
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENT C 

CULTURAL RESOURCES RECORD SEARCHES 

AND TRIBAL CONTACT 

 

 





June 19, 2017        NWIC File No.:  16-1978 
 
Rebecca Auld, Senior Planner 
Lamphier-Gregory, Inc. 
1944 Embarcadero 
Oakland, CA 94606 
 
Re: Record search results for the Oyster Point Specific Plan Update and Details for Phases II, III, 

and IV project 
 
Dear Ms. Auld: 
 
Per your request received by our office on June 8, 2017, a records search was conducted for the 
above referenced project by reviewing pertinent Northwest Information Center (NWIC) base maps 
that reference cultural resources records and reports, historic-period maps, and literature for San 
Mateo County.  Please note that use of the term cultural resources includes both archaeological 
resources and historical buildings and/or structures. 
 
The proposed project entails amendments to the Oyster Point Specific Plan that would allow for 
some rearrangement of Phase II office/R&D, totaling approximately 1,472,000 square feet, along 
with residential development of 1,191 units rather than office/R&D in Phase II and Phase IV 
areas. 
 
Review of the information at our office indicates that there have been no cultural resource studies 
that cover the Oyster Point Specific Plan Update project area. This project area contains no 
recorded archaeological resources. The State Office of Historic Preservation Historic Property 
Directory (OHP HPD) (which includes listings of the California Register of Historical Resources, 
California State Historical Landmarks, California State Points of Historical Interest, and the 
National Register of Historic Places) lists no recorded buildings or structures within the proposed 
project area and one recorded building adjacent to the project area, (P-41-000951, 349 Oyster 
Point Blvd., status code 5S2 – individual property that is eligible for local listing or designation).  
In addition to these inventories, the NWIC base maps show no recorded buildings or structures 
within the proposed project area. 
 
At the time of Euroamerican contact the Native Americans that lived in the area were speakers of 
the Ramaytush language, part of the Costanoan subfamily in the Utian language family (Shipley 
1978: 89).  There are no Native American resources within or adjacent to the proposed project 
area that are referenced in the ethnographic literature (Levy 1976). 
 
Based on an evaluation of the environmental setting and features associated with known sites, 
Native American resources in this part of San Mateo County have been found in areas populated 
by oak, buckeye, laurel, and hazelnut, as well as near a variety of plant and animal resources.  
Sites are also found near watercourses and bodies of water.  The Oyster Point Specific Plan 



Update project area is located in a flat area at Oyster Point on the San Francisco Bay.  The 
project area is situated near the base of wooded hills approximately 1.25 mi. northeast of Colma 
Creek.  Given the similarity of one or more of these environmental factors, there is a moderate 
potential for unrecorded Native American resources in the Oyster Point Specific Plan Update 
project area. 
 
Review of historical literature and maps indicated the possibility of historic-period activity within 
the Oyster Point Specific Plan Update project area.  A number of early 20th century maps depict 
two to three buildings with the project area.  Although the buildings do not appear in recent aerial 
imagery to be standing today, there is the possibility of subsurface deposits within the project 
area. With this in mind, there is a moderate potential for unrecorded historic-period archaeological 
resources in the Oyster Point Specific Plan Update project area. 
 
The 1915, 1939, and 1942 USGS San Mateo 15-minute topographic quadrangles depict two to 
three buildings or structures within the Oyster Point Specific Plan Update project area.  These 
unrecorded buildings/structures meet the Office of Historic Preservation’s minimum age standard 
that buildings, structures, and objects 45 years or older may be of historical value. 

 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS: 
 

1) As noted above, there is a moderate potential of identifying Native American 
archaeological resources and a moderate potential of identifying historic-period 
archaeological resources in the project area.  Our usual recommendation would 
include archival research and a field examination. The proposed project area, 
however, has been highly developed and is presently covered with asphalt, buildings, 
or fill that obscures the visibility of original surface soils, which negates the feasibility 
of an adequate surface inspection. It is therefore recommended that prior to ground 
disturbance, a qualified archaeologist conduct further archival and field study to 
identify archaeological resources, including a good faith effort to identify 
archaeological deposits that may show no indications on the surface. Please refer to 
the list of consultants who meet the Secretary of Interior’s Standards at 
http://www.chrisinfo.org. 

 
2) If archaeological resources are encountered during construction, work should be 

temporarily halted in the vicinity of the discovered materials and workers should avoid 
altering the materials and their context until a qualified professional archaeologist has 
evaluated the situation and provided appropriate recommendations.  Project personnel 
should not collect cultural resources.  Native American resources include chert or 
obsidian flakes, projectile points, mortars, and pestles; and dark friable soil containing 
shell and bone dietary debris, heat-affected rock, or human burials. Historic-period 
resources include stone or adobe foundations or walls; structures and remains with 
square nails; and refuse deposits or bottle dumps, often located in old wells or privies. 
 

3) We recommend that the lead agency contact the local Native American tribe(s) 
regarding traditional, cultural, and religious heritage values. For a complete listing of 
tribes in the vicinity of the project, please contact the Native American Heritage 
Commission at (916) 373-3710. 

 
4) If the proposed project area contains buildings or structures that meet the minimum 

age requirement, prior to commencement of project activities, it is recommended that 



this resource be assessed by a professional familiar with the architecture and history 
of San Mateo County.  Please refer to the list of consultants who meet the Secretary 
of Interior’s Standards at http://www.chrisinfo.org. 

 
5) Review for possible historic-period buildings or structures has included only those 

sources listed in the attached bibliography and should not be considered 
comprehensive. 

 
6) It is recommended that any identified cultural resources be recorded on DPR 523 

historic resource recordation forms, available online from the Office of Historic 
Preservation’s website: http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/default.asp?page_id=1069    

 
 
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 California 
Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) Inventory, and you should contact the 
California Native American Heritage Commission for information on local/regional tribal contacts. 
 
The California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) contracts with the California Historical 
Resources Information System’s (CHRIS) regional Information Centers (ICs) to maintain 
information in the CHRIS inventory and make it available to local, state, and federal agencies, 
cultural resource professionals, Native American tribes, researchers, and the public. 
Recommendations made by IC coordinators or their staff regarding the interpretation and 
application of this information are advisory only. Such recommendations do not necessarily 
represent the evaluation or opinion of the State Historic Preservation Officer in carrying out the 
OHP’s regulatory authority under federal and state law. 
 
Thank you for using our services.  If you have any questions, please contact our office at (707) 
588-8455. 
 
 Sincerely, 
 
 

 Jessika Akmenkalns 
  Researcher 
  

http://www.chrisinfo.org/
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Coastanoan Rumsen Carmel Tribe        August 15, 2017 
Tony Cerda, Chairperson 
244 E. 1st Street 
Pomona, CA 91766  
 
RE: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52 (Gatto, 2014). Formal 

Notification of Project Consideration and Notification of Consultation Opportunity, pursuant to Public 
Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (hereafter PRC).  

 
Dear Chairperson Tony Cerda: 
 
The City of South San Francisco has received a complete project application for the Oyster Point Specific Plan Update 
and Details for Phases II, III, and IV (“OPSP Update Project”) and has begun environmental analysis of the project.  
While no notice has been formally requested under PRC § 21080.1(d), this letter has been sent upon the 
recommendation of the Northwest Information Center (NWIC) and Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) to 
tribes that are culturally and traditionally affiliated with the area.  
 
Below and on the subsequent pages, please find a description of the proposed project, a map showing the project 
location, and the name of our project point of contact, pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (d).   
 
Project Description  
 
The site of the OPSP is part of the City’s “East of 101” planning area, bound by the San Francisco Bay on the east and 
Highway 101 and railway lines on the west. The OPSP encompasses approximately 81 acres of land at the eastern 
end of Oyster Point and Marina Boulevards in South San Francisco. The currently proposed update would affect 
approximately 32.6 acres of the 81-acre OPSP area (APNs 015-010-240, -630, -999). The site currently houses the 
Oyster Point Business Park consisting of five single-story light-industrial buildings at 375/377, 379, 384, 385 and 389 
Oyster Point Boulevard that were developed in the early 1980s totaling 403,212 square feet of space with 
surrounding parking. Currently, these buildings are occupied by a variety of light industrial, office, and Research and 
Development (R&D) tenants. A portion of the existing Oyster Point Boulevard roadway is also included in the Project 
area. An aerial photograph with the site indicated is included on the last page. 
 
The OPSP and Phase I Project were approved in 2011 (EIR State Clearinghouse Number 2010022070). The OPSP 
envisioned office/R&D development throughout Phases I through IV. Phase I is obtaining permits under the previous 
entitlements. Phases II through IV have not been fully entitled or constructed. A subsequent EIR is being prepared 
for amendments to the OPSP that would allow for some rearrangement of Phase II office/R&D (approximately 
1,472,000 square feet total) along with residential development (1,191 units) instead of office/R&D on Phase III and 
IV areas.   
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Results of Records Searches  
 
A search of the Sacred Lands File conducted through NAHC had negative results in the project quadrangle.  
 
A search of the California Historical Resources Information System through NWIC identified no cultural resource 
studies of the site or known resources in the immediate vicinity but identified a moderate potential for unrecorded 
Native American resources given the environmental factors of the site. Because the site is currently covered with 
structures and pavement, the City intends to require a field inspection and a report containing “next-step” 
recommendations following the exposure of the original soils, per NWIC recommendations. 
 
No other known relevant surveys or studies have been performed.  
 
Lead Agency Point of Contact 
 
Attn: Billy Gross, Senior Planner 
City of South San Francisco 
Department of Economic and Community Development  
315 Maple Street 
South San Francisco, CA 94080 
650-877-8535 
Email: billy.gross@ssf.net 
 
Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), you have 30 days from the receipt of this letter to request consultation, in writing, 
with the City of South San Francisco.   
 
Very Respectfully, 
 

 
 
Billy Gross, Senior Planner 
City of South San Francisco 
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Amah Mutsun Tribal Band of Mission San Juan Bautista      August 15, 2017 
Irenne Zwierlein, Chairperson 
789 Canada Road 
Woodside, CA 94062  
 
RE: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52 (Gatto, 2014). Formal 

Notification of Project Consideration and Notification of Consultation Opportunity, pursuant to Public 
Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (hereafter PRC).  

 
Dear Chairperson Irenne Zwierlein: 
 
The City of South San Francisco has received a complete project application for the Oyster Point Specific Plan Update 
and Details for Phases II, III, and IV (“OPSP Update Project”) and has begun environmental analysis of the project.  
While no notice has been formally requested under PRC § 21080.1(d), this letter has been sent upon the 
recommendation of the Northwest Information Center (NWIC) and Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) to 
tribes that are culturally and traditionally affiliated with the area.  
 
Below and on the subsequent pages, please find a description of the proposed project, a map showing the project 
location, and the name of our project point of contact, pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (d).   
 
Project Description  
 
The site of the OPSP is part of the City’s “East of 101” planning area, bound by the San Francisco Bay on the east and 
Highway 101 and railway lines on the west. The OPSP encompasses approximately 81 acres of land at the eastern 
end of Oyster Point and Marina Boulevards in South San Francisco. The currently proposed update would affect 
approximately 32.6 acres of the 81-acre OPSP area (APNs 015-010-240, -630, -999). The site currently houses the 
Oyster Point Business Park consisting of five single-story light-industrial buildings at 375/377, 379, 384, 385 and 389 
Oyster Point Boulevard that were developed in the early 1980s totaling 403,212 square feet of space with 
surrounding parking. Currently, these buildings are occupied by a variety of light industrial, office, and Research and 
Development (R&D) tenants. A portion of the existing Oyster Point Boulevard roadway is also included in the Project 
area. An aerial photograph with the site indicated is included on the last page. 
 
The OPSP and Phase I Project were approved in 2011 (EIR State Clearinghouse Number 2010022070). The OPSP 
envisioned office/R&D development throughout Phases I through IV. Phase I is obtaining permits under the previous 
entitlements. Phases II through IV have not been fully entitled or constructed. A subsequent EIR is being prepared 
for amendments to the OPSP that would allow for some rearrangement of Phase II office/R&D (approximately 
1,472,000 square feet total) along with residential development (1,191 units) instead of office/R&D on Phase III and 
IV areas.   
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Results of Records Searches  
 
A search of the Sacred Lands File conducted through NAHC had negative results in the project quadrangle.  
 
A search of the California Historical Resources Information System through NWIC identified no cultural resource 
studies of the site or known resources in the immediate vicinity but identified a moderate potential for unrecorded 
Native American resources given the environmental factors of the site. Because the site is currently covered with 
structures and pavement, the City intends to require a field inspection and a report containing “next-step” 
recommendations following the exposure of the original soils, per NWIC recommendations. 
 
No other known relevant surveys or studies have been performed.  
 
Lead Agency Point of Contact 
 
Attn: Billy Gross, Senior Planner 
City of South San Francisco 
Department of Economic and Community Development  
315 Maple Street 
South San Francisco, CA 94080 
650-877-8535 
Email: billy.gross@ssf.net 
 
Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), you have 30 days from the receipt of this letter to request consultation, in writing, 
with the City of South San Francisco.   
 
Very Respectfully, 
 

 
 
Billy Gross, Senior Planner 
City of South San Francisco 
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The Ohlone Indian Tribe          August 15, 2017 
Andrew Galvan, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 3152 
Fremont, CA 94539  
 
RE: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52 (Gatto, 2014). Formal 

Notification of Project Consideration and Notification of Consultation Opportunity, pursuant to Public 
Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (hereafter PRC).  

 
Dear Chairperson Andrew Galvan: 
 
The City of South San Francisco has received a complete project application for the Oyster Point Specific Plan Update 
and Details for Phases II, III, and IV (“OPSP Update Project”) and has begun environmental analysis of the project.  
While no notice has been formally requested under PRC § 21080.1(d), this letter has been sent upon the 
recommendation of the Northwest Information Center (NWIC) and Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) to 
tribes that are culturally and traditionally affiliated with the area.  
 
Below and on the subsequent pages, please find a description of the proposed project, a map showing the project 
location, and the name of our project point of contact, pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (d).   
 
Project Description  
 
The site of the OPSP is part of the City’s “East of 101” planning area, bound by the San Francisco Bay on the east and 
Highway 101 and railway lines on the west. The OPSP encompasses approximately 81 acres of land at the eastern 
end of Oyster Point and Marina Boulevards in South San Francisco. The currently proposed update would affect 
approximately 32.6 acres of the 81-acre OPSP area (APNs 015-010-240, -630, -999). The site currently houses the 
Oyster Point Business Park consisting of five single-story light-industrial buildings at 375/377, 379, 384, 385 and 389 
Oyster Point Boulevard that were developed in the early 1980s totaling 403,212 square feet of space with 
surrounding parking. Currently, these buildings are occupied by a variety of light industrial, office, and Research and 
Development (R&D) tenants. A portion of the existing Oyster Point Boulevard roadway is also included in the Project 
area. An aerial photograph with the site indicated is included on the last page. 
 
The OPSP and Phase I Project were approved in 2011 (EIR State Clearinghouse Number 2010022070). The OPSP 
envisioned office/R&D development throughout Phases I through IV. Phase I is obtaining permits under the previous 
entitlements. Phases II through IV have not been fully entitled or constructed. A subsequent EIR is being prepared 
for amendments to the OPSP that would allow for some rearrangement of Phase II office/R&D (approximately 
1,472,000 square feet total) along with residential development (1,191 units) instead of office/R&D on Phase III and 
IV areas.   
 
 



Page 2 of 2 
Subject:  Formal Notification of Project Consideration – Oyster Point Specific Plan Update Project 

 

400 GRAND AVENUE      P.O. BOX 711      SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94083 

Results of Records Searches  
 
A search of the Sacred Lands File conducted through NAHC had negative results in the project quadrangle.  
 
A search of the California Historical Resources Information System through NWIC identified no cultural resource 
studies of the site or known resources in the immediate vicinity but identified a moderate potential for unrecorded 
Native American resources given the environmental factors of the site. Because the site is currently covered with 
structures and pavement, the City intends to require a field inspection and a report containing “next-step” 
recommendations following the exposure of the original soils, per NWIC recommendations. 
 
No other known relevant surveys or studies have been performed.  
 
Lead Agency Point of Contact 
 
Attn: Billy Gross, Senior Planner 
City of South San Francisco 
Department of Economic and Community Development  
315 Maple Street 
South San Francisco, CA 94080 
650-877-8535 
Email: billy.gross@ssf.net 
 
Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), you have 30 days from the receipt of this letter to request consultation, in writing, 
with the City of South San Francisco.   
 
Very Respectfully, 
 

 
 
Billy Gross, Senior Planner 
City of South San Francisco 
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Muwekma Ohlone Indian Tribe of the SF Bay Area      August 15, 2017 
Rosemary Cambra, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 360791 
Milpitas, CA 95036  
 
RE: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52 (Gatto, 2014). Formal 

Notification of Project Consideration and Notification of Consultation Opportunity, pursuant to Public 
Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (hereafter PRC).  

 
Dear Chairperson Rosemary Cambra: 
 
The City of South San Francisco has received a complete project application for the Oyster Point Specific Plan Update 
and Details for Phases II, III, and IV (“OPSP Update Project”) and has begun environmental analysis of the project.  
While no notice has been formally requested under PRC § 21080.1(d), this letter has been sent upon the 
recommendation of the Northwest Information Center (NWIC) and Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) to 
tribes that are culturally and traditionally affiliated with the area.  
 
Below and on the subsequent pages, please find a description of the proposed project, a map showing the project 
location, and the name of our project point of contact, pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (d).   
 
Project Description  
 
The site of the OPSP is part of the City’s “East of 101” planning area, bound by the San Francisco Bay on the east and 
Highway 101 and railway lines on the west. The OPSP encompasses approximately 81 acres of land at the eastern 
end of Oyster Point and Marina Boulevards in South San Francisco. The currently proposed update would affect 
approximately 32.6 acres of the 81-acre OPSP area (APNs 015-010-240, -630, -999). The site currently houses the 
Oyster Point Business Park consisting of five single-story light-industrial buildings at 375/377, 379, 384, 385 and 389 
Oyster Point Boulevard that were developed in the early 1980s totaling 403,212 square feet of space with 
surrounding parking. Currently, these buildings are occupied by a variety of light industrial, office, and Research and 
Development (R&D) tenants. A portion of the existing Oyster Point Boulevard roadway is also included in the Project 
area. An aerial photograph with the site indicated is included on the last page. 
 
The OPSP and Phase I Project were approved in 2011 (EIR State Clearinghouse Number 2010022070). The OPSP 
envisioned office/R&D development throughout Phases I through IV. Phase I is obtaining permits under the previous 
entitlements. Phases II through IV have not been fully entitled or constructed. A subsequent EIR is being prepared 
for amendments to the OPSP that would allow for some rearrangement of Phase II office/R&D (approximately 
1,472,000 square feet total) along with residential development (1,191 units) instead of office/R&D on Phase III and 
IV areas.   
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Results of Records Searches  
 
A search of the Sacred Lands File conducted through NAHC had negative results in the project quadrangle.  
 
A search of the California Historical Resources Information System through NWIC identified no cultural resource 
studies of the site or known resources in the immediate vicinity but identified a moderate potential for unrecorded 
Native American resources given the environmental factors of the site. Because the site is currently covered with 
structures and pavement, the City intends to require a field inspection and a report containing “next-step” 
recommendations following the exposure of the original soils, per NWIC recommendations. 
 
No other known relevant surveys or studies have been performed.  
 
Lead Agency Point of Contact 
 
Attn: Billy Gross, Senior Planner 
City of South San Francisco 
Department of Economic and Community Development  
315 Maple Street 
South San Francisco, CA 94080 
650-877-8535 
Email: billy.gross@ssf.net 
 
Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), you have 30 days from the receipt of this letter to request consultation, in writing, 
with the City of South San Francisco.   
 
Very Respectfully, 
 

 
 
Billy Gross, Senior Planner 
City of South San Francisco 
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E-MAIL WEB-ECD@SSF.NET 

Indian Canyon Mutsun Band of Costanoan       August 15, 2017 
Ann Marie Sayers, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 28 
Hollister, CA 95024  
 
RE: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52 (Gatto, 2014). Formal 

Notification of Project Consideration and Notification of Consultation Opportunity, pursuant to Public 
Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (hereafter PRC).  

 
Dear Chairperson Ann Marie Sayers: 
 
The City of South San Francisco has received a complete project application for the Oyster Point Specific Plan Update 
and Details for Phases II, III, and IV (“OPSP Update Project”) and has begun environmental analysis of the project.  
While no notice has been formally requested under PRC § 21080.1(d), this letter has been sent upon the 
recommendation of the Northwest Information Center (NWIC) and Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) to 
tribes that are culturally and traditionally affiliated with the area.  
 
Below and on the subsequent pages, please find a description of the proposed project, a map showing the project 
location, and the name of our project point of contact, pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (d).   
 
Project Description  
 
The site of the OPSP is part of the City’s “East of 101” planning area, bound by the San Francisco Bay on the east and 
Highway 101 and railway lines on the west. The OPSP encompasses approximately 81 acres of land at the eastern 
end of Oyster Point and Marina Boulevards in South San Francisco. The currently proposed update would affect 
approximately 32.6 acres of the 81-acre OPSP area (APNs 015-010-240, -630, -999). The site currently houses the 
Oyster Point Business Park consisting of five single-story light-industrial buildings at 375/377, 379, 384, 385 and 389 
Oyster Point Boulevard that were developed in the early 1980s totaling 403,212 square feet of space with 
surrounding parking. Currently, these buildings are occupied by a variety of light industrial, office, and Research and 
Development (R&D) tenants. A portion of the existing Oyster Point Boulevard roadway is also included in the Project 
area. An aerial photograph with the site indicated is included on the last page. 
 
The OPSP and Phase I Project were approved in 2011 (EIR State Clearinghouse Number 2010022070). The OPSP 
envisioned office/R&D development throughout Phases I through IV. Phase I is obtaining permits under the previous 
entitlements. Phases II through IV have not been fully entitled or constructed. A subsequent EIR is being prepared 
for amendments to the OPSP that would allow for some rearrangement of Phase II office/R&D (approximately 
1,472,000 square feet total) along with residential development (1,191 units) instead of office/R&D on Phase III and 
IV areas.   
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structures and pavement, the City intends to require a field inspection and a report containing “next-step” 
recommendations following the exposure of the original soils, per NWIC recommendations. 
 
No other known relevant surveys or studies have been performed.  
 
Lead Agency Point of Contact 
 
Attn: Billy Gross, Senior Planner 
City of South San Francisco 
Department of Economic and Community Development  
315 Maple Street 
South San Francisco, CA 94080 
650-877-8535 
Email: billy.gross@ssf.net 
 
Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), you have 30 days from the receipt of this letter to request consultation, in writing, 
with the City of South San Francisco.   
 
Very Respectfully, 
 

 
 
Billy Gross, Senior Planner 
City of South San Francisco 

 
 
 

 



 

 

  

 




