07-000019, 07-000024, 07-000037,
07-000047, 07-000075, 07-000079,
07-000088, 07-000089, 07-000108,
07-000182, 07-000185, 07-000186,
07-000217, 07-000239, 07-000401,
07-000721, 21-000010, 21-000048,
21-002615, 28-000009, 28-000028,
28-000301, 28-000967, 38-000006,
38-000028, 38-000101, 38-000102,
38-000119, 41-000080, 41-000284,
43-000016, 43-000189, 43-000296,
43-000308, 43-000310, 43-000423,
43-000424, 43-000448, 43-000451,
43-000485, 43-000561, 43-000604,
43-000608, 43-000614, 43-000623,
43-001015, 43-001058, 43-001080,
43-001163, 43-001194, 43-001576,
48-000007, 48-000157

41-000009, 41-000011, 41-000037,
41-000105, 41-000233, 41-000244,
41-000258, 41-000273, 41-000308,
41-000309, 41-000310, 41-000311,
41-000316, 41-000498, 41-002207
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METADATA SHEET

P-41-000178
NPS-77000339-0000
HRI1 4063-0065-9999

This resource was recorded under one or more of the Office of Historic Preservation’s
programs, it has also been assigned a Primary Number. The HRI records for this resource
have been moved to the Primary Files and copies of National Park Service files have been
added to the following Primary Number:

P-41-000178

This resource is the Redwood City Historic Commercial Buildings and has been

labeled as a District with the following elements:

Primary Number/HRI Number & Name

P-41-000799 / 4063-0065-0001 Diller / Chamberland Store, Quong-Lee Laundry
P-41-000800 /4063-0065-0002 San Mateo County Bank

P-41-000801 / 4063-0065-0003 Pioneer Drugstore/ Young’s Drugstore, Fitzpatrick Bldg
P-41-000802 / 4063-0065-0004 San Mateo County Savings & Loan Bldg

Date: November 19, 2012
NWIC Staff: Gonetle Pleal
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Attachment B. Native American Sacred Lands File and Scoping



STATE OF CALIFORNIA
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

Environmental and Cultural Department
1550 Harbor Blvd., Suite 100

West Sacramento, CA 95691

{916} 373-3710

June 13, 2017

Robert Templar
MIG, INc.

Email to: templar@migcom.com
RE: 16031.07, San Mateo County

Dear Mr. Templar,

A record search of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) Sacred Lands
File was completed for the area of potential project effect (APE) referenced above with negative
results however the area is sensitive for cultural resources. Please note that the absence of
specific site information in the Sacred Lands File does not indicate the absence of Native
American cultural resources in any APE.

Attached is a list of tribes culturally affiliated to the project area. | suggest you contact all
of the listed Tribes. If they cannot supply information, they might recommend others with specific
knowledge. The list should provide a starting place to locate areas of potential adverse impact
within the APE. By contacting all those on the list, your organization will be better able to
respond to claims of failure to consult. If a response has not been received within two weeks of
notification, the NAHC requests that you follow-up with a telephone call to ensure that the
project information has been received.

If you receive notification of change of addresses and phone numbers from any of these
individuals or groups, please notify me. With your assistance we are able to assure that our
lists contain current information. If you have any questions or need additional information,
please contact via email: frank.lienen@nahc.ca.gov.

)

Frank Lienert
Associate Governmental Program Analyst




Native American Heritage Commission
Native American Contacts
6/13/2017

Coastanoan Rumsen Carmel Tribe

Tony Cerda, Chairperson

244 E. 1st Street Ohlone/Costanoan
Pomona y CA 91766

rumsen@aol.com

(909) 524-8041 Cell
(909) 629-6081

Amah MutsunTribal Band of Mission San Juan Bautista
Irenne Zwierlein, Chairperson

789 Canada Road Ohlone/Costanoan
Woodside » CA 94062
amahmutsuntribal@gmail.com

(650) 851-7489 Cell

(650) 851-7747 Office

(650) 332-1526 Fax

Muwekma Ohlone Indian Tribe of the SF Bay Area
Rosemary Cambra, Chairperson

P.O. Box 360791 Ohlone / Costanoan
Milpitas » CA 95036
muwekma@muwekma.org

(408) 314-1898
(510) 581-5194

The Ohlone Indian Tribe
Andrew Galvan

P.O. Box 3152 Ohlone/Costanoan
Fremont » CA 94539  Bay Miwok
chochenyo@AOQOL.com Plains Miwok
(510) 882-0527 Cell Patwin

(510) 687-9393 Fax

Indian Canyon Mutsun Band of Costanoan
Ann Marie Sayers, Chairperson

P.O. Box 28 Ohlone/Costanoan
Hollister , CA 95024

ams @indiancanyon.org
(831) 637-4238

This list is current only as of the date of this document and is based on the informatlon available to the Commission on the date it was produced.

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Publlc Resource Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources assessments for the updated contact list for
Contact List for 16031.07, San Mateo County




Example Tribal Scoping Letter

June 22, 2017

Tribe
Person, Title
Address 1
Address 2

Subject: Lathrop House Project.

Dear xxxx:
I am writing to inform you of a project in the city of Redwood City.

The San Mateo County Manager’s Office, Project Development Unit (PDU) proposes to
construct a new county administrative building (COB3) and parking structure located at the
County Government Center in Redwood City. The County Government Center comprises nine
buildings and an existing parking structure on eight city blocks. The newly proposed parking
structure would be located along Middlefield Road and Veterans Boulevard in the current jury
permit parking lot adjacent to the existing county parking structure. COB3 would be located on
the western end of the County Government Center campus on Marshall Street between
Middlefield Road and Hamilton Street. This city block property is situated across the street
from two county office buildings (COB1 and COB2) and the Hall of Justice.. The COB3 site is
presently occupied by the Lathrop House and the Union Bank Credit Union. The Lathrop
House will be moved from its current location to approximately 200 feet south of its current
location to the rear parking lot of Redwood City’s Courthouse Square. The relocation will
include the site preparation at both the donor site and the receiver site, bracing and removal of
the building from its current site, and the proper installation of the building at the proposed
new site. To prepare the receiver site for the Lathrop House, a new foundation should be
installed. The Union Bank Credit Union building would be demolished. Removal of the Traffic
Court building adjacent to the Lathrop House may be proposed in the future to create a public
courtyard as a placeholder for potential future expansion of COB3.

COB3 will be designed as a fivestory building to provide approximately 121,000 square feet of
office space. The parking structure would be five levels, 420,000 square feet, and provide
roughly 850 parking stalls. The first phase of the project would be clearance of the COB3 site
(relocation of the Lathrop House) and development of a temporary parking lot for jury parking
that will be displaced by the new parking structure. The second phase is parking structure
construction, which is expected to take 18 months. The third phase is construction of COB3
after the parking structure is complete and jury parking is relocated to the parking structure.



A California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) search has been requested
from the Northwest Information Center (NWIC) The Native American Heritage Commission
(NAHC) has not indicated any known resources in the project area, however they did note that
the area is considered sensitive.

On 06/06/17 1 visited both sites to conduct a pedestrian survey and saw no surface evidence of
tribal cultural resources.

Given the potential for discovery of both historic and prehistoric buried artefacts, it will be
recommended and/or mitigated that the County have archaeological monitoring for excavations
in native soils. If Tribal Cultural Resources are discovered, a Native American monitor will be
engaged to work with the archaeological monitor.

The project occupies portions of Unsectioned Township 5 South, Range 3 West. The project
location is depicted on USGS Palo Alto 7.5 Minute Quadrangle (Attachment 1).

If you know of any Native American cultural concerns with this project, please do not hesitate
to contact me by telephone at (650) 327-0429 x554, or by email at rtemplar@migcom.com.
Any culturally sensitive information regarding tribal cultural resources that you feel necessary
to divulge will be treated as confidential and will not be made publicly available. Thank you
for your assistance in this matter. I look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

Robert Templar, M.A.
Archaeologist

Attachment 1: USGS 7.5 Minute Quadrangle
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