
 

September 16, 2020  
3:00 P.M. 

***By Video Conference Only*** 

 
Pursuant to the Shelter in Place Orders issued by the San Mateo County Health Officer and the Governor, 
the Governor’s Executive Order N-29-20, and the CDC’s social distancing guidelines which discourage 
large public gatherings, the regular meeting location of the Historic Resources Advisory Committee is no 
longer open for public meetings. 
 
Written public comments may be emailed to the HRAB Liaison at kkelley@smcgov.org and should 
include the specific agenda item on which you are commenting, or note that your comment concerns an 
item that is not on the agenda. The length of the emailed comment should be commensurate with the five 
minutes customarily allowed for verbal comments, which is approximately 250- 300 words. If your 
emailed comment is received at least 24 hours prior to the meeting, it will be made publicly available on 
the Historic Resources Advisory Board (HRAB) website along with the agenda. To ensure your comment 
is received and read to the HRAB for the appropriate agenda item, please submit your email no less than 
30 minutes prior to the meeting time. The County cannot guarantee that emails received less than 30 
minutes before the meeting will be read during the meeting, but such emails will still be included in the 
administrative record of the meeting and will be provided to the HRAB after the meeting. 
 
The September 16, 2020 Historic Resources Advisory Board meeting may be accessed through Zoom 
Online  by clicking the following link https://smcgov.zoom.us/j/96552977276 
 
 
The September 16, 2020 Coastside Design Review Committee meeting may also be accessed via 
telephone by dialing US: +1 669 900 6833  or +1 253 215 8782  or +1 346 248 7799  or +1 312 626 
6799  or +1 929 205 6099  or +1 301 715 8592 Webinar ID: 965 5297 7276    
 
You will be asked to enter an email address and name. We request that you identify yourself by name as 
this will be visible online and will be used to notify you that it is your turn to speak during the public comment 
period. We ask that you follow our time guidelines and limit your speaking to 5 minutes.  
 
 

AGENDA 
 
1. Roll Call 
 
2. Review and Approve Minutes of Jul 15, 2020 Meeting. 
 

Planning & Building Department 
Historic Resources Advisory Board       John Edmonds, Emeritus 
 

Mitch Postel Elizabeth Bogel Robert Crow 
Deke Sonnichsen Nancy Oliver Greg Timm 
Frederick Hansson William Howland John Root 
Robert Brown Robert Gelb Maureen O’Connor 
   

County Office Building 
455 County Center 

Redwood City, California 94063 

Notice of Public Hearing 

https://smcgov.zoom.us/j/96552977276
https://smcgov.zoom.us/j/96552977276


3. Oral Communications to allow the public to address the Historic Resource Advisory Board on any 
matter not on the agenda.  If your subject is not on the agenda, the Board will recognize you at this 
time.  Speakers are customarily limited to five (5) minutes. 

 
4. Old Business 
 

a. Zoning code and HRAB website update – Kanoa  
b. Status of relocation of Lathrop House – Mitch 
c. Carriage House Project update – Mitch 
d. Purisima Cemetery Update - Kanoa 

 
5. New, Other Business 
 

a. San Mateo Pier Restoration Project – Speaker Tom Spargo 
b. Fire damage to Green Oaks Ranch House (Pie Ranch) and others- Kanoa  
c. Historic Properties in APE of new Flight Procedures- Kanoa 
d. Future topics to agendize? - All 

 
6. Next Meeting: November 18, 2020 
 
7. Adjournment 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SAN MATEO COUNTY HISTORICAL RESOURCES ADVISORY BOARD. revised 
 
 
Minutes for meeting of July 15, 2020, via online Microsoft Teams application.  [draft] 
 
Meeting opened: 3:05 PM 
 
1. Roll Call: Members present: Bob Brown, Jerry Crow, Bob Gelb, Fred Hansson, Bill Howland, Kanoa 
Kelley, Nancy Oliver, Mitch Postel, John Root. 
Absent: Betsy Bogel, Maureen O’Connor, Deke Sonnichsen, Greg Timm. 
 
2. Minutes of January 15 meeting approved. 
 
3. Oral Communications:  Dr. Jane Federle voiced a vigorous complaint about the HRAB response to an 
anonymous assertion about historical status of the house at 2020 Sand Hill Road, Menlo Park.  The 
ensuing discussion was carried on as agenda item 5a. 
 
5. New Business – 5a:  The Clark House (2020 Sandhill):  Dr. Federle claimed that the indication that 
HRAB was looking into the historical status caused a potential buyer to back out of the transaction, which 
caused her financial injury.  Her claim was backed up by realtor Janie Barman.   
   It seems that, when a neighbor stated on a confidential basis that the house was designed by 
famed architect Birge Clark, Nancy sent a letter to Janie Berman stating that the property “might” of 
historical significance.  Mitch acknowledged that the inquiry was based on incorrect information; the 
house was not a Birge Clark house. 
   Kanoa will forward the text of the original emailed request to Dr. Federle.  Mitch and Kanoa 
discussed how best to respond to similar issues that may arise.  We should respond following official 
guidelines and specific regulations in the future. 
   Bob Gelb asked whether there is a right of confidentiality for requests from the public.  Kanoa 
responded that we must be transparent except for correspondence with attorneys, code enforcement 
issues and perhaps some other topics – he will research further. 
  John asked what legal protections we have in case of liability.  Information to follow. 
   
4. Old Business: 
 

a. Zoning Code and HRAB Website Update:   
 
b. Relocation of Lathrop House:  Additional pest abatement and remodeling pending re-opening.  

It was necessary to evict some homeless people, so an alarm system is being installed.   
 



c. Carriage House: Planning continues.  A report will be sent out soon. 
 
d. Purisima Cemetery:  No new developments. 

 
5. New Business:   

b. Historic sites/monuments in San Mateo County: the California Heritage Trail has been 
nominated as a California Historical Landmark.  August 14 has been set for a hearing on new sites, 
including amendments to the Pilarcitos and Montara Mountain trailside markers.  The hearing will be 
open for public comment; information to follow. 
   Fred Hansson and Bob Gelb have drafted procedures for extending historical protection in San 
Mateo County; to be refined. 

 
c. Future Topics: none. 
d. The Petition to Move the Pacifica Statue of Portolá:  An online petition to move the statue has 

gathered about 2,500 signatures.  The petition, sponsored by Jonathan Cordero, of part Ohlone 
extraction, has been submitted to the Pacifica City Council.  The objections are that the fact that the 
statue rests on a pedestal implies extra respect and that Portolá represents colonialism which was 
injurious to the Ohlones.  Jerry mentioned that the statue is regarded as valuable by Pacificans in 
general and that it sits on CalTrans property and was originally a gift from the Spanish State of Catalonya 
to the State of California.  Mitch said that, if the site and statue are indeed property of California, State 
Senator Jerry Hill would be the person to notify. 

 
6. The next regular meeting is September 16, either by Teams or Zoom (Jerry suggested Zoom as a 
smoother application).  The other regular meeting date for 2020 is November 18. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 3:55 PM. 
 
Respectfully submitted by Jerry Crow 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Historic Preservation Program 
Strawman Proposal for Discussion Purposes 

 
The Historic Preservation Program is an effort to create standards and guidelines. The Historic Resources 
Advisory Board (HRAB) wants to fundamentally change the way we approach to historic preservation in 
San Mateo County. 
 
The intent and purpose of the Historic Preservation Program are is to ensure the protection and document 
the historic character of San Mateo County. The Historic Preservation Development Standards and 
Historic Preservation Design Guidelines are to protect this character by preserving and enhancing historic 
structures and sites, encouraging complementary and compatible new development. 
 
All buildings and structures built are to be inventoried and are subject to Historical Design Review 
classification. Use a slow rollout process, such at the time of remodel or specific request. 
 

Criteria 
The HRAB may request to the San Mateo County Planning Commission (or suggest to other jurisdictions 
for consideration) to designate an historic landmark pursuant in accordance with any of the following 
criteria: 
• It exemplifies or reflects a significant element of the County's cultural, social, economic, political, 

aesthetic, engineering, architectural, geological, or archaeological history; 
• It has special aesthetic or artistic interest or value due to elements of design, detail, material, or 

craftsmanship which represent a significant innovation in architectural or engineering style; 
• It is identified with historic persons or events significant in local, state, or national history; 
• It embodies distinctive architectural characteristics of a style, type, period, or method of construction or 

is a valuable example of the use of indigenous materials or craftsmanship; 
• It is representative of a type of building which was once common and is now rare; 
• It is representative of the notable work of a master builder, designer, or architect; or 
• It is a part of or related to a square, park, or other distinctive area and should be developed or 

preserved according to a plan based on an historic, cultural, or architectural motif. 
 
All structures & projects, residential, commercial, and public projects, are reviewed by the HRAB for 
historic significance impact. Structures pre 1946 are considered sensitive and should be given a thorough 
review. Reviews will be used to classify and be added to the Historic Resources Inventory kept by the 
County. This inventory establishes categories for these buildings and structures based on their historical 
significance and provides suggestions for potential restoration and documentation opportunities: 



• Category A (Essential) – These buildings are the best examples of representing San Mateo County 
history. They are individually eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places and meet 
strict criteria for exemplifying the history of the state and nation. Not eligible for significant 
redesign/remodel of the interior & exterior, nor demolition. Documentation should be done by qualified 
historical/archælogical experts, e.g. Sánchez Adobe. 

• Category B (Contributory) – These buildings contribute significantly to the historic character of the 
County. They are eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places if the community wishes 
to establish a National Register Historic District much like Nevada City’s National Registered Historic 
District. These are not eligible for significant redesign/remodel exterior. (La Honda, Pescadero) 

• Category C (Supporting) – These buildings do not meet the strict criteria for listing in the National 
Register of Historic Places. However, they still convey the history of the building and enhance the 
historic character of the County and they remain an important part of our local community. (Quonset 
hut, coastal greenhouse) 

• Category D (Non-Essential) – Although some of these buildings are older than 1945 (or do we want NN 
(75) years, so it keeps moving?), they are such in poor condition or so many alterations have been 
made to the building that they no longer convey their history. These buildings are not considered 
historic for the purposes of the Historic Preservation Program but may still be worthy of documentation. 
(1950s track home) 
 

Renovations to existing structures over 50 years old 
 
All exterior improvements to residential, commercial, and public, other than paint modifications, to 
structures which require a land use, or alterations, or building permit approval, or demolition of existing 
structures over 50 years old (or before 1946?) require the submittal of a Historic Design Review. 
Applications are to be reviewed by the HRAB for historical compliance, recommendations for Conditions of 
Approval, and approved by the Community Development Director. Current building codes and safety are 
an integral part of this process. 
 
Items include but not limited to, Fencing and Walls, Lighting, Roofing, Signage,… 
• Fencing and Walls – When used historically, fences were simple wood picket or metal. These were 

relatively low in height and had a “transparent” character, allowing views into yards and providing 
interest to pedestrians. New fences should be compatible with the historic setting. A new fence should 
be similar in character to those seen historically in our area:  

o A fence that defines a front yard is usually low to the ground and “transparent” in nature. A 
fence should not exceed four feet in height  

o Solid, “stockade” fences do not allow views into front yards and are inappropriate  
o A new wood fence should be painted  
o Chain link, concrete block, unfaced concrete, plastic, fiberglass, plywood, slatted fences, 

and mesh “construction” fences are inappropriate  
o Natural rock or stone should be used for a new retaining wall  
o Conventional unfinished concrete block is inappropriate  
o Architectural block, with special texturing or color may be considered where it can be 

demonstrated that the result will appear to be in character with the area  
o Minimize the perceived scale and mass of a new retaining wall:  

 Where a wall is necessary, reflect the scale of traditional development and limit the 
width and height of a wall to the minimum necessary  

 Also consider varying the setback of individual walls to minimize the perceived 
overall width of a long wall  

• Lighting – Exterior lighting should be a subordinate element, so that the stars in the night sky are 
visible. Traditionally, exterior lights were simple in character. These were relatively low in intensity and 
were shielded with simple shade devices. This tradition should be continued. What about historic Neon 
or Rotating signs? 

o Exterior building lights should be functional and be in harmony with surrounding buildings.  



o Lights should not attract unnecessary attention to anyone building  
o External light fixtures should be simple in design and compatible with and complementary 

to the style of the building. They may also be contemporary, compatible designs  
o Traditional materials such as baked enamel or porcelain, oxidized copper and cast iron 

should be used  
o Steel, anodized aluminum or wood should be used for light standards  

• Roofing – Replacement materials should be applied in a manner similar to that seen historically and 
chosen based on its compatible appearance to the structure and surrounding historic properties. When 
possible preserve original roof materials. Fire safety should be an important consideration in 
replacement type:  

o Avoid removing roof material that is in good condition.  
o It is especially important to preserve historic materials, or replace them with similar 

materials when necessary.  
o Do not cover historic roof materials.  

Roofing replacement materials should convey a size and texture similar to those used 
traditionally:  

o Where replacement is necessary, use materials similar to that seen historically.  
o The roof materials should be earth-toned and have a matte, non-reflective finish.  
o Composition shingles may be considered, if they are colored in earth tones.  
o Sawn wood singles may be considered for most building types.  
o Corrugated metal may also be appropriate. 
o Do not cover historic roof materials.  

If they are to be used, metal roofs should be applied and detailed in a manner that does not 
distract from the historic appearance of the building:  

o Metal roof material should be earth toned and have a matte, non-reflective finish.  
o Seams should have a thin profile.  

• Signage – Consider the building front as part of an overall sign program. Design a sign to be 
subordinate to the overall building composition:  

o A sign should be consistent with the proportions and scale of the elements within the 
structure’s facade.  

o Do not locate signs so that they cover architectural features that may be important to the 
structure’s overall design.  

o Sign materials should be compatible with the design theme and use of materials on the 
building where the sign is to be placed:  

o Painted wood and metal are preferred materials for signs.  
o Plastic is inappropriate.  
o Highly reflective materials that will be difficult to read are inappropriate.  
o Indirect lighting for a sign is permitted:  
o Direct light at the sign from an external, shaded lamp is preferred.  

• Public Improvements  – The overall character of the streetscape should not impede one’s ability to 
interpret the historic features of the area.  

o Highly ornamental elements, for example, would suggest an inaccurate heritage of the 
community.  

o The overall streetscape should be modest in character, while also meeting contemporary 
functional needs.  

o The overall character of the streetscape also should reflect the subarea within which it is 
located.  
 

  



Documentation 
 
Use the California State’s form for initial assessment. DPR 523B Building, Structure, Object  
All demolitions should be photo documented and electronically preserved at the SMCHA. 
 

 
  

https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/pages/1056/files/dpr%20523b%202013.docx
https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/pages/1056/files/dpr%20523b%202013.docx


Towns and Cities with Historic Review Guidelines 
 
 Historic   Historic  
 Preservation Zoning Inventory Age  
City/Town Ordinance Code Date Date Comments 
Atherton No? 
Belmont Yes No? 1991  Historic defined as 1850 to 1926; SMCHA 

inventory 
Burlingame Draft Draft  50 yrs. 5 NRHP 
Brisbane No?  1992  General Plan is very vague  
Colma Yes  1992  Uses Dept of Interior (DOI) standards 
Daly City No?    Policy encourages façade preservation 
East Palo Alto   1994  SMCHA inventory 
Foster City No? 
Half Moon Bay Yes  1981  Uses Dept of Interior standards 
Hillsborough   1990  SMCHA inventory Menlo Park Yes 

 1990 50 yrs. Uses DOI standards; 
SMCHA inventory  

Millbrae No?    Uses Dept of Interior standards  
Pacifica Yes  1985 Application 
Portola Valley Yes Yes 1989  CEQA standards 
Redwood City Yes  1980  District Est 1977; Uses DOI stds 
San Bruno No?  2003  Encourages façade preservation, DOI 
San Carlos No  1991  CEQA standards 
City of San Mateo Yes Yes 1989 45 yrs. 200 Structures, 37 eligible for NRHP 
South San Francisco Yes State 1986 Nomination Markers and maps 
Woodside Yes  1988 50 yrs. 22 structures; Uses DOI standards  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Excerpt from the San Mateo County General Plan 5.34A 
44. Green Oaks Ranch House Coast Highway, south of Franklin Point Built in 1863 by Isaac Steele, this 
wooden house was originally constructed in a Greek Revival style but later additions have substantially 
altered its architectural character. The house is listed in the National Register of Historic Places. 



































 



1 
 

 
May 13, 2020 
 
David Holbrook 
Senior Planner 
County of San Mateo 
Historic Resources Advisory Board 
2200 Broadway 
Redwood City, CA 9406 
 

RE: Section 106 Consultation for Identification of Historic Properties in the Area of Potential 
Effect for the Proposed SERFR FIVE Area Navigation (RNAV) Standard Terminal Arrival 
(STAR) Flight Procedure at San Francisco International Airport, and the BRIXX THREE 
RNAV STAR Flight Procedure at Norman Y. Mineta San Jose International Airport  

 
Dear Mr. Holbrook: 
 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) proposes to amend two air traffic flight procedures for two 
airports in the San Francisco Bay Area. The first, the proposed SERFR FIVE RNAV STAR (SERFR FIVE 
STAR) arrival flight procedure serves San Francisco International Airport (KSFO). The second, the 
proposed BRIXX THREE RNAV STAR (BRIXX THREE STAR) arrival flight procedure serves Norman 
Y. Mineta San Jose International Airport (KSJC). The FAA has determined the proposed SERFR FIVE 
STAR and BRIXX THREE STAR flight procedures project is considered the undertaking subject to 
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA)(16 U.S.C. § 470 et 
seq.) and its implementing regulations at 36 C.F.R. Part 800.  
 
As part of the Section 106 review of the undertaking, the FAA has determined an appropriate Area of 
Potential Effect (APE), the efforts for identification of historic properties within the proposed APE, and 
the methodology for assessing potential effects of the undertaking to historic properties. The purpose of 
this letter is to initiate consultation under Section 106 of the NHPA and solicit any initial comments you 
may have on the undertaking and the identification of historic properties within the APE. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 

Office of the Air Traffic Organization 

 
 
 
2200 South 216th Street 

Western Service Area Des Moines, Washington 98198-6547 
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The Undertaking 
 
The proposed amendments are part of the recommendations submitted by the Select Committee on South 
Bay Arrivals and would continue to provide safe and efficient operations at KSFO and KSJC.1 The 
proposed amendments would move the current SERFR FOUR RNAV STAR (SERFR FOUR STAR) to 
closely align with the existing BIG SUR THREE STAR conventional flight procedure, for the section 
from the north shore of Monterrey Bay to the end of the proposed SERFR FIVE STAR. Additionally, 
when developing the proposed amendments to the SERFR FOUR STAR, Air Traffic Control (ATC) 
identified an air traffic operational need to amend the BRIXX TWO RNAV STAR (BRIXX TWO STAR), 
as well as an opportunity to provide additional separation of aircraft between the two arrival flight 
procedures.2  
 
In addition, the approach procedures associated with the proposed SERFR FIVE STAR, and those 
associated with the proposed BRIXX THREE STAR, would be amended to connect with these arrival 
flight procedures. With the shift of the location for the waypoints EDDYY and JILNA, the approach 
procedures into KSFO runway (RWY) 28 Left (L)/Right (R) and KSJC RWY 30 L/R would be amended 
to account for the change. The proposed changes are needed so that ATC can efficiently transition aircraft 
on approach to an assigned runway for landing at the airport. 
 
Table-1 below lists the approach procedures requiring amendment to efficiently transition aircraft from 
the corresponding proposed STAR flight procedure.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
1 The Select Committee on South Bay Arrivals (Select Committee), which is comprised of county and city officials from the 
San Francisco Peninsula, is tasked with addressing the airplane noise issue and reviewing the FAA’s Northern California 
Initiative to Address Noise Concerns of  Santa Cruz/Santa Clara/San Mateo/San Francisco Counties. The Select Committee 
voted to recommend that the FAA design a flight procedure utilizing optimized profile descent that overlays as closely as 
possible the conventional Big Sur arrival flight procedure into KSFO. Three U.S. Congressional Representatives for California 
approved the Select Committee’s recommendations and requested that the FAA implement those recommendations as soon as 
possible. To the extent the FAA determines a new requested procedure is initially feasible, flyable, and operationally acceptable 
from a safety point of view, then the FAA will conduct its formal environmental and safety reviews for this new federal action. 
(References:  SC 1.2 R1 (Pg. 11), SC 1.2 R2 (Pg. 11), and SC 1.2 R4 (Pg. 12). 
2 FAA JO 7110.65Y, Air Traffic Control, Chapter 3 Airport Traffic Control − Terminal 
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Table-1: Proposed Instrument Approach Procedures Amendments at KSFO and KSJC 

Proposed Procedure(s) Airport Instrument Approach Flight Procedure Type(s) 
SERFR FIVE STAR  
Proposed Approach Procedures to  
Runway 28L and Runway 28R 

KSFO  ILS OR LOC RWY 28L 

 ILS OR LOC RWY 28R 

 ILS RWY 28L (SA CAT II) 

 ILS RWY 28R (CAT II AND III) 

 ILS RWY 28R (SA CAT I) 

 QUIET BRIDGE VISUAL RWY 28L/R 

 TIPP TOE VISUAL RWY 28L/R 

 RNAV (GPS) RWY 28L 

 RNAV (GPS) Z RWY 28R 

 RNAV (RNP) Y RWY 28R 

 Visual approach 

BRIXX THREE STAR 
Proposed Approach Procedures to  
Runway 30L and Runway 30R 

KSJC  RNAV (RNP) Z RWY 30L 
 RNAV (RNP) Z RWY 30R 
 FAIRGROUNDs Visual RWY 30L/R 

 
 
Definition of Area of Potential Effects 
 
Section 106 regulations define the APE as the geographic area or areas within which an undertaking may 
directly or indirectly cause alteration in the character or use of historic properties, if any such properties 
are present. "Effects" are further defined by the regulations as alterations to the characteristics of a historic 
property qualifying it for inclusion in, or eligibility for the National Register of Historic Places (National 
Register). The APE is influenced by the scale and nature of the undertaking and may vary for different 
kinds of effects caused by the undertaking. See 36 C.F.R. § 800.16(d).  
 
For purposes of the undertaking, the FAA proposes to delineate an APE based on two factors. First, the 
APE includes the geographical area that would contain the proposed amendments to the SERFR FOUR 
STAR and BRIXX TWO STAR flight procedures. Secondly, the boundary of the APE would be based on 
the dispersion of current flight track data of aircraft on the SERFR FOUR STAR and the BRIXX TWO 
STAR flight procedures. Current flight track dispersion is based on ATC vectoring a large number of 
aircraft off of the SERFR FOUR STAR and the BRIXX TWO STAR prior to reaching the end of these 
flight procedures.3 This vectoring is required in order for ATC to properly sequence and space arrival air 
traffic on the SERFR FOUR STAR and on the BRIXX TWO STAR with other aircraft on other arrival 
routes. ATC would continue to vector aircraft, as needed, with the implementation of the proposed SERFR 
FIVE STAR and BRIXX THREE STAR flight procedures. The proposed APE has been designed to 
account for the area outside of the standard expectation of dispersion of two nautical miles for an RNAV 

                                                           
3 Vectors are directional headings issued to aircraft to provide navigational guidance and to maintain separation between aircraft 
and/or obstacles. 
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arrival route.4 Table-2 lists the latitude and longitude coordinates of the geographical boundary of the 
APE.  
 

Table-2: Proposed APE Perimeter Boundary Coordinates  
APE Perimeter Coordinates Latitude Longitude 
northwest corner 37.470444 -122.447030 
northeast corner 37.457146 -122.129475 
southeast corner 36.957410 -122.004978 
southwest corner 36.945221 -122.114087 
west corner 37.182124 -122.410639 

 
Figure-1 below depicts the geographical boundary of the proposed APE, with the latitude and longitude 
coordinates included for each corner point. Figure-1 also depicts the boundary lines for the local counties 
that are associated with the APE.  

Figure-1: Proposed APE Geographical Boundary 
Note: Figure not to scale. 

 
 

                                                           
4 FAA JO 7110.65Y, “Air Traffic Control,” Chapter 4 – Route Separation, Chapter 5 – Radar Separation 
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Figure-2 below depicts the location of the portion of the SERFR FOUR STAR and the BRIXX TWO 
STAR flight procedures that would be amended contained within the proposed APE.  
 

Figure-2: Portion of SERFR FOUR STAR and BRIXX TWO STAR to Amend 
Within the Proposed APE 

Note: Figure not to scale. 
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Figure-3 and Figure-4 depict the 30 days of current flight tracks of aircraft on the SERFR FOUR STAR 
and the BRIXX TWO STAR, which are used to define the boundaries of the proposed APE. Figure-5 
depicts the 30 days flight tracks of the SERFR FOUR STAR, overlaid with the 30 days flight tracks of the 
BRIXX TWO STAR.5  
 

Figure 3: Thirty Days of Flight Track Data for Aircraft on the SERFR FOUR STAR 
Vectored for Arrival to KSFO 

Note: Figure not to scale. 

 
 
 
 
                                                           
5 The flight track data is comprised of 30 random days from the calendar year 2019. The radar track data sampled randomly 
throughout the year provides a conservative representation of an average annual day of air traffic operations at an airport served 
by specific flight procedures. (MITRE Guidance for Noise Screening of Air Traffic Actions, 2012)   
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Figure-4: Thirty Days of Flight Track Data for Aircraft on the BRIXX TWO STAR  
Vectored for Arrival to KSJC 

Note: Figure not to scale. 
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Figure-5: Thirty Days of Flight Track Data for Vectored Aircraft on the SERFR FOUR STAR 
Overlaid with the BRIXX TWO STAR Vectored Flight Track Data 

Note: Figure not to scale. 
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Identification of Historic Properties 
 
Section 106 regulations direct Federal agencies to make reasonable and good faith efforts to identify 
historic properties that are either on, or eligible for listing on, the National Register (36 C.F.R. § 
800.4(b)(1)). For this undertaking, the FAA will focus its efforts on identifying historic properties within 
the APE to which an adverse effect would change the character of the property’s use, or of physical 
features within the property’s setting that contribute to its historic significance; or introduce an 
atmospheric, audible, or visual feature to the area that would diminish the integrity of the property’s 
significant historic features (including its setting, provided that the setting has been identified as a 
contributing factor to the property’s historical significance). For this undertaking, there would be no direct 
physical effects on historic resources. Therefore, potential effects are limited to noise, vibration, and visual 
intrusions from aircraft overflights.  

The FAA is inviting local governments with jurisdiction over land within the proposed APE to participate 
in consultation. The FAA is inviting the California Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) to 
participate in government-to-government consultation regarding any concerns that uniquely or 
significantly affect local Tribes related to the proposed project. Additionally, three local governments 
were identified to be associated with the proposed APE. We are affording Santa Mateo County the same 
status in this consultation as the SHPO with respect to potential effects of this undertaking. Figure-1 above 
depicts the boundaries of the local governments where their boundaries are located within, or partially 
located within the proposed APE.   

The FAA’s initial efforts to identify historic properties within the APE include review of publicly available 
databases of properties listed on the National Register. A search of the National Register, accessed through 
NEPAssist, was completed to identify those properties listed on the National Register within the proposed 
APE.6  

Figure-6 below depicts the approximate location of historic properties listed in the National Register 
accessed through NEPAssist, which are within the proposed APE. Attachment A contains Table-3, which 
lists the names of the historic properties depicted in Figure-6, and includes the URL link to the National 
Archives Catalog entry for each historic property. The name of a historic property listed in Table-3 would 
be formatted in bold font, where a quiet setting is noted as a qualifying characteristic for listing in the 
National Register. 

 

 

 

                                                           
6 NEPAssist is a web-based application that draws environmental data dynamically from the Environmental Protection 
Agency Geographic Information System databases and web services and provides immediate screening of environmental 
assessment indicators for a user-defined area of interest. Located: https://www.epa.gov/nepa/nepassist 



10 
 

Figure-6 Location of Historic Properties within the Proposed APE 
Note: Figure not to scale. 

 

The FAA requests your assistance in identifying other listed properties, as well as those properties eligible 
for listing, where a quiet setting is a contributing factor to the property’s historic significance. Your 
office’s expertise is invaluable in ensuring that appropriate consideration is given to these properties in 
assessing the effects of the undertaking. 
 
 
Proposed Methodology for Determination of Effects 
 
Under the NHPA, effects to historic properties and other cultural resources are evaluated. Federal agencies 
take into account the likely nature and location of historic properties within areas that may be affected, 
and the nature and extent of potential effects on historic properties. An undertaking would have an effect 
on a historic property if it altered the characteristics qualifying that property for the National Register. 
Such effects are considered “adverse” if they would diminish the integrity of a property’s significant 
historic features (including its setting, provided the setting is a contributing factor to the property’s historic 
significance).  
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The FAA proposes to assess the effects to historic resources within the proposed APE that change the 
character of a property’s use, or physical features within the property’s setting that contribute to its historic 
significance; or introduce atmospheric, audible, or visual features to an area that would diminish the 
integrity of the property’s significant historic features (including its setting, provided that the setting has 
been identified as a contributing factor to the property’s historical significance). For this undertaking, no 
land acquisition, construction, or other ground disturbance would occur. Implementation of the proposed 
SERFR FIVE STAR and BRIXX THREE STAR flight procedures would involve changes to aircraft flight 
procedures, and would not include any project components that would touch or otherwise directly affect 
the ground surface. Therefore, potential effects are limited to effects from aircraft overflights, primarily 
noise and visual effects.  

The analysis for potential adverse effects considers the change in aircraft noise exposure level measured 
in decibels (dB). Consistent with FAA Order 1050.1F, Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures, 
the FAA’s noise screening analysis for this undertaking would include identifying any “significant” or 
“reportable” noise increases. The FAA’s noise guidelines for compliance with NEPA define a significant 
impact as an increase of a day-night average sound level (DNL)7 1.5 dB in a noise sensitive area that is 
exposed to aircraft noise of DNL 65 dB and higher when compared to the No Action Alternative for the 
same timeframe. A reportable noise increase is an increase of:  
 

 DNL 3.0 dB or more in areas exposed to aircraft noise of between DNL 60 and DNL 65 dB; or 

 DNL 5.0 dB or more in areas exposed to aircraft noise of between DNL 45 and DNL 60 dB. 
 
Recognizing that some types of historic properties may be affected by aircraft overflights even at a noise 
level below these criteria, the FAA proposes to consider the potential for the introduction of visual 
elements that could diminish the integrity of the property’s historic features.  
 
Pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.4(a)(1), the FAA is seeking your comments on the APE and the identification 
efforts for this undertaking. Based on the information gathered, and in consultation with the SHPO and 
any Indian tribe organization that might attach religious and cultural significance to properties within the 
APE, the FAA shall take the steps necessary to assess the effects to historic properties listed in the National 
Register, and those properties eligible for listing.  
 
As the FAA was in the process of initiating consultation, the COVID-19 pandemic occurred. The FAA 
recognizes that this situation affects the consultation timetable and ultimately those of other Federal, state 
and local agencies. The FAA will continue to evaluate the situation in the coming weeks and will continue 
to reach out to other consulting and interested parties. We look forward to your response. In the meantime, 

                                                           
7 DNL takes into account the noise level of each individual aircraft event, the number of times those events occur, and the 
time of day in which they occur.  DNL includes a 10-decibel (dB) noise penalty added to noise events occurring from 10:00 

p.m. to 7:00 a.m., to reflect the increased sensitivity to noise and lower ambient sound levels at night.   
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if you have any initial comments or questions about this undertaking, please contact Marina Landis at 
(206) 231-2238, or marina.landis@faa.gov. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Shawn M. Kozica 
Manager 
Operations Support Group 
Western Service Center 
 
 
Attachment 
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Attachment A 

 
Table-3 – Part 1: Historic Properties within the APE Listed in the National Register of Historic Places 

Listed Historic Property Name with corresponding National Archives Catalog URL entry. 
 

1. Allen Theophilus House, 601 Melville Ave., Palo Alto - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861639 

2. Norris House, 1247 Cowper St., Palo Alto - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861750 

3. de Lemos, Pedro, House, 100-110 Waverley Oaks, Palo Alto - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861661 

4. Kee House, 2310 Yale St., Palo Alto - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861715 

5. Griffin, Willard, House and Carriage House, 12345 S. El Monte Ave., Los Altos - 
https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861689 

6. Lantarnam Hall, 12355 Stonebrook Dr., Los Altos Hills - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123857310 

7. Picchetti Brothers Winery, SW of Cupertino at 13100 Montebello Rd., Cupertino - 
https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861763 

8. Welch-Hurst, 15800 Sanborn Rd., Saratoga - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861820 
9. Scott, Hiram D., House, 4603 Scotts Valley Dr., Scotts Valley - 

https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861898 

10. Branciforte Adobe, 1351 N. Branciforte Ave., Santa Cruz - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861840 

11. Neary-Rodriguez Adobe, 130-134 School St., Santa Cruz - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861881 

12. Mission Hill Area Historic District, Mission St., Santa Cruz - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861879 

13. US Post Office--Santa Cruz Main, 850 Front St., Santa Cruz - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123857802 

14. Veterans Memorial Building, 842--846 Front St., Santa Cruz - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861908 

15. Bank of Santa Cruz County, 1502 Pacific Ave., Santa Cruz - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861834 

16. Octagon Building, Corner of Front and Cooper Sts., Santa Cruz - 
https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861883 

17. Hotel Metropole, 1111 Pacific Ave., Santa Cruz - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861867 

18. Robinson, Elias H., House, 363 Ocean St., Santa Cruz - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861867 

19. Golden Gate Villa, 924 3rd St., Santa Cruz - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861859 

20. Carmelita Court, 315--321 Main St., Santa Cruz - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861843 
21. Looff Carousel and Roller Coaster on the Santa Cruz Beach Boardwalk, Along Beach St., Santa Cruz – 
22. https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123858107 

23. Live Oak Ranch, 105 Mentel Ave., Santa Cruz - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861873 

24. Cope Row Houses, 412--420 Lincoln St., Santa Cruz - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861847 
25. Hinds, A. J., House, 529 Chestnut St., Santa Cruz - 

https://www.nps.gov/subjects/nationalregister/database-research.htm#table 

26. Santa Cruz Downtown Historic District, Santa Cruz - https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123861896 

27. Garfield Park Branch Library, 705 Woodrow Ave., Santa Cruz - 
https://catalog.archives.gov/id/123857800 

28. Davenport Jail - 1 Center St. Davenport - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/92000422.pdf  

29. Felton Presbyterian Church - 6299 Gushee St., Felton - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/78000774.pdf  

30. Felton Covered Bridge - Covered Bridge Rd., Felton - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/73000451.pdf  
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Table-3 Part 2: Historic Properties within the APE Listed in the National Register of Historic Places 
31. Phillipshurst-Riverwood - CA 9, Ben Lomond - 

https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/83004369.pdf  
32. Grace Episcopal Church - 12547 CA 9, Boulder Creek - 

https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/06001158.pdf  
33. Dickerman Barn - Cabrillo Hwy., Pescadero - 

https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/82002259.pdf  
34. Pigeon Point Lighthouse - S of Pescadero at Pigeon Point off CA 1, Pescadero - 

https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/77000337.pdf  

35. First Congregational Church of Pescadero - San Gregorio St, Pescadero - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/80000856.pdf  

36. Methodist Episcopal Church of Pescadero - 108 San Gregorio St. Pescadero - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/82002260.pdf  

37. San Gregorio House - Old Stage Rd., San Gregorio - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/77000341.pdf  

38. Johnston, James, House - Higgins-Purisima Rd., Half Moon Bay - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/73000446.pdf  

39. Woodside Store - 471 Kings Mountain Rd., Woodside - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/85001563.pdf  

40. Independence Hall - 129 Albion Ave. Woodside - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/78000772.pdf  

41. Folger Estate Stable Historic District - 4040 Woodside Rd. Woodside - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/04000328.pdf  

42. Our Lady of the Wayside - 930 Portola Rd. Portola Valley - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/77000338.pdf  

43. Portola Valley School - 775 Portola Rd. Portola Valley - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/74000557.pdf  

44. Casa de Tableta - 3915 Alpine Rd. Portola Valley - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/73000447.pdf  

45. Palo Alto Stock Farm Horse Barn - Fremont Rd. Stanford - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/85003325.pdf  

46. Hanna-Honeycomb House - 737 Frenchman's Rd. Palo Alt - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/78000780.pdf  

47. Hoover, Lou Henry, House - 623 Mirada Rd. Stanford - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/78000786.pdf  

48. MacFarland House - 775 Santa Ynez St. Stanford - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/06000659.pdf  

49. Hewlett--Packard House and Garage - 367 Addison Ave. Palo Alto - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/07000307.pdf  

50. Palo Alto Medical Clinic - 300 Homer Ave, Palo Alto - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/10000357.pdf  

51. Downing, T. B., House - 706 Cowper St. Palo Alto - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/73000452.pdf  

52. U.S. Post Office - 380 Hamilton Ave. Palo Alto - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/81000175.pdf  

53. Ramona Street Architectural District - 518--581 Ramona St. and 255--267 Hamilton Ave. Palo Alto - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/86000592.pdf  
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Table-3 Part 3: Historic Properties within the APE Listed in the National Register of Historic Places 
54. Fraternal Hall Building - 140 University Ave. and 514 High St. Palo Alto - 

https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/90000119.pdf  
55. Palo Alto Southern Pacific Railroad Depot - 95 University Ave. Palo Alto - 

https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/96000425.pdf  
56. Hostess House - W of University Ave. underpass of El Camino Real, Palo Alto - 

https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/76000528.pdf  
57. Squire, John Adam, House - 900 University Ave. Palo Alto - 

https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/72000255.pdf  

58. Wilson House - 860 University St. Palo Alto - 
https://npgallery.nps.gov/pdfhost/docs/NRHP/Text/80000862.pdf  
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