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ABSTRACT 
 
Eileen Barrow & Associates completed an archival study for the proposed project at 1430 Chapin Avenue, 
Burlingame, San Mateo County, California. This study was conducted to meet the requirements of the 
California Environmental Quality Act and those of the City of Burlingame. Per California Code, Public 
Resources Code [PRC] § 21084 1, this study seeks to identify potential historical resources upon which 
this project may cause a substantial adverse change.  
 
In addition, this study seeks to identify potential Tribal Cultural Resources (TCR) as defined in PRC § 
21074 to the extent possible. However, a site, feature, place, cultural landscape, sacred place, or object 
can only be identified as a TCR by a California Native American tribe, and it is the legal requirement of 
the lead agency to conduct consultation with a California Native American tribe that is traditionally and 
culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project as required under PRC §21080.3.1. 
 
The property owners propose to demolish the existing single-story office building and construct a new 
5-story office building with two levels of below-grade parking. 
 
This study included archival research at the Northwest Information Center of the California Historical 
Resources Information System, archival research of documents pertinent to the study area through local 
and online libraries, a Sacred Lands File search request to the Native American Heritage Commission, 
and notification of involvement to the Native American community. It is recommended that the study 
area be subjected to a field survey once the building and asphalt parking lot have been removed. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This report contains confidential information about the locations of archaeological sites. For the 
protection of these resources, this report and such location information should not be publicly 
circulated. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Synopsis 
Project Name: 1430 Chapin Avenue 
Location: 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingame, San Mateo County 
APN: 029-121-440 
Quadrangles: San Mateo 7.5’ series 
Scope: 0.14 acres 
NWIC #: 25-0458 
EBA #: 2025-046 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
Eileen Barrow & Associates completed an archival study for the proposed project at 1430 Chapin 
Avenue, Burlingame, San Mateo, California. This study was requested and authorized by Circlepoint on 
behalf of the property owner, J.P. Morgan Chase Bank. This study was conducted to meet the 
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and those of the City of Burlingame. 
J.P. Morgan Chase Bank is obtaining permits from the City of Burlingame to demolish the existing 
single-story office building on the property and construct a new 5-story office building with two levels 
of below-grade parking. 
 
 

REGULATORY CONTEXT 
 
Following the enactment of the National Environmental Policy Act in 1969, the State of California 
enacted CEQA the following year, which included the requirement that cultural resources be considered 
during the environmental review process. This process is outlined in CEQA and begins with completing 
a study that identifies potential historical resources within a study area.  
 
The term “historical resources” encompasses all forms of cultural resources, including prehistoric and 
historical archaeological sites and built environment resources (e.g., buildings, bridges, canals) that 
meet the eligibility criteria for inclusion on the California Register of Historical Resources (California 
Register) as well as the required integrity criteria. 
 
An additional category of cultural resource defined in CEQA is “Tribal Cultural Resource” (TCR) ( see 
Public Resources Code [PCR] § 21074 for the legal definition). CEQA, as revised in July 2015, requires 
that a project’s lead agency consult with California Native American tribe(s) that is traditionally and 
culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project to identify TCRs through the 
consultation process (PRC §21080.3.1). Though a site, feature, place, cultural landscape, sacred place, or 
object could be identified as a result of a cultural resources study that is a TCR, this ultimately cannot 
be determined by a cultural resources consultant, only a California Native American tribe.  
 
It is the goal of this cultural resources study to (1) identify potential historical resources within the 
project area; (2) offer a preliminary assessment of the potential significance of identified cultural 
resources; (3) assess the cultural resources’ vulnerability to significant impacts that could arise from the 
proposed project’s activities; and (4) offer suggestions designed to protect potential historical resources 
integrity, as warranted meets the requirements of CEQA and the State of California’s PCRs.  
 
 
Resource Definitions 
 
Historical resources are classified by the State Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) as sites, buildings, 
structures, objects, and districts, and each is described by OHP (1995) as follows: 
 

Site. A site is the location of a significant event, a prehistoric or historic occupation or 
activity, or a building or structure, whether standing, ruined, or vanished, where the location 
itself possesses historic, cultural, or archaeological value, regardless of the value of any 
existing structure. 
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Building. A building, such as a house, barn, church, hotel, or similar construction, is created 
principally to shelter any form of human activity. “Building” may also be used to refer to a 
historically and functionally related unit, such as a courthouse and jail, or a house and barn. 

 
Structure. The term “structure” is used to distinguish from buildings those functional 
constructions made usually for purposes other than creating human shelter. 

 
Object. The term “object” is used to distinguish from buildings and structures those 
constructions that are primarily artistic in nature or are relatively small in scale and simply 
constructed. Although it may be, by nature or design, movable, an object is associated with 
a specific setting or environment. 

 
District. A district possesses a significant concentration, linkage, or continuity of sites, 
buildings, structures, or objects united historically or aesthetically by plan or physical 
development. 

 
 
Significance Criteria 
 
When a project could have a significant impact on a potential historical resource, then the potential 
historical resource must be subjected to a formal evaluation. The importance of a potential historical 
resource is measured in terms of the criteria for inclusion on the California Register. A potential historical 
resource is important if it meets one or more of the criteria, or if it is already listed on the California 
Register or a local register (Title 14 CCR, §4852). 
 
An historical resource, as defined in Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines, is one that: 
 

1. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns of California’s history and cultural heritage; 

 
2. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past; 

 
3. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of 

construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses 
high artistic values; or 

 
4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 

 
In addition to meeting one or more of the above criteria, a potential historical resource must retain 
sufficient integrity to convey its importance for it to meet eligibility requirements for the California 
Register. The integrity elements that are considered include location, design, setting, materials, 
workmanship, feeling, and association. 
 
The OHP advocates that potential historical resources over 45 years old be recorded for inclusion in the 
OHP filing system. However, OHP recognizes that it is not reasonable or appropriate to document all 
evidence of human activities that is older than 45 years. Because of this, OHP encourages professional 
judgment when determining recordation is warranted (OHP 1995:2).  
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PROJECT SETTING 
 
Study Area Location and Description 
 
The APE lies toward the northern end of the Santa Clara Valley on the west side of San Francisco Bay 
(Figure 1). The Santa Clara Valley is bordered by the Santa Cruz Mountains on the west and the Diablo 
Range on the east, both of which are a part of the Northern Coast Ranges. Prior to the development of 
the area, the APE would have been on the grassy flat land separating the extensive marsh surrounding 
San Francisco Bay and the Santa Cruz Mountains. 
 
 

 
Figure 1. Project vicinity (adapted from the 1980 San Francisco 1:250,000-scale USGS map). 
 
 
The study area is located on the property at 1430 Chapin Road (APN 029-121-440) as shown on the 
San Mateo 7.5’ USGS topographic map (Figure 2). The study area totals approximately 0.14 acres. The 
property is currently developed with a single-story office building. This part of San Mateo County began 
to develop around the time that California came under the control of the United States in the 1850s. 
Since the 1850s, this part of San Mateo County has continued to become more and more densely 
populated. The study area lies just outside of the original downtown for the City of Burlingame 
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Figure 2. Study area location (adapted from the 1997 San Mateo 7.5’ USGS topographic map). 
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Environmental Setting 
 
The study area is situated on level land, with a percent slope of <1%. Ralston Creek once flowed just 
outside the southwest corner of the study area. It has been undergrounded and possibly altered from 
its original course. 
 
The geology of the study area consists of alluvium formed during the Pleistocene Epoch (Pampeyan 
1994). 
 
The soils within the study area have been classified as Urban land (Kashiwagi and Hokholt 1991:Sheet 
6). Urban land is found in places that are heavily developed and have been subjected to cut-and-fill 
activities. It is also classified as such in places where 85% of the ground surface is covered by asphalt, 
concrete, or buildings.  
 
 
Cultural Setting 
 
Prehistory 
It is generally accepted that humans traveled to North America from Siberia and thus began the 
peopling of the American continents. Evidence has shown that these migrants took two routes into 
North America: one into what is now central Canada and the central part of the United States, and the 
second route along the Pacific coastline (Erlandson 2002; Fiedel 1987, 2000; Fladmark 1979; 
Wormington 1957). The first theory of migration through Canada and the central part of the United 
States is the older of the two theories; evidence for this migration was from what are termed Clovis 
sites, which are archaeological sites that contain a style of projectile points termed Clovis points. These 
sites tend to date between 10,500 and 11,000 BC, which falls after the ice sheets melted sufficiently to 
allow passage from Siberia, through Alaska and Canada into the United States. However, when the 
antiquity of Monte Verde (~12,600 BC) was rigorously verified (Dillehay 1997; Meltzer et al. 1997), the 
floodgates of study into sites that could date to the Terminal Pleistocene and Early Holocene began, as 
evidence showed that migration through the Alaskan and Canadian corridor would not have been 
possible due to the presence of ice sheets. While Alaska has received a great amount of study on this 
subject, California is home to an increasing number of identified Paleo-Indian sites (11,500-9,000 BC) 
that have been investigated to learn more about this period (Erlandson et al. 2007; Moratto 2004). The 
very oldest sites in California tend to be found near the coastline or along old lakes and marshes. Due 
to several meters of sea level rise since the beginning of the Holocene Epoch, there are likely thousands 
of submerged archaeological sites that date to the Transitional Pleistocene/Early Holocene. 
 
In the San Francisco Bay Area, the first archaeological work is attributed to Nels Nelson and Jesse Peter. 
Peter traveled throughout southern Sonoma County documenting archaeological sites (Moratto 
2004:505). Unlike many interested in archaeology at this time, Peter did not just focus on large village 
sites but also explored upland areas and documented smaller camps and task-oriented sites. Nels 
Nelson spent several years surveying the edge of San Francisco Bay and the California Pacific coast, 
documenting archaeological sites (Nelson 1909).  
 
Though a few people, including Nelson, conducted investigations of sites in the San Francisco Bay Area, 
it wasn’t until the 1940s and 1950s that serious and organized site investigations were conducted, and 
the results were formally documented and analyzed (Beardsley 1954; Slaymaker 1982:82). Following 
work conducted in the Sacramento Valley, Richard Beardsley and Clement Meighan investigated sites 
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on and near the Marin County coast to enhance the cultural sequence that became known as the Central 
California Taxonomic System (CCTS), which identified three culture periods termed the Early, Middle, 
and Late Horizons (Beardsley 1948, 1954; Heizer and Fenenga 1939; Lillard et al. 1939; Meighan 1955). 
These periods showed changes through time but did not have date ranges.  
 
As the field of archaeology became more refined, archaeologists began to focus on developing 
chronologies, as noted above with Beardsley and Meighan’s work. However, a common problem was 
that archaeologists were “largely concerned with internal relationships, between local cultural 
sequences” that were “considered against the backdrop of California as a separate or even detached 
area” (Baumhoff and Elsasser 1956:1). In essence, archaeologists were not looking at the “big picture” 
and were developing only micro-chronologies. This was due to the lack of dating methods such as 
radiocarbon dating. 
 
David Fredrickson felt this was a problem, and for his dissertation, he adapted Gordon Willey and Philip 
Phillips's (1958) methodological application of the culture-historical theory to California archaeology to 
develop a chronology. Through his work at sites in Lake and Napa Counties, Fredrickson identified five 
cultural/time periods: Paleo-Indian, Early Archaic, Middle Archaic, Late Archaic, Early Emergent, and Late 
Emergent (Fredrickson 1973). While Fredrickson's chronology was adopted by many archaeologists, 
Beardsley's cultural sequence was adopted by others, creating a roughly North Bay-South Bay division 
in usage. Years later, Fredrickson modified his chronology, which is presented below in Table 1 
(Fredrickson 1994:100). 
 
In 1960, the first study of obsidian hydration as a dating tool for archaeologists was published (Friedman 
and Smith 1960). Obsidian absorbs water at a specific rate, and the amount of water that it absorbs is 
measured in microns. Friedman and Smith’s study showed that the chemical composition of obsidian 
specimens, as well as ambient temperature, affects the hydration process. It took 20 years for 
archaeologists in places where obsidian is found in archaeological sites to develop a method for dating 
obsidian specimens. In the Northern San Francisco Bay Area, there are four major obsidian sources, and 
in 1987, Thomas Origer devised a hydration chronology for two of them (Origer 1987). This chronology 
was developed by pairing micron readings taken from obsidian specimens and pairing them with 
radiocarbon-dated artifacts and features. Origer was able to develop a hydration rate for Annadel and 
Napa Valley obsidian sources as a result of his study. Later, Kim Tremaine developed comparison 
constants between the four primary obsidian sources found in Northern San Francisco Bay Area 
archaeological sites (1989, 1993). The concept of comparison constants allows for the calculation of 
dates from hydration band measurements taken from obsidian specimens from sources with unknown 
hydration rates.  
 
Though a great amount of work has been conducted to refine these early obsidian hydration analysis 
efforts, those refinements, as well as the development of obsidian sourcing efforts through X-ray 
fluorescence, have made it possible to improve the dating of archaeological sites throughout California.  
 
With more archaeological sites investigated over the years and better technology to analyze data with, 
several efforts have been conducted to refine a Northern San Francisco Bay Area chronology 
(Fredrickson 1994; Groza 2002; Groza et al. 2011; Milliken et al. 2007). Most recently, Byrd, Whitaker, 
Mikkelsen, and Rosenthal advocated for San Francisco Bay Area archaeologists to abandon previous 
temporal sequences and utilize Groza et al.’s chronology, known as Scheme D, which utilizes shell beads 
that have been radiocarbon dated (2017). Table 2 shows Groza et al’s Scheme D with a few modifications 
to eliminate errors observed in its original publication. While Scheme D has great use for identifying 
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cultural sequences in archaeological sites, it is problematic that the further from San Francisco Bay one 
travels, the frequency of shell beads in archaeological sites diminishes, and it also doesn’t provide for 
the entire time-depth of occupation of California. 
 
 

Table 1. Fredrickson’s Chronology of Cultural Characteristics by Period. 
BP Temporal Period Description 

500-200 Upper Emergent The clam disk bead money economy appears during this period. Trade 
goods are found farther from their point of origin, suggesting trade 
relations increase and become more regularized than in the past. This time 
has a general increase in craft specialization, displays of wealth, and 
increased cultural complexity. 

1000-500 Lower Emergent Territorial boundaries begin to become set, and trade and exchange 
between groups continue to occur. Several technological changes 
occurred during this time. The bow and arrow are introduced, and 
adaptations to a marine environment are observed. There is increased 
evidence of wealth and status found in burials that date to this time. 

2500-1000 Upper Archaic Social complexity becomes more apparent during this period. Shell beads 
appear as an indicator of wealth and exchange. This is a time of the 
possible emergence of the Kuksu religious system. Trade and exchange 
become more complex and regularized between groups. 

5000-2500 Middle Archaic Evidence of increased sedentism and population is observed, which 
correlates with a stabilization of the environment. Mortars and pestles 
appear, showing that the acorn is used as a food source. Acorn use was 
introduced as suggested by mortars and pestles. Hunting appears to be 
equally important based on the number of projectile points found that 
date to this time. Trade relations begin to become more obvious during 
this time as well. 

8000-5000 Lower Archaic Lakes are drying, causing habitation sites to be moved to places with more 
stable resources. Milling technology appears and is abundant, suggesting 
the possibility that gathering plant foods became more important. Social 
units appear to remain family and extended family. 

12,000+-8000 Paleo-Indian This is a time when humans are first arriving in California. Sites tend to be 
around old lakes, though people were potentially semi-nomadic based on 
available resources. Groups consisted of family and extended family units. 
Milling technology is lacking, which suggests that resource gathering did 
not involve plants that required processing. 
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Table 2. Scheme D Chronological Sequence for the San Francisco Bay Area* 
Cal BP Extent 

(Years) 
Calendar 

Years 
Temporal 
Periods 

Array of Diagnostic 
Olivella Bead Types 

180-115 65 AD 1770-1835 Historic/Mission Needle drilled (H) 
430-180 250 AD 1520-1770 Late 2 (L2) Lipped (Class E) 

685-430 255 AD 1265-1520 Late 1 (L1) 

Normal sequin (M1a) 
Pendant (M2) 
Callus Cupped (K1) 
End-ground (B2) 

930-685 245 AD 1020-1265 Middle/Late 
Transition (MLT) 

Normal sequin (M1a) 
Split drilled/oval (C2/3) 
Split punched (Class D) 
Split amorphous (C7) 
Tiny saucer (G1) 
Wide sequin, occasional (M1d) 

1200-930 270 AD 750-1020 Middle 4 (M4) 
Normal narrow saddle (F3a) 
Rectanguloid/Oval saddle-smooth edges (F4c/d) 
Full saddle-smooth edges (F4a/b) 

1365-1200 165 AD 585-750 Middle 3 (M3) 
Small narrow saddle (F3b) 
Normal narrow saddle (F3a) 
Irregular saucer (occasional; G5) 

1530-1365 165 AD 420-585 Middle 2 (M2) 

Normal narrow saddle (F3a) 
Rectanguloid/Oval saddle-chipped edges (F2c/d) 
Full/Round saddle-chipped edges (F2a/b) 
Full saddle-smooth edges (F4) 

2150-1365 620 200 BC-AD 
420 Middle 1 (M1) 

Saucer (Class G) 
Split-drilled/oval (C2/3) 
Oval saddle (F1) 

2550-2150 400 600-200 BC Early/Middle 
Transition (EMT) 

Split beveled (?) – no wall beads? (C1) 

+4050-2550 1,500+ +2100-600 BC Early (E) Thick rectangle (Class L) 
*with slight changes due to errors in original publication (Groza et al. 2011). 
 
 
Ethnography 
In 1984, Michael Moratto created a comprehensive model of the linguistic prehistory of California 
(Moratto 1984:530-574) and showed that there are several avenues for analysis of population 
movements. Victor Golla updated Moratto’s model in 2007, and advances in DNA analysis have also 
contributed fascinating information about California’s population prior to European contact (Eshleman 
and Glenn Smith 2007; Golla 2007). 
 
Five language groups were found in California at the point of European contact: the Hokan and Penutian 
phyla, and the Uto-Aztecan, Algic, and Athabaskan language families. In the early part of the Holocene 
Epoch, groups who spoke languages descended from the Hokan phylum were found throughout the 
majority of California (Golla 2011:239-240; Moratto 2004:543-544).  
 
In all parts of the San Francisco Bay Area with the exception of the north San Francisco Bay Area, 
remained pre-Hokan or Hokan speakers until about 4000 BC, when a pocket of Pentuian speakers 
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moved into the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta area and into the northeastern part of the San Francisco 
Bay Area (Moratto 2004:551 and Figure 11.6). It is believed this pocket of Pentuian speakers represents 
the beginning of Utian speakers in this area. Interestingly, it also corresponds with the advent of the 
Windmiller Pattern (Moratto 2004:552).  
 
Over the next 2,000 years, this pocket of Utian speakers expanded in all directions, including the entirety 
of the San Francisco Bay Area, much of the San Joaquin Valley to the south, and the lower part of the 
Sacramento Valley to the north (Moratto 2004:553-557).  
 
The group occupying the study area at the time of European contact was the Costanoans, also called 
the Ohlone (Levy 1978). Their territory encompassed the eastern and southern San Francisco Bay Area, 
and the peninsula, and continued south to include the Monterey Bay Area (Kroeber 1925; Levy 1978).  
 
The Ohlone/Costanoans lived in groups referred to as tribelets. Each of these tribelets lived in a territory 
with at least one but sometimes a few village locations surrounded by a variety of camps and task-
specific sites where activities occurred, or specific materials or food were procured.  
 
The environment that the Ohlone/Costanoan lived in was rich in resources. Seeds, roots, and acorns 
were important staples, especially the acorn. Fish were abundant in creeks, and because so much of the 
territory was on either San Francisco Bay or the Pacific Ocean, they had access to bay and ocean 
resources, including shellfish and sea mammals. Land animals were also important, such as the elk, 
antelope, and grizzly bear, which are now extinct in the region. 
 
Though the Ohlone/Costanoan traded for pinon nuts from the Yokuts, evidence of obsidian from the 
Napa Valley source shows they would also have traded with either the Coast Miwok, Wappo, or Patwin, 
who had access to this obsidian source (Davis 1961; Levy 1978:488). In addition, at the point of European 
contact, the clamshell disk bead was being used as a form of money. 
 
Between 1777 and 1797, Spanish missionaries established seven missions in Costanoan territory, 
disrupting Costanoan lifeways and cultural identities and decimating the population. Richard Levy 
(1978) estimated that Costanoans numbered 10,000 in 1770 and less than 2,000 in 1832 as new diseases 
were introduced, leading to higher mortality rates and lower birth rates.  
 
Randall Milliken’s study of Spanish and Mexican mission records documented the Native Americans 
who were taken to the various San Francisco Bay Area missions (Milliken 1995, 2009). Specific to the 
study area, Milliken speculates that the area of the study area would have been in the territory occupied 
by the Tamien (Milliken 1995:229 and 256). During his study, Milliken found that Fathers Murguia and 
Peña of Mission Santa Clara noted in the title page of their Libro de Bautismos and in a letter sent in 
1777, that the mission was built in an area known as Tamien (Milliken 1995:256).  
 
For more information about the Ohlone/Costanoan, see Bean (1994), Margolin (1978), Milliken (1995), 
and Teixeira (1997). 
 
 
History 
Though California had been “discovered” by Europeans as early as the 16th century, there was no active 
push to colonize it until the late 1700s, when the Spanish king, Charles III, wanted to improve trade with 
the Philippines and prevent Russian colonies from taking lands he viewed as Spain’s (Alexander and 
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Hamm 1916:13 and 14). In 1769, Gaspar de Portola led an expedition up the California coast well into 
what is now San Mateo County. Short on supplies and under attack from Native Americans, the party 
returned to San Diego and then Mexico. It was during this expedition that Portola established a colony 
at San Diego. 
 
This first step into California was the foundation for Spanish expansion into California. It took another 
seven years before Spain expanded 500 miles north and established the presidio at San Francisco. For 
several years, the area containing the study area lay between Mission Santa Clara de Asis in San Jose to 
the south and the Mission Francisco de Asis (Dolores) in San Francisco to the north. It was not until well 
after Mexico won its independence that the lands surrounding the study area were granted to settlers. 
 
The study area lies within the San Mateo land grant. Rancho de San Mateo totaled over 6,400 acres of 
land and was granted by Governor Pio Pico to Cayetano Arenas, his secretary, in 1846 (Hoover et al. 
2002:401). Arenas immediately sold the land to William Davis Merry Howard. Howard was a successful 
merchant in San Francisco. Howard and his wife built “El Cerrito” at San Mateo Creek and El Camino 
Real.  
 
In 1894, the study area was within the lands owned by William Corbitt (Bromfield 1894) (see Figure 3). 
Corbitt, along with neighbor William Howard and others, began to subdivide their lands with the intent 
of creating Burlingame. With the railroad straddling both Corbitt and Howard’s properties, people from 
San Francisco flocked to Burlingame in search of “country homes” with easy access back into the city 
(Alexander and Hamm 1916:54). The 1906 earthquake solidified town’s future when hundreds of people 
flocked out of the bigger cities to smaller Burlingame to rebuild. Between 1907 and 1914, the population 
of Burlingame nearly tripled (Alexander and Hamm 1916:117). 
 
 

 
Figure 3. Burlingame and its surroundings in 1894.  
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Very little has changed with Burlingame. It has largely remained a small suburban city, whose inhabitants 
commute to other parts of the San Francisco Bay Area. Though many of the former downtown houses 
have been replaced with commercial buildings, Burlingame still retains an almost small-town feel in the 
surrounding bustle. 
 
 

STUDY PROCEDURES AND FINDINGS 
 
Native American Contact 
 
Eileen Barrow & Associates requested a search of the Sacred Lands File from the State of California’s 
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), seeking information about the study area and to obtain 
the names of Native American individuals and groups that would be appropriate to contact regarding 
this project. Letters were sent to the following groups: 
 

Amah Mutsun Tribal Band 
Amah Mutsun Tribal Band of Mission San Juan Bautista 
Costanoan Rumsen Carmel Tribe 
Indian Canyon Mutsun Band of Costanoan 
Muwekma Ohlone Tribe of the San Francisco Bay Area 
The Ohlone Indian Tribe 
Wuksachi Indian Tribe/Eshom Valley Band 

 
The letters sent to the above-listed tribes by Eileen Barrow & Associates do not constitute AB52 
consultation with tribes. In addition, tribes are not required to respond to our letters, and a lack of 
response should not be viewed as a lack of a tribe's interest in the project. As mentioned in the 
Regulatory Context section of this report, CEQA, as revised in July 2015, requires that a project’s lead 
agency consult with California Native American tribe(s) that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with 
the geographic area of the proposed project to identify TCRs through the consultation process (PRC 
§21080.3.1). 
 
 
Native American Contact Results 
 
The NAHC replied with a letter dated September 8, 2025, which indicated that the Sacred Lands File 
had negative results for the township and range of the study area. They provided a list of additional 
Native American tribal contacts.  
 
No other responses have been received as of the date of this report. A log of contact efforts is appended 
to this report, along with copies of correspondence (see Appendix A). 
 
 
Buried Site Potential Model 
 
Additionally, research was completed to assess the potential for buried archaeological deposits. A 
model for predicting a location’s sensitivity for buried archaeological sites was formulated by Byrd et 
al. (2017) based on a variety of environmental factors. First and foremost, buried archaeological sites 
are not found in landforms that predate generally accepted dates for human occupation of California. 
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As discussed in the Cultural Setting section of this report, the Holocene Epoch is the current period of 
geologic time, which began about 11,700 years ago, and while it generally coincides with the emergence 
of human occupation of California, geological landforms of the very late Terminal Pleistocene have 
potential (though low) to contain buried resources. Along with landform age, the slope of a study area 
and proximity to water also have a bearing on buried site sensitivity.  
 
A location is considered to have the highest sensitivity if the landform dates to the late Holocene, has 
a slope of five percent or less, is within 150 meters of a source of fresh water, and is within 150 meters 
of a confluence. Table 3 is an adaptation of the environmental criteria weights developed by Byrd et al. 
(2017:Table 11).  
 
 

Table 3. Environmental Criteria Weights for Determining Buried Site Potential 
Environmental 

Theme Scores 

Slope (%) >20 15 to 20 10 to 15 10 to 5 0 to 5 
Distance to Historic-era 
Streams (meters) >1,200 600-1,200 300-600 150-300 0-150 

Distance to Confluence 
or Historic-era 
Shoreline (meters) 

>1,200 600-1,200 300-600 150-300 0-150 

Combined “Weight” - 0.33 1.33 2.33 3.33 
 
 
Once the environmental criteria weight for a study area is determined, then this cumulative weight is 
multiplied by the age multiplier developed for the geological formations (Byrd et al. 2017:Table 12). 
Table 4 is an adaptation of the age multiplier developed by Byrd et al. (2017:Table 2). 
 
 

Table 4. Geologic Formation and Corresponding Age Multiplier 

Age Group (Cal BP) Age 
Multiplier Landform Age Unit 

0 - Water 
<100 0.15 Historic-Modern (channels) 
<100 0.30 Artificial Cut/Fill 
<100 0.55 Historic-Modern 
600-100 0.99 Recent Holocene 
1150-600 0.96 Medieval Climatic Anomaly 
2200-1150 0.92 Latest Holocene 
4200-2200 0.84 Late Holocene 
8200-4200 0.70 Middle Holocene 
11,700-8200 0.41 Early Holocene 
12,900-11,700 0.16 Younger Dryas 
25,000-12,900 0.08 Terminal Pleistocene 
>25,000 - Older Pleistocene/Pre-Quaternary 
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When incorporating Byrd et al’s (2017) model and King’s (2004) analysis of buried site potential, the 
probability of encountering buried archaeological deposits for each class is found in Table 5. 
 
 

Table 5. Sensitivity Score, Classification, and Probability of a Buried Archaeological Site 
Sensitivity 

Score1 
Classification1 Probability of a Buried 

Archaeological Site2 
<1 Lowest <1% 
1-3 Low 1-2% 

3-5.5 Moderate 2-3% 
5.5-7.5 High 3-5% 
>7.5 Highest 5-20% 

1 Byrd et al. 2017 
2 King 2004 

 
 
Archival Research Procedures 
 
A variety of documentation pertinent to the study area was examined at local libraries and online 
resources. These documents include, but are not limited to, 19th and 20th-century maps and aerial 
photographs, ethnographic literature, county property ownership records, and local histories. This 
research was conducted to assess the potential to encounter Native American and historic-era 
archaeological sites and the built environment within the study area.  
 
In addition to the examination of pertinent local information, a study of the cultural resource base maps 
and records, survey reports, and other materials on file at the Northwest Information Center (NWIC) 
(File No. 25-0458) was completed by Eileen Barrow on September 16, 2025. Sources of information 
included, but were not limited to, the current listings of properties on the National Register of Historic 
Places (National Register), the California Historical Landmarks, the California Register, and California 
Points of Historical Interest. In addition, OHP’s Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility (2012), and 
the Built Environment Resources Directory (2022). 
 
 
Archival Research Findings 
 
Archival research found that the study area has not been previously subject to a cultural resources 
study. Eighteen cultural resources studies have been conducted within a quarter-mile of the study area 
(see Table 6). There are no cultural resources documented within the study area. There are 12 cultural 
resources documented within a quarter-mile of the study area (see Table 7). All previously documented 
resources are buildings or built environment features which do not have the potential to extend into 
the study area. 
 
There are no ethnographic villages within a mile of the study area (Levy 1978).  
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Table 6. Cultural Resources Studies Conducted within a Quarter-mile of the Study Area. 

Author Date S# 
Barrow 2022 57115 
BioSystems Analysis, Inc. 1989 11396 
Byrd et al. 2012 39104 
Carrico et al. 2000 26045 
ESA and Orion 2009 36313 
Franco and Beard 2016 49448 
Hatoff et al. 1993 17993 
Historic Resource Associates 2010 43959 
Holson et al. 2002 25174 
Jurich and Grady 2011 48738 
Kostura 1999 32166 
Lapin 2003 32250 
Molly Fierer-Donaldson 2024 58348 
Nelson 2002 29657 
Roland Nawi 2015 48236 
San Mateo Historical Association 1990 21879 
SWCA Environmental Consultants 2006 33061 
Wills and Crawford 2012 40313 

 
 

Table 7. Cultural Resources Documented within a Quarter-mile of the Study Area 

Author Date P-41-00 Brief Description Distance from Study Area 
Grady and Williams 2009 2509 Multi-family property 1,055 feet 
Hagel 2012 2192 The Alameda 480 feet 
Hagel 2016 2071 Commercial building 340 feet 
Kostura 1999 1942 Single-family house 1,025 feet 
Kostura 1999 1920 Single-family house 1,190 feet 
Pfaff 2011 2191 Eucalyptus Tree Rows 480 feet 
Supernowicz 2010 2406 Commercial building 265 feet 
Williams 2009 2507 Commercial building 1,270 feet 
Williams 2009 2508 Multi-family property 1,080 feet 
Williams and Grady 2009 2510 Single-family property 1,060 feet 
Williams and Grady 2009 2511 Single-family property 1,040 feet 
Williams and Grady 2009 2512 Multi-family property 1,015 feet 

 
 
Review of historical maps and aerial photos shows that there were buildings within the study area as 
early as 1913 (GLO 1857; Sanborn Map Company 1913; USGS 1892, 1896, 1899, 1915). By 1941, an 
additional house and several outbuildings are shown (Sanborn Map Company 1921; UCSB 1941) (see 
Figure 4). The houses and related outbuildings were present until the mid-20th century, when they were 
slowly demolished and removed (USGS 1956, 1972; UCSB 1947, 1951, 1965. In 1974, a single-story office 
building was constructed on the property, and it has remained there ever since.  
 
Based on landform age, our analysis of the environmental setting, and incorporating the Byrd et al. 
(2017) analysis of sensitivity for buried sites, there is a very low (<1%) potential for buried archaeological 
site indicators within the study area. This very low potential is primarily due to the age of the geological 
formation which the study area lies. 
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Figure 4. The 1949 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map showing the buildings within the study area, shown outlined in 
red (Sanborn Map Company 1949).

DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Application of the buried sites model indicates a very low potential (per Byrd et al. 2017) for buried 
archaeological resources in the study area, as it lies on a geological formation that predates generally 
accepted dates for human occupation of California.

There is a high potential for an archaeological site being found on the surface of the study area, as the 
study area lies immediately adjacent to a creek, which would have been a source of fresh water and 
food for Native Americans prior to European contact.

There is a moderate potential for there to be historic-era resources within the study area based on 
review of historical maps showing the presence of buildings within the study area as early as 1913.

The building within the study area is rectangular with a hipped roof that extends well beyond the walls 
to create a roof over the perimeter of the building. The walls are constructed of undressed concrete. 
The roof is covered with Spanish tiles. The building is symmetrical with the same configuration of large 
windows that extend from the ground to nearly the roof line on the front, back, and two sides. There is 
a pergola overhanging the front door, which breaks the windows in half. This same design is located on 
the two sides and the rear of the building. It is currently being used as a bank, which is the same purpose 
as it was originally constructed for.

Though the building meets the age threshold for consideration for the California Register, it does not 
appear that it would meet criteria for the following reasons. Important historical themes or contexts for 
the mid-1970s revolve around the Cold War, the post-Civil Rights movement, and political and 
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economic uncertainties. In California, the term ‘Silicon Valley’ was recently coined to describe the 
growing semiconductor industry in the Santa Clara Valley, which drastically changed the San Francisco 
Bay Area in a way not seen since the end of World War II. However, the bank located within the study 
area doesn’t particularly fit with these themes; therefore, it does not meet Criterion 1 of the California 
Register. 
 
As with the historical themes, there is no individual associated with the building within the study area; 
therefore, it does not meet Criterion 2 of the California Register. 
 
The building itself is not particularly architecturally unique. The concrete construction, paired with the 
large windows, fits with a typical commercial building. The large, overhanging roof combined with the 
Spanish tiles hints at the Spanish Eclectic style, but the overall building is simple and uninteresting. 
Given this, it would not meet Criterion 3 of the California Register. 
 
Buildings rarely have data to contribute to Criterion 4 of the California Register, and it is very unlikely 
this building would have any important data to contribute; therefore, Criterion 4 would not be met. 

 
 
Archaeological Recommendations 
 
Because of the high potential for there to be a Native American site present, the recommendation would 
be to have a survey of the study area conducted. However, the study area is currently developed with 
a building and a parking lot. Given this, an archaeological survey should be conducted after the building 
has been demolished and the asphalt removed, but before any additional ground-disturbing work 
occurs.  
 
If archaeological site indicators are found during the field survey, the preferred treatment of the 
resource is protection and preservation. Protection and preservation can be achieved in one of two 
ways. The most direct means would be avoidance (not developing within the boundaries of the 
archaeological site). Another method to protect intact archaeological deposits is capping, which is the 
placement of sufficient fill over the deposit to protect it during and after construction.  
 
If protection and preservation are not possible, then a subsurface testing program shall be conducted 
to determine if the archaeological site is eligible for inclusion on the California Register. The subsurface 
testing program will be overseen by an archaeologist who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards, and it will be outlined in a Subsurface Testing Program Plan for Archaeological Resources. 
The plan shall include a research design that is appropriate for the archaeological site type, a discussion 
and rationale of the investigation’s field and laboratory methods, and must identify the planned 
treatment and disposition of any recovered cultural materials. It shall also identify the steps that shall 
be followed in the event of the discovery of human remains and must be in accordance with Health and 
Safety Code § 7050.5. At the completion of the subsurface testing program, a report shall be prepared 
that documents the methods of investigation, the types of analyses that were conducted, and a 
determination of the archaeological site’s eligibility for inclusion on the California Register. The report 
shall also include completed appropriate DPR 523 forms for the archaeological site. 
 
If the testing program finds that an archaeological site eligible for listing on the California Register 
would be impacted by the project, and protection and preservation is not possible, then data recovery 
of the locations that will be impacted by the project will be necessary. Data recovery must be performed 
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by an archaeologist who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards using appropriate 
archaeological techniques. Data recovery must include processing and analysis of recovered cultural 
materials using appropriate archaeological methods, and preparation of the recovered materials for 
permanent disposition per the requirements of the Archaeological Resources Treatment Plan.  
 
Monitoring may also be recommended by the archaeologist, but the decision to recommend 
monitoring as a mitigation measure will be dependent upon the findings of the testing program. 
 
 
Built Environment Recommendations 
 
This project will have no impact on built environment resources; therefore, no recommendations are 
warranted. 
 
 
Accidental Discovery 
 
As stipulated in CCR § 15064.5 (f) of the CEQA guidelines, if potential historical resources are uncovered, 
during project-related activities, then all ground-disturbing work shall be halted immediately until an 
archaeologist who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards can 
evaluate the find. Prehistoric archaeological site indicators include obsidian and chert flakes and 
chipped stone tools; grinding and mashing implements (e.g., slabs and handstones, and mortars and 
pestles); bedrock outcrops and boulders with mortar cups; and locally darkened midden soils. Midden 
soils may contain a combination of any of the previously listed items, with the possible addition of bone 
and shell remains, and fire-affected stones. Historic period site indicators generally include: fragments 
of glass, ceramic, and metal objects; milled and split lumber; and structure and feature remains such as 
building foundations and discrete trash deposits (e.g., wells, privy pits, dumps). 
 
Construction may continue on other parts of the project site while evaluation of the find is being made, 
provided that ground-disturbing activities are conducted at a minimum of 50 feet away from the 
location of the potential historical resource while an archaeologist is evaluating its importance. Should 
the potential historical resource meet eligibility criteria and integrity requirements for inclusion on the 
California Register, then the archaeologist will develop appropriate mitigation measures specific to the 
historical resource.  
 
As stipulated in CCR § 15064.5(d) through (e), if human remains are encountered at any point during 
the project, all ground-disturbing activities must cease within a minimum of 50 feet of the find while 
the county coroner is contacted to confirm whether the remains are California Native American remains. 
If the coroner determines the remains are California Native American, the coroner will contact the 
NAHC. The NAHC will identify the person or persons believed to be most likely descended (MLD) from 
the deceased California Native American. The MLD will make recommendations regarding the 
treatment of the remains with appropriate dignity. 
 
 

SUMMARY 
 
Eileen Barrow & Associates completed an archival study for the proposed project at 1430 Chapin 
Avenue, Burlingame, San Mateo County, California. This study was requested and authorized by 
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Circlepoint on behalf of the property owner, J.P. Morgan Chase Bank. This study was conducted to meet 
the requirements of the CEQA and those of the City of Burlingame. Given the high potential for 
prehistoric Native American sites and the moderate potential for historic-era sites within the study area, 
it is our recommendation that a field survey of the study area be conducted after the existing building 
and parking lot have been demolished and removed from the study area. 
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Sacred Lands File & Native American Contacts List Request  

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION 
1550 Harbor Blvd., Suite 100 
West Sacramento, CA 95691 

(916) 373-3710  
(916) 373-5471 – Fax 

nahc@nahc.ca.gov 

Information Below is Required for a Sacred Lands File Search  

Project: 1430 Chapin Avenue 
County: San Mateo 

USGS Quadrangles 
Name: San Mateo 
Township  4S  Range 4W  Section(s)  NA MDBM (within the San Mateo land grant) 

Date: September 4, 2025 
Company/Firm/Agency: Eileen Barrow & Associates 
Contact Person: Eileen Barrow 

Address: 1007b West College Avenue, #534 
City:  Santa Rosa                   Zip: 95401 
Phone: (707) 328-0526 
Email: ebarrow@ebarrowassociates.com 

Project Description: 
The proposed project is the construction of a five story office building with two levels of 
below-grade parking, located at 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingame, CA. 

 
 

 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA         Gavin Newsom, Governor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

Page 1 of 1 

September 8, 2025

Eileen Barrow
Eileen barrow & Associates

Via Email to: ebarrow@ebarrowassociates.com

Re: 1430 Chapin Avenue Project, San Mateo County

To Whom It May Concern: 
  
As requested, a search of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) Sacred Lands File 
(SLF) was completed based on information submitted for the above referenced project.  The 
results were negative. Be aware that tribes do not always record their sacred sites in the SLF, nor 
are they required to do so. As such, an SLF search is not a substitute for consultation with all 
tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with a project’s geographic area. 

Attached is a list of Native American tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the 
project’s geographic area. Please contact all of the listed tribes as they may have information 
about sacred sites within the project area that is not listed with the NAHC. 

If within two weeks of notification, a response has not been received, the Commission requests 
that you follow up with a telephone call or email to ensure that the project information was 
received.  

If you receive notification of a change of address or phone number from a tribe, please inform 
the NAHC so that we can assure that our lists contain current information. 

In addition to engaging in tribal consultation, you should consult the appropriate regional 
California Historical Research Information System (CHRIS) information center to determine 
whether it has information regarding the presence of recorded archaeological sites within the 
project area. 

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at 
Mathew.lin@nahc.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Mathew Lin, MPP
Cultural Resources Analyst

Attachment

CHAIRPERSON
Reginald Pagaling
Chumash

VICE-CHAIRPERSON
Buffy McQuillen
Yokayo Pomo, Yuki, 
Nomlaki

SECRETARY
Isaac Bojorquez
Ohlone-Costanoan

PARLIAMENTARIAN
Wayne Nelson
Luiseño

COMMISSIONER
Sara Dutschke
Miwok

COMMISSIONER
Stanley Rodriguez
Kumeyaay

COMMISSIONER
Bennae Calac
Pauma-Yuima Band of 
Luiseño Indians

COMMISSIONER
Vacant

COMMISSIONER
Vacant

ACTING EXECUTIVE 
SECRETARY
Michelle Carr

NAHC HEADQUARTERS
1550 Harbor Boulevard 
Suite 100
West Sacramento, 
California 95691
(916) 373-3710
nahc@nahc.ca.gov

~ ~ 
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EM
AIL:  ebarrow

@
ebarrow

associates.com
ADDRESS:1007B W

est College Avenue #534
Santa Rosa, California 95401

Septem
ber12, 2025

Ed Ketchum
Am

ah M
utsun

Tribal Band

RE: N
otification of Cultural Resources Study for the Proposed Projectat 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam

e, 
San

M
ateo

County

Dear M
r.Ketchum

,

I w
rite to notify

you that I have been contracted to conduct a cultural resources survey for the proposed 
project

located at 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam
e, San

M
ateo

County.The proposed project is the 
construction of a five-story

office building w
ith tw

o levels of below
-grade parking.The City of Burlingam

e
is the CEQ

A lead agency and is responsible for initiating AB52 consultation for this project.

Please contact m
e

if you w
ould like to discuss this project further or if you w

ould like to provide concerns 
about this project that I can incorporate into m

y report.

Enclosed is a m
ap of the study area depicted on the San M

ateo
7.5’ topographic m

ap.

Sincerely,

Eileen Barrow
President

EEileenn
 Barrow
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EM
AIL:  ebarrow

@
ebarrow

associates.com
ADDRESS:1007B W

est College Avenue #534
Santa Rosa, California 95401

Septem
ber12, 2025

Valentin Lopez
Am

ah M
utsun Tribal Band

P.O
. Box 5272

Galt, CA 95632

RE: N
otification of Cultural Resources Study for the Proposed Projectat 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam

e, 
San

M
ateo

County

Dear M
r. Lopez,

I w
rite to notify

you that I have been contracted to conduct a cultural resources survey for the proposed 
project

located at 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam
e, San

M
ateo

County.The proposed project is the 
construction of a five-story

office building w
ith tw

o levels of below
-grade parking.The City of Burlingam

e
is the CEQ

A lead agency and is responsible for initiating AB52 consultation for this project.

Please contact m
e

if you w
ould like to discuss this project further or if you w

ould like to provide concerns 
about this project that I can incorporate into m

y report.

Enclosed is a m
ap of the study area depicted on the San M

ateo
7.5’ topographic m

ap.

Sincerely,

Eileen Barrow
President

EEileenn
 Barrow
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EM
AIL:  ebarrow

@
ebarrow

associates.com
ADDRESS:1007B W

est College Avenue #534
Santa Rosa, California 95401

Septem
ber12, 2025

Shelby Brow
n

Am
ah M

utsun
Tribal Band

of M
ission San Juan Bautista

2451 Tyrolean W
ay

Sacram
ento, CA, 95821

RE: N
otification of Cultural Resources Study for the Proposed Projectat 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam

e, 
San

M
ateo

County

Dear M
s. Brow

n,

I w
rite to notify

you that I have been contracted to conduct a cultural resources survey for the proposed 
project

located at 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam
e, San

M
ateo

County.The proposed project is the 
construction of a five-story

office building w
ith tw

o levels of below
-grade parking.The City of Burlingam

e
is the CEQ

A lead agency and is responsible for initiating AB52 consultation for this project.

Please contact m
e

if you w
ould like to discuss this project further or if you w

ould like to provide concerns 
about this project that I can incorporate into m

y report.

Enclosed is a m
ap of the study area depicted on the San M

ateo
7.5’ topographic m

ap.

Sincerely,

Eileen Barrow
President

EEileenn
 Barrow
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EM
AIL:  ebarrow

@
ebarrow

associates.com
ADDRESS:1007B W

est College Avenue #534
Santa Rosa, California 95401

Septem
ber12, 2025

Chistopher Zim
m

er
Am

ah M
utsun Tribal Band

of M
ission San Juan Bautista

P.O
. Box 214211, Fulton Ave Unit 19 

Sacram
ento, CA, 95821

RE: N
otification of Cultural Resources Study for the Proposed Projectat 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam

e, 
San

M
ateo

County

Dear M
r. Zim

m
er,

I w
rite to notify

you that I have been contracted to conduct a cultural resources survey for the proposed 
project

located at 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam
e, San

M
ateo

County.The proposed project is the 
construction of a five-story

office building w
ith tw

o levels of below
-grade parking.The City of Burlingam

e
is the CEQ

A lead agency and is responsible for initiating AB52 consultation for this project.

Please contact m
e

if you w
ould like to discuss this project further or if you w

ould like to provide concerns 
about this project that I can incorporate into m

y report.

Enclosed is a m
ap of the study area depicted on the San M

ateo
7.5’ topographic m

ap.

Sincerely,

Eileen Barrow
President

EEileenn
 Barrow
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EM
AIL:  ebarrow

@
ebarrow

associates.com
ADDRESS:1007B W

est College Avenue #534
Santa Rosa, California 95401

Septem
ber12, 2025

Garry Zim
m

er
Am

ah M
utsun

Tribal Band
of M

ission San Juan Bautista
P.O

. Box 214211
Sacram

ento, CA, 95821

RE: N
otification of Cultural Resources Study for the Proposed Projectat 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam

e, 
San

M
ateo

County

Dear M
r. Zim

m
er,

I w
rite to notify

you that I have been contracted to conduct a cultural resources survey for the proposed 
project

located at 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam
e, San

M
ateo

County.The proposed project is the 
construction of a five-story

office building w
ith tw

o levels of below
-grade parking.The City of Burlingam

e
is the CEQ

A lead agency and is responsible for initiating AB52 consultation for this project.

Please contact m
e

if you w
ould like to discuss this project further or if you w

ould like to provide concerns 
about this project that I can incorporate into m

y report.

Enclosed is a m
ap of the study area depicted on the San M

ateo
7.5’ topographic m

ap.

Sincerely,

Eileen Barrow
President

EEileenn
 Barrow
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EM
AIL:  ebarrow

@
ebarrow

associates.com
ADDRESS:1007B W

est College Avenue #534
Santa Rosa, California 95401

Septem
ber12, 2025

M
ichelle Zim

m
er

Am
ah M

utsun
Tribal Band

of M
ission San Juan Bautista

P.O
. Box 214211

Sacram
ento, CA, 95821

RE: N
otification of Cultural Resources Study for the Proposed Projectat 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam

e, 
San

M
ateo

County

Dear M
s. Zim

m
er,

I w
rite to notify

you that I have been contracted to conduct a cultural resources survey for the proposed 
project

located at 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam
e, San

M
ateo

County.The proposed project is the 
construction of a five-story

office building w
ith tw

o levels of below
-grade parking.The City of Burlingam

e
is the CEQ

A lead agency and is responsible for initiating AB52 consultation for this project.

Please contact m
e

if you w
ould like to discuss this project further or if you w

ould like to provide concerns 
about this project that I can incorporate into m

y report.

Enclosed is a m
ap of the study area depicted on the San M

ateo
7.5’ topographic m

ap.

Sincerely,

Eileen Barrow
President

EEileenn
 Barrow
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EM
AIL:  ebarrow

@
ebarrow

associates.com
ADDRESS:1007B W

est College Avenue #534
Santa Rosa, California 95401

Septem
ber12, 2025

Irenne Zw
ierlein

Am
ah M

utsun Tribal Band
of M

ission San Juan Bautista
3030 Soda Bay Road
Lakeport, CA, 95453

RE: N
otification of Cultural Resources Study for the Proposed Projectat 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam

e, 
San

M
ateo

County

Dear M
s. Zw

ierlein,

I w
rite to notify

you that I have been contracted to conduct a cultural resources survey for the proposed 
project

located at 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam
e, San

M
ateo

County.The proposed project is the 
construction of a five-story

office building w
ith tw

o levels of below
-grade parking.The City of Burlingam

e
is the CEQ

A lead agency and is responsible for initiating AB52 consultation for this project.

Please contact m
e

if you w
ould like to discuss this project further or if you w

ould like to provide concerns 
about this project that I can incorporate into m

y report.

Enclosed is a m
ap of the study area depicted on the San M

ateo
7.5’ topographic m

ap.

Sincerely,

Eileen Barrow
President

EEileenn
 Barrow
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EM
AIL:  ebarrow

@
ebarrow

associates.com
ADDRESS:1007B W

est College Avenue #534
Santa Rosa, California 95401

Septem
ber12, 2025

Carla M
unoz

Costanoan Rum
sen Carm

el Tribe

RE: N
otification of Cultural Resources Study for the Proposed Projectat 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam

e, 
San

M
ateo

County

Dear M
s. M

unoz,

I w
rite to notify

you that I have been contracted to conduct a cultural resources survey for the proposed 
project

located at 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam
e, San

M
ateo

County.The proposed project is the 
construction of a five-story

office building w
ith tw

o levels of below
-grade parking.The City of Burlingam

e
is the CEQ

A lead agency and is responsible for initiating AB52 consultation for this project.

Please contact m
e

if you w
ould like to discuss this project further or if you w

ould like to provide concerns 
about this project that I can incorporate into m

y report.

Enclosed is a m
ap of the study area depicted on the San M

ateo
7.5’ topographic m

ap.

Sincerely,

Eileen Barrow
President

EEileenn
 Barrow
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EM
AIL:  ebarrow

@
ebarrow

associates.com
ADDRESS:1007B W

est College Avenue #534
Santa Rosa, California 95401

Septem
ber12, 2025

Henry M
unoz

Costanoan Rum
sen Carm

el Tribe
108 South Acacia
Rialto, CA, 92376

RE: N
otification of Cultural Resources Study for the Proposed Projectat 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam

e, 
San

M
ateo

County

Dear M
r. M

unoz,

I w
rite to notify

you that I have been contracted to conduct a cultural resources survey for the proposed 
project

located at 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam
e, San

M
ateo

County.The proposed project is the 
construction of a five-story

office building w
ith tw

o levels of below
-grade parking.The City of Burlingam

e
is the CEQ

A lead agency and is responsible for initiating AB52 consultation for this project.

Please contact m
e

if you w
ould like to discuss this project further or if you w

ould like to provide concerns 
about this project that I can incorporate into m

y report.

Enclosed is a m
ap of the study area depicted on the San M

ateo
7.5’ topographic m

ap.

Sincerely,

Eileen Barrow
President

EEileenn
 Barrow
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EM
AIL:  ebarrow

@
ebarrow

associates.com
ADDRESS:1007B W

est College Avenue #534
Santa Rosa, California 95401

Septem
ber12, 2025

Sam
uel Rodriguez

Costanoan Rum
sen Carm

el Tribe
29539 O

akbridge Dr
M

enifee, CA, 92586

RE: N
otification of Cultural Resources Study for the Proposed Projectat 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam

e, 
San

M
ateo

County

Dear M
r.Rodriguez,

I w
rite to notify

you that I have been contracted to conduct a cultural resources survey for the proposed 
project

located at 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam
e, San

M
ateo

County.The proposed project is the 
construction of a five-story

office building w
ith tw

o levels of below
-grade parking.The City of Burlingam

e
is the CEQ

A lead agency and is responsible for initiating AB52 consultation for this project.

Please contact m
e

if you w
ould like to discuss this project further or if you w

ould like to provide concerns 
about this project that I can incorporate into m

y report.

Enclosed is a m
ap of the study area depicted on the San M

ateo
7.5’ topographic m

ap.

Sincerely,

Eileen Barrow
President

EEileenn
 Barrow
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EM
AIL:  ebarrow

@
ebarrow

associates.com
ADDRESS:1007B W

est College Avenue #534
Santa Rosa, California 95401

Septem
ber12, 2025

Ann M
arie Sayers

Indian Canyon M
utsun Band of Costanoan

P.O
. Box 28

Hollister, CA, 95024

RE: N
otification of Cultural Resources Study for the Proposed Projectat 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam

e, 
San

M
ateo

County

Dear M
s. Sayers,

I w
rite to notify

you that I have been contracted to conduct a cultural resources survey for the proposed 
project

located at 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam
e, San

M
ateo

County.The proposed project is the 
construction of a five-story

office building w
ith tw

o levels of below
-grade parking.The City of Burlingam

e
is the CEQ

A lead agency and is responsible for initiating AB52 consultation for this project.

Please contact m
e

if you w
ould like to discuss this project further or if you w

ould like to provide concerns 
about this project that I can incorporate into m

y report.

Enclosed is a m
ap of the study area depicted on the San M

ateo
7.5’ topographic m

ap.

Sincerely,

Eileen Barrow
President

EEileenn
 Barrow
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r 



EM
AIL:  ebarrow

@
ebarrow

associates.com
ADDRESS:1007B W

est College Avenue #534
Santa Rosa, California 95401

Septem
ber12, 2025

Kanyon Sayers-Roods
Indian Canyon M

utsun Band of Costanoan
971 S 7

thStreet
San Jose, CA, 95122

RE: N
otification of Cultural Resources Study for the Proposed Projectat 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam

e, 
San

M
ateo

County

Dear M
s. Sayers-Roods,

I w
rite to notify

you that I have been contracted to conduct a cultural resources survey for the proposed 
project

located at 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam
e, San

M
ateo

County.The proposed project is the 
construction of a five-story

office building w
ith tw

o levels of below
-grade parking.The City of Burlingam

e
is the CEQ

A lead agency and is responsible for initiating AB52 consultation for this project.

Please contact m
e

if you w
ould like to discuss this project further or if you w

ould like to provide concerns 
about this project that I can incorporate into m

y report.

Enclosed is a m
ap of the study area depicted on the San M

ateo
7.5’ topographic m

ap.

Sincerely,

Eileen Barrow
President

EEileenn
 Barrow
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 A
ssociates 
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EM
AIL:  ebarrow

@
ebarrow

associates.com
ADDRESS:1007B W

est College Avenue #534
Santa Rosa, California 95401

Septem
ber12, 2025

Richard M
assiatt

M
uw

ekm
a

O
hlone Tribe of the SF Bay Area

1169 S. M
ain Street, Ste. 336

M
anteca, CA, 95337

RE: N
otification of Cultural Resources Study for the Proposed Projectat 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam

e, 
San

M
ateo

County

Dear M
r. M

assiatt,

I w
rite to notify

you that I have been contracted to conduct a cultural resources survey for the proposed 
project

located at 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam
e, San

M
ateo

County.The proposed project is the 
construction of a five-story

office building w
ith tw

o levels of below
-grade parking.The City of Burlingam

e
is the CEQ

A lead agency and is responsible for initiating AB52 consultation for this project.

Please contact m
e

if you w
ould like to discuss this project further or if you w

ould like to provide concerns 
about this project that I can incorporate into m

y report.

Enclosed is a m
ap of the study area depicted on the San M

ateo
7.5’ topographic m

ap.

Sincerely,

Eileen Barrow
President

EEileenn
 Barrow

 
&&

 A
ssociates 
r 



EM
AIL:  ebarrow

@
ebarrow

associates.com
ADDRESS:1007B W

est College Avenue #534
Santa Rosa, California 95401

Septem
ber12, 2025

Charlene N
ijm

eh
M

uw
ekm

a
O

hlone Tribe of the SF Bay Area
1169 S. M

ain Street, Ste. 336
M

anteca, CA, 95337

RE: N
otification of Cultural Resources Study for the Proposed Projectat 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam

e, 
San

M
ateo

County

Dear M
s. N

ijm
eh,

I w
rite to notify

you that I have been contracted to conduct a cultural resources survey for the proposed 
project

located at 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam
e, San

M
ateo

County.The proposed project is the 
construction of a five-story

office building w
ith tw

o levels of below
-grade parking.The City of Burlingam

e
is the CEQ

A lead agency and is responsible for initiating AB52 consultation for this project.

Please contact m
e

if you w
ould like to discuss this project further or if you w

ould like to provide concerns 
about this project that I can incorporate into m

y report.

Enclosed is a m
ap of the study area depicted on the San M

ateo
7.5’ topographic m

ap.

Sincerely,

Eileen Barrow
President

EEileenn
 Barrow
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 A
ssociates 
r 



EM
AIL:  ebarrow

@
ebarrow

associates.com
ADDRESS:1007B W

est College Avenue #534
Santa Rosa, California 95401

Septem
ber12, 2025

Andrew
 Galvan

The O
hlone Indian Tribe

P.O
. Box 3388

Frem
ont, CA, 94539

RE: N
otification of Cultural Resources Study for the Proposed Projectat 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam

e, 
San

M
ateo

County

Dear M
r. Galvan,

I w
rite to notify

you that I have been contracted to conduct a cultural resources survey for the proposed 
project

located at 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam
e, San

M
ateo

County.The proposed project is the 
construction of a five-story

office building w
ith tw

o levels of below
-grade parking.The City of Burlingam

e
is the CEQ

A lead agency and is responsible for initiating AB52 consultation for this project.

Please contact m
e

if you w
ould like to discuss this project further or if you w

ould like to provide concerns 
about this project that I can incorporate into m

y report.

Enclosed is a m
ap of the study area depicted on the San M

ateo
7.5’ topographic m

ap.

Sincerely,

Eileen Barrow
President

EEileenn
 Barrow
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 A
ssociates 
r 



EM
AIL:  ebarrow

@
ebarrow

associates.com
ADDRESS:1007B W

est College Avenue #534
Santa Rosa, California 95401

Septem
ber12, 2025

Desiree Vigil
The O

hlone Indian Tribe
259 W

inw
ood Avenue

Pacifica, CA, 94044

RE: N
otification of Cultural Resources Study for the Proposed Projectat 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam

e, 
San

M
ateo

County

Dear M
s. Vigil,

I w
rite to notify

you that I have been contracted to conduct a cultural resources survey for the proposed 
project

located at 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam
e, San

M
ateo

County.The proposed project is the 
construction of a five-story

office building w
ith tw

o levels of below
-grade parking.The City of Burlingam

e
is the CEQ

A lead agency and is responsible for initiating AB52 consultation for this project.

Please contact m
e

if you w
ould like to discuss this project further or if you w

ould like to provide concerns 
about this project that I can incorporate into m

y report.

Enclosed is a m
ap of the study area depicted on the San M

ateo
7.5’ topographic m

ap.

Sincerely,

Eileen Barrow
President

EEileenn
 Barrow
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 A
ssociates 
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EM
AIL:  ebarrow

@
ebarrow

associates.com
ADDRESS:1007B W

est College Avenue #534
Santa Rosa, California 95401

Septem
ber12, 2025

Kenneth W
oodrow

W
uksachi Indian

Tribe/Eshom
 Valley Band

1179 Rock Haven Court
Salinas, CA, 93906

RE: N
otification of Cultural Resources Study for the Proposed Projectat 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam

e, 
San

M
ateo

County

Dear M
r. W

oodrow
,

I w
rite to notify

you that I have been contracted to conduct a cultural resources survey for the proposed 
project

located at 1430 Chapin Avenue, Burlingam
e, San

M
ateo

County.The proposed project is the 
construction of a five-story

office building w
ith tw

o levels of below
-grade parking.The City of Burlingam

e
is the CEQ

A lead agency and is responsible for initiating AB52 consultation for this project.

Please contact m
e

if you w
ould like to discuss this project further or if you w

ould like to provide concerns 
about this project that I can incorporate into m

y report.

Enclosed is a m
ap of the study area depicted on the San M

ateo
7.5’ topographic m

ap.

Sincerely,

Eileen Barrow
President

EEileenn
 Barrow
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