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Cultural Resources Assessment Report

Paleocoastal Period (12,000-8,500 B.P.)

While it is not certain when humans first came to California, their presence in Southern California
by about 9,600 cal B.C. has been well documented. At Daisy Cave, on San Miguel Island,
cultural remains have been radiocarbon dated to between 11,100 and 10,950 B.P. (Byrd and Raab
2007). During this time period, the climate of Southern California became warmer and more arid
and the human population, residing mainly in coastal or inland desert areas, began exploiting a
wider range of plant and animal resources (Byrd and Raab 2007). In the Project vicinity, evidence
of Paleocoastal occupation is sparse, and none has been confirmed by scientific dating methods
(such as radiocarbon dating) (Douglass et al. 2016).

Millingstone Period (8,500-3,000 B.P.)

During this time period, there is evidence for the processing of acorns for food and a shift toward
a more generalized economy. The first evidence of human occupation in the Los Angeles area
dates to at least 9,000 years B.P. and is associated with the Millingstone cultures (Wallace 1955;
Warren 1968). Millingstone cultures were characterized by the collection and processing of plant
foods, particularly acorns, and the hunting of a wider variety of game animals (Byrd and Raab
2007; Wallace 1955). Millingstone cultures also established more permanent settlements that
were located primarily on the coast and in the vicinity of estuaries, lagoons, lakes, streams, and
marshes where a variety of resources, including seeds, fish, shellfish, small mammals, and birds,
were exploited. Early Millingstone occupations are typically identified by the presence of
handstones (manos) and millingstones (metates), while those Millingstone occupations dating
later than 5,000 B.P. contain a mortar and pestle complex as well, signifying the exploitation of
acorns in the region. Cogged stones (cog-shaped stones) and disocidals (stone discs) are also
indicative of the Millingstone Period.

In the vicinity of the Project Site, sites that date to this time period appear to have been small
settlements or campsites reflecting resource gathering groups exploiting nearby lagoon or
marshland (inland swamp) resources and specialized resource processing (such as shellfish).
There is a gap in the archaeological record between 6,000 and 5,000 B.P., which suggests that the
Project Site vicinity was sparsely occupied or abandoned during this time frame (Douglass et al.
2016).

Intermediate Period (3,000-1,000 B.P.)

During this time period, many aspects of Millingstone culture persisted, but a number of
socioeconomic changes occurred (Erlandson 1994; Wallace 1955; Warren 1968). The native
populations of Southern California were becoming less mobile and populations began to gather in
small sedentary villages with satellite resource-gathering camps. Increasing population size
necessitated the intensified use of existing terrestrial and marine resources (Erlandson 1994).
Evidence indicates that the overexploitation of larger, high-ranked food resources may have led to
a shift in subsistence, towards a focus on acquiring greater amounts of smaller resources, such as
shellfish and small-seeded plants (Byrd and Raab 2007). This period is characterized by increased
labor specialization, expanded trading networks for both utilitarian and non-utilitarian materials,
and extensive travel routes. Trade increased dramatically during this period, with asphaltum (tar),
seashells, and steatite being traded from Southern California to the Great Basin. Use of the bow
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and arrow spread to the coast around 1,500 B.P, largely replacing the dart and atlatl (Homburg et
al. 2014). Increasing population densities, with ensuing territoriality and resource intensification,
may have given rise to increased disease and violence between 3,300 and 1,650 B.P. (Raab et al.
1995).

The Intermediate Period is characterized by a lack of manos, metates, and core tools, an increase
in the use of mortars and pestles, and the introduction of stone-lined earthen ovens. There is a
wider variety and increased numbers of projectile points, and flexed burials are common
(Douglass et al. 2016).

In the Project Site vicinity, the population density increased, possibly as a result of the migration
of eastern desert Takic peoples into the Los Angeles Basin, which is postulated to have begun by
the end of the late Millingstone period and to have continued into the late Intermediate period.
The Takic incursion resulted in the introduction of new material culture and mortuary practices,
and an increase in genetic variation, population, number of sites, and focus on terrestrial
resources. Changes in climate may also have contributed to the increased occupation of the area,
as a wetter environment led to increased biological diversity. During this time, the Ballona
wetlands (located approximately 5.75 miles northwest of the Project Site) shifted from an open
embayment to a more closed, brackish environment. Lowland sites were likely occupied on a
seasonal or semi-permanent basis as resource processing camps, with semi-permanent settlements
on the bluff tops. Other important local developments during this time period include organized
site structure with designated areas for different types of activities, and the rise of the mourning
ceremony with the ritual destruction and burial of ground stone and the deceased’s personal
possessions. Local settlement patterns reflect functional rather than social differentiation
(Douglass et al. 2016).

Late Period (1,000 B.P.—-A.D. 1542)

The Late Period is associated with the florescence of the Gabrielino, who are estimated to have
had a population numbering around 5,000 in the pre-contact period. The Gabrielino occupied what
is presently Los Angeles County and northern Orange County, along with the southern Channel
Islands, including Santa Catalina, San Nicholas, and San Clemente (Kroeber 1925). This period
saw the development of elaborate trade networks and use of shell-bead currency. Fishing became
an increasingly significant part of subsistence strategies at this time, and investment in fishing
technologies, including the plank canoe, are reflected in the archaeological record (Erlandson
1994; Raab et al. 1995). Settlement at this time is believed to have consisted of dispersed family
groups that revolved around a relatively limited number of permanent village settlements that were
located centrally with respect to a variety of resources (Koerper et al. 2002).

In contrast to other parts of Southern California, occupation of sites in the Project Site vicinity
appears to decrease during the early Late period, probably due to changing climate that resulted in
an overall decline in precipitation, and episodic drought and flooding (the onset of the Late Period
coincided with the medieval climatic anomaly [or MCA], a period of extended drought that
occurred between A.D. 800 and 1350) (Douglass et al. 2016).
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Ethnographic Setting

The Project Site is situated within land traditionally occupied by the Gabrielino (including the
Tongva and Kizh). The following summary is not intended to provide a comprehensive account
of this group, but is instead a brief historical overview based on available information from
resources cited below.

Gabrielino (or Tongva and Kizh)

The term “Gabrielino” is a general term that refers to those Native Americans who were sent by
the Spanish to the Mission San Gabriel Arcangel. (Bean and Smith 1978). Two indigenous terms
are commonly used by tribal groups to refer to themselves and are preferred by descendant
groups: Tongva and Kizh (Heizer 1968). Prior to European colonization, the Gabrielino occupied
a diverse area that included: the watersheds of the Los Angeles, San Gabriel, and Santa Ana
rivers; the Los Angeles basin; and the islands of San Clemente, San Nicolas, and Santa Catalina
(Bean and Smith 1978). Their neighbors included the Chumash and Tataviam to the north, the
Juafieno to the south, and the Serrano and Cahuilla to the east. The Gabrielino are reported to
have been second only to the Chumash in terms of population size and regional influence (Bean
and Smith 1978). The Gabrielino language was part of the Takic branch of the Uto-Aztecan
language family.

The Gabrielino Indians were hunter-gatherers and lived in permanent communities located near
the presence of a stable food supply. Subsistence consisted of hunting, fishing, and gathering.
Small terrestrial game was hunted with deadfalls, rabbit drives, and by burning undergrowth,
while larger game such as deer were hunted using bows and arrows (Bean and Smith 1978).
Community populations generally ranged from 50 to 100 inhabitants, although larger settlements
may have existed. The Gabrielino are estimated to have had a population numbering around 5,000
in the pre-contact period (Kroeber 1925). The Late Prehistoric period, spanning from
approximately 1,500 years B.P. to the mission era, is the period associated with the florescence of
the Gabrielino (Wallace 1955). Coming ashore near Malibu Lagoon or Mugu Lagoon in October
of 1542, Juan Rodriguez Cabrillo was the first European to make contact with the Gabrielino
Indians. Maps produced by early explorers indicate that at least 26 Gabrielino villages were
within proximity to known Los Angeles River courses, while an additional 18 villages were
reasonably close to the river (Gumprecht 2001).

Historic Setting

The following section presents a brief overview of the region’s history. For a detailed history on
the City of Inglewood and Morningside High School, please see Morningside High School Site
Upgrade Project: Historic Resources Assessment prepared by ESA (2022) for the Proposed
Project.

Spanish Period (A.D. 1542-1821)

Although Spanish explorers made brief visits to the Southern California region in 1542 and 1602,
sustained contact with Europeans did not commence until the onset of the Spanish Period. In
1769 Gaspar de Portola led an expedition from San Diego, passing through the Los Angeles
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Basin and the San Fernando Valley, on its way to the San Francisco Bay (McCawley 1996).
Father Juan Crespi, who accompanied the 1769 expedition, noted the suitability of the Los
Angeles area for supporting a large settlement. This was followed in 1776 by the expedition of
Father Francisco Garcés (Johnson and Earle 1990).

In the late 18th century, the Spanish began establishing missions in California and forcibly
relocating and converting native peoples. Mission San Gabriel Arcangel was founded on
September 8, 1771, and Mission San Fernando Rey de Espafia on September 8, 1797. By the
early 1800s, the majority of the surviving Gabrielino population had entered the mission system,
either at San Gabriel or San Fernando. Mission life offered some degree of security in a time
when traditional trade and political alliances were failing and epidemics and subsistence
instabilities were increasing (Jackson 1999). This lifestyle change also brought with it significant
negative consequences for Gabrielino health and cultural integrity.

On September 4, 1781, El Pueblo de la Reina de los Angeles was established not far from the site
where Portola and his men camped during their 1769 excursion, with a land grant of 28 acres
issued to California Governor Felipe de Neve in 1781 (Gumprecht 2001). The pueblo was first
established in response to the increasing agricultural needs of Spanish missions and presidios in
Alta California. The original pueblo consisted of a central square surrounded by 12 houses and a
series of agricultural fields. Thirty-six fields occupied 250 acres between the town and the river to
the east (Gumprecht 2001).

By 1786, the flourishing pueblo attained self-sufficiency and funding by the Spanish government
ceased. Fed by a steady supply of water and an expanding irrigation system, agriculture and
ranching grew, and by the early 1800s the pueblo produced surplus wheat, corn, barley, and beans
for export. A large number of livestock, including cattle and sheep, grazed in the surrounding
lands (Gumprecht 2001).

The Protohistoric Period (A.D. 1540—-1770) and the Mission Period (A.D. 1769-1830) largely fall
within this period, and are the terms often used in the archaeological record to refer to sites
occupied during these two timeframes.

Mexican Period (A.D. 1821-1848)

Mexico gained its independence from Spain in 1821 (Gumprecht 2001). Mexico promoted the
settlement of California with the issuance of land grants. In 1833, Mexico began the process of
secularizing the missions, reclaiming the majority of mission lands and redistributing them as
land grants. According to the terms of the Secularization Law of 1833 and Regulations of 1834, at
least a portion of the lands would be returned to the Native populations, but this did not always
occur (Milliken et al. 2009).

Many ranchos continued to be used for cattle grazing by settlers during the Mexican Period.
Hides and tallow from cattle became a major export for Californios!, many of whom became

1 Spanish speaking, Catholic persons of Latin American descent born in Alta California between 1769 and 1848.
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wealthy and prominent members of society. The Californios led generally easy lives, leaving the
hard work to vaqueros and Indian laborers (Pitt 1994; Starr 2007).

The Rancho Period (A.D. 1834-1848) falls within this period, and is often used in the
archaeological record to refer to sites occupied during this timeframe.

American Period (A.D. 1848—Present)

Mexico ceded California to the United States as part of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hildalgo in
1848. California officially became one of the United States in 1850. While the treaty recognized
right of Mexican citizens to retain ownership of land granted to them by Spanish or Mexican
authorities, the claimant was required to prove their right to the land before a patent was given.
The process was lengthy and generally resulted in the claimant losing at least a portion of their
land to attorney’s fees and other costs associated with proving ownership (Starr 2007).

When the discovery of gold in northern California was announced in 1848, a huge influx of
people from other parts of North America flooded into California and the population of Los
Angeles County tripled between 1850 and 1860. The increased population provided an additional
outlet for the Californios’ cattle. As demand increased, the price of beef skyrocketed and
Californios reaped the benefits. However, a devastating flood in 1861, followed by droughts in
1862 and 1864, led to a rapid decline of the cattle industry; over 70 percent of cattle perished
during these droughts (McWilliams 1946; Dinkelspiel 2008). These natural disasters, coupled
with the burden of proving ownership, caused many Californios to lose their lands during this
period. Former ranchos were subsequently subdivided and sold for agriculture and residential
settlement (Gumprecht 2001; McWilliams 1946).

Los Angeles County was connected to the transcontinental railroad via San Francisco on
September 5, 1876, and the population again exploded. The Southern California region would
experience its greatest growth in the 1880s when two more direct rail connections to the East
Coast were constructed. The Southern Pacific completed its second transcontinental railway, the
Sunset Route from Los Angeles to New Orleans, in 1883 (Orsi 2005). In 1885, the Santa Fe
Railroad completed a competing transcontinental railway to San Diego, with connecting service
to Los Angeles (Mullaly and Petty 2002). The resulting fare wars led to an unprecedented real
estate boom. Despite a subsequent collapse of the real estate market, the population of Los
Angeles increased 350 percent from 1880 to 1890 (Dinkelspiel 2008). The Los Angeles region
continued on its upward trajectory in the first few decades of the 20th century with the rise of
tourism, automobile travel, and the movie industry (McWilliams 1946).

Regulatory Framework
State

California Environmental Quality Act

CEQA is the principal statute governing environmental review of projects occurring in the state
and is codified at Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21000 et seq. CEQA requires lead
agencies to determine if a proposed project would have a significant effect on the environment,
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including significant effects on historical or unique archaeological resources. Under CEQA
(Section 21084.1), a project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
historical resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment.

The CEQA Guidelines (Title 14 California Code of Regulations [CCR] Section 15064.5)
recognize that historical resources include: (1) a resource listed in, or determined to be eligible by
the State Historical Resources Commission, for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources (California Register); (2) a resource included in a local register of historical resources,
as defined in PRC Section 5020.1(k) or identified as significant in a historical resource survey
meeting the requirements of PRC Section 5024.1(g); and (3) any object, building, structure, site,
area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead agency determines to be historically significant or
significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social,
political, military, or cultural annals of California by the lead agency, provided the lead agency’s
determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. The fact that a
resource does not meet the three criteria outlined above does not preclude the lead agency from
determining that the resource may be an historical resource as defined in PRC Sections 5020.1(j)
or 5024.1.

If a lead agency determines that an archaeological site is a historical resource, the provisions of
Section 21084.1 of CEQA and Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines apply. If an
archaeological site does not meet the criteria for a historical resource contained in the CEQA
Guidelines, then the site may be treated in accordance with the provisions of Section 21083,
which is as a unique archaeological resource. As defined in Section 21083.2 of CEQA a “unique”
archaeological resource is an archaeological artifact, object, or site, about which it can be clearly
demonstrated that without merely adding to the current body of knowledge, there is a high
probability that it meets any of the following criteria:

e Contains information needed to answer important scientific research questions and there is a
demonstrable public interest in that information;

e Has a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its type or the best available
example of its type; or,

e [s directly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic event
or person.

If an archaeological site meets the criteria for a unique archaeological resource as defined in
Section 21083.2, then the site is to be treated in accordance with the provisions of Section
21083.2, which state that if the lead agency determines that a project would have a significant
effect on unique archaeological resources, the lead agency may require reasonable efforts be
made to permit any or all of these resources to be preserved in place (Section 21083.1(a)). If
preservation in place is not feasible, mitigation measures shall be required. The CEQA Guidelines
note that if an archaeological resource is neither a unique archaeological nor a historical resource,
the effects of the project on those resources shall not be considered a significant effect on the
environment (CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(c)(4)).
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A significant effect under CEQA would occur if a project results in a substantial adverse change
in the significance of a historical resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a).
Substantial adverse change is defined as “physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or
alteration of the resource or its immediate surroundings such that the significance of a historical
resource would be materially impaired” (CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(b)(1)). According to
CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(b)(2), the significance of a historical resource is materially
impaired when a project demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical
characteristics that:

A. Convey its historical significance and that justify its inclusion in, or eligibility for, inclusion
in the California Register; or

B. Account for its inclusion in a local register of historical resources pursuant to section
5020.1(k) of the Public Resources Code or its identification in a historical resources survey
meeting the requirements of section 5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code, unless the
public agency reviewing the effects of the project establishes by a preponderance of evidence
that the resource is not historically or culturally significant; or

C. Convey its historical significance and that justify its eligibility for inclusion in the California
Register as determined by a Lead Agency for purposes of CEQA.

California Register of Historical Resources

The California Register is “an authoritative listing and guide to be used by State and local
agencies, private groups, and citizens in identifying the existing historical resources of the State
and to indicate which resources deserve to be protected, to the extent prudent and feasible, from
substantial adverse change” (PRC Section 5024.1[a]). The criteria for eligibility for the California
Register are based upon National Register of Historic Places (National Register) criteria (PRC
Section 5024.1[b]). Certain resources are determined by the statute to be automatically included
in the California Register, including California properties formally determined eligible for, or
listed in, the National Register.

To be eligible for the California Register, a prehistoric or historic-period property must be
significant at the local, state, and/or federal level under one or more of the following four criteria:

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.

A resource eligible for the California Register must meet one of the criteria of significance
described above, and retain enough of its historic character or appearance (integrity) to be
recognizable as a historical resource and to convey the reason for its significance. It is possible
that a historic resource may not retain sufficient integrity to meet the criteria for listing in the
National Register, but it may still be eligible for listing in the California Register.
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Additionally, the California Register consists of resources that are listed automatically and those
that must be nominated through an application and public hearing process. The California
Register automatically includes the following:

e California properties listed on the National Register and those formally determined eligible
for the National Register;

e (California Registered Historical Landmarks from No. 770 onward; and,

o Those California Points of Historical Interest that have been evaluated by the OHP and have
been recommended to the State Historical Commission for inclusion on the California Register.

California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5

California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 requires that in the event human remains are
discovered, the County Coroner be contacted to determine the nature of the remains. In the event
the remains are determined to be Native American in origin, the Coroner is required to contact the
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) within 24 hours to relinquish jurisdiction.

California Public Resources Code Section 5097.98

California PRC Section 5097.98, as amended, provides procedures in the event human remains of
Native American origin are discovered during project implementation. PRC Section 5097.98
requires that no further disturbances occur in the immediate vicinity of the discovery, that the
discovery is adequately protected according to generally accepted cultural and archaeological
standards, and that further activities take into account the possibility of multiple burials. PRC
Section 5097.98 further requires the NAHC, upon notification by a County Coroner, designate
and notify a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) regarding the discovery of Native American human
remains. The MLD has 48 hours from the time of being granted access to the site by the
landowner to inspect the discovery and provide recommendations to the landowner for the
treatment of the human remains and any associated grave goods.

In the event that no descendant is identified, or the descendant fails to make a recommendation
for disposition, or if the land owner rejects the recommendation of the descendant, the landowner
may, with appropriate dignity, reinter the remains and burial items on the property in a location
that will not be subject to further disturbance.

California Government Code Sections 6254(r) and 6254.10

These sections of the California Public Records Act were enacted to protect archaeological sites
from unauthorized excavation, looting, or vandalism. Section 6254(r) explicitly authorizes public
agencies to withhold information from the public relating to “Native American graves,
cemeteries, and sacred places maintained by the Native American Heritage Commission.” Section
6254.10 specifically exempts from disclosure requests for “records that relate to archaeological
site information and reports, maintained by, or in the possession of the Department of Parks and
Recreation, the State Historical Resources Commission, the State Lands Commission, the Native
American Heritage Commission, another state agency, or a local agency, including the records
that the agency obtains through a consultation process between a Native American tribe and a
state or local agency.”
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Assembly Bill 52 and Related Public Resources Code Sections

Assembly Bill (AB) 52 was approved by California State Governor Edmund Gerald “Jerry”
Brown, Jr. on September 25, 2014. The act amended California PRC Section 5097.94, and added
PRC Sections 21073, 21074, 21080.3.1, 21080.3.2, 21082.3, 21083.09, 21084.2, and 21084.3.
AB 52 applies specifically to projects for which a Notice of Preparation (NOP) or a Notice of
Intent to Adopt a Negative Declaration or Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) will be filed on
or after July 1, 2015. The primary intent of AB 52 is to include California Native American
Tribes early in the environmental review process and to establish a new category of resources
related to Native Americans that require consideration under CEQA, known as tribal cultural
resources. PRC Section 21074(a)(1) and (2) defines tribal cultural resources as “sites, features,
places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a California Native
American Tribe” that are either included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the
California Register or included in a local register of historical resources, or a resource that is
determined to be a tribal cultural resource by a lead agency, in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence. On July 30, 2016, the California Natural Resources Agency adopted the
final text for tribal cultural resources update to Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines, which was
approved by the Office of Administrative Law on September 27, 2016.

PRC Section 21080.3.1 requires that within 14 days of a lead agency determining that an
application for a project is complete, or a decision by a public agency to undertake a project, the
lead agency provide formal notification to the designated contact, or a tribal representative, of
California Native American Tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the
geographic area of the project (as defined in PRC Section 21073) and who have requested in
writing to be informed by the lead agency (PRC Section 21080.3.1(b)). Tribes interested in
consultation must respond in writing within 30 days from receipt of the lead agency’s formal
notification and the lead agency must begin consultation within 30 days of receiving the tribe’s
request for consultation (PRC Sections 21080.3.1(d) and 21080.3.1(e)).

PRC Section 21080.3.2(a) identifies the following as potential consultation discussion topics: the
type of environmental review necessary; the significance of tribal cultural resources; the
significance of the project’s impacts on the tribal cultural resources; project alternatives or
appropriate measures for preservation; and mitigation measures. Consultation is considered
concluded when either: (1) the parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect,
if a significant effect exists, on a tribal cultural resource; or (2) a party, acting in good faith and
after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot be reached (PRC Section
21080.3.2(b)).

If a California Native American tribe has requested consultation pursuant to Section 21080.3.1
and has failed to provide comments to the lead agency, or otherwise failed to engage in the
consultation process, or if the lead agency has complied with Section 21080.3.1(d) and the
California Native American tribe has failed to request consultation within 30 days, the lead
agency may certify an EIR or adopt an MND (PRC Section 21082.3(d)(2) and (3)).

PRC Section 21082.3(c)(1) states that any information, including, but not limited to, the location,
description, and use of the tribal cultural resources, that is submitted by a California Native
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American tribe during the environmental review process shall not be included in the
environmental document or otherwise disclosed by the lead agency or any other public agency to
the public without the prior consent of the tribe that provided the information. If the lead agency
publishes any information submitted by a California Native American tribe during the
consultation or environmental review process, that information shall be published in a
confidential appendix to the environmental document unless the tribe that provided the
information consents, in writing, to the disclosure of some or all of the information to the public.

Local
City of Inglewood General Plan

The City of Inglewood’s General Plan does not identify any goals or policies related to cultural
resources.

Archival Research

South Central Coastal Information Center Records Search

On August 13, 2021, a records search for the Proposed Project was conducted by staff at the
California Historical Resources Information System - South Central Coastal Information Center
housed at California State University, Fullerton. The records search included a review of all
recorded cultural resources and previous studies within the Project Site and a 0.50-mile radius.
The Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility list was also reviewed.

Previous Cultural Resources Investigations

The records search results indicate that seven cultural resources studies have been conducted
within a 0.50-mile radius of the Project Site. Approximately less than 5 percent of the 0.50-mile
records search radius and none of the Project Site have been included in cultural resources
surveys. Of the seven previous studies, one study (LA-2904) overlaps the Project Site. LA-2904
consisted of conducting archival research for the West Basin Water Reclamation Project;
however, the Project Site was not subject to pedestrian survey (Stickel 1993).

Previously Recorded Cultural Resources

The records search results indicate that one historic architectural resource (P-19-190076) has been
previously recorded within a 0.50-mile radius of the Project Site. P-19-190076 is located
approximately 0.40 miles to the northeast of the Project Site and consists of a wooden utility pole.
No historic architectural resources have been previously recorded with the Project Site. No
archaeological resources have been previously recorded within the Project Site or a 0.50-mile
radius.

Sacred Lands File Search

The NAHC maintains a confidential Sacred Lands File (SLF) which contains sites of traditional,
cultural, or religious value to the Native American community. The NAHC was contacted on July
16, 2021, to request a search of the SLF. The NAHC responded to the request in a letter dated
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August 3, 2021. The results of the SLF search conducted by the NAHC were negative
(Appendix B). The District will consult with appropriate tribes per AB 52 requirements to
identify potential tribal cultural resources. The results of this consultation will be summarized in
the IS/MND.

Historic Maps and Aerial Photographs

Historic maps and aerial photographs were examined to provide historical information about land
uses of the Project Site and to contribute to an assessment of the Project Site’s archaeological
sensitivity. Available topographic maps include the 1896 Redondo 15-minute quadrangle and the
1924 Inglewood 7.5-minute quadrangle (TopoView 2021). Historic aerial photographs were
available for the years 1928, 1934, 1938, 1941, 1947, 1952, 1956, 1963, 1972, 1980, 1994, 2004,
2010, 2018, and 2021 (Bing Maps 2021; historicaerials.com 2021; UCSB 2021). Sanborn Fire
Insurance maps do not show coverage of the Project Site.

Review of the 1896 historic topographic map shows the Project Site and immediate vicinity as
mostly undeveloped; however, roads are already observed north, south, east, and west of the
Project Site. The closest body of water to the Project Site is Aguaje de la Centinela, located
approximately 2 miles northwest of the Project Site. The 1924 historic topographic map continues
showing the Project Site as undeveloped; however, areas to the south and west are observed as
subdivided into lots and developed with structures.

The 1928 historic aerial photograph depicts the Project Site in agricultural uses (fields) with the
area just to the north developed with farm-related buildings and structures. The northeast portion
of the Project Site is also depicted as developed with at least three farm-related
buildings/structures (Figure 6). The areas further north, and to the east and southeast, are also in
agricultural uses. Residential uses are shown to the south and west of the Project Site. The 1934,
1938, and 1941 historic aerial photographs depict largely the same conditions as the 1928 aerial,
with the exception of some additional structures in the northeast portion and with residential uses
increasing over the years in the surrounding areas (Figures 7-9). On the 1947 historic aerial
photograph, there appear to be some small structures in the northwest corner of the Project Site
and the structures in the northeast portion depicted in the previous aerial photographs appear to
have been removed (Figure 10).

The 1952 historic aerial photograph depicts Morningside High School in the Project Site, with
approximately eight structures shown in the western portion of the Project Site and a track shown
in the southwestern corner of the Project Site. The 1956 historic aerial photograph depicts
additional school buildings and parking lots within Morningside High School and approximately
six buildings associated with the Woodworth Elementary School in the northeast portion of the
Project Site (Figure 11).

The 1963 historic aerial photograph shows additional school buildings and a baseball field within
Morningside High School and an additional L-shaped building within Woodworth Elementary
School. Additional facilities, including basketball and tennis courts, are observed in subsequent
aerial photographs from 1972, 1980, 1994, 2004, 2010, 2018, and 2021.

Morningside High School Site Upgrade and 20 ESA / D202100446.01
Woodworth Elementary School Demolition Project November 2022
Cultural Resources Assessment Report



. 3
A Ly :

e S

*

B

ie

F 4}

Morningside High School Site Upgrade and
Woodworth Elementary School Demolition Project

Figure 6
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Historic Imagery (1938)
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Figure 9
Historic Imagery (1941)
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Geologic Map Review

Geological mapping of the Venice and Inglewood quadrangles indicate that the Project Site is
underlain by Quaternary older alluvium (Qoa) sediments, described as “gray to light brown
pebble-gravel, sand, and silt-clay” (Dibblee and Minch 2007) from the Pleistocene (2,588,000 to
11,700 years ago).

Geotechnical Investigation Review

A Limited Geotechnical Investigation Report (Geotechnical Report) was prepared for the
Proposed Project by Koury Engineering & Testing, Inc. (2020). A total of 10 soil test borings (B-
1 through B-10) were drilled (using a truck-mounted hollow-stem auger drilling equipment) at
different locations within the Morningside High School campus down to depths ranging between
6.5 and 41.5 feet below ground surface. Fill soils were found between 2 and 5 feet below ground
surface at the boring locations. Underneath the fill soils, alluvial deposits were encountered.
However, the Geotechnical Report does not make a distinction between younger and older
alluvium (Koury Engineering & Testing, Inc. 2020).

Archaeological Sensitivity Assessment
Prehistoric Archaeological Resources

The records search through the California Historical Resources Information System - South
Central Coastal Information Center indicates that no prehistoric archaeological resources have
been previously recorded within the Project Site or a 0.50-mile radius and the SLF search through
the NAHC yielded negative results. However, the radius and Project Site have never been subject
to systematic survey. Review of historic topographic maps also indicate that no bodies of water,
which could have provided a fresh water source to inhabitants, were located in close proximity to
the Project Site. The closest body of water was located approximately 2 miles away. Additionally,
review of the geologic map indicates that the surface of the Project Site is underlain by
Quaternary older alluvium sediments dating to the Pleistocene (2,588,000 to 11,700 years ago).
These conditions suggest that the Project Site likely lacks the potential to contain subsurface
deposits dating to the latest Pleistocene and Holocene (11,700 years ago to present) — the period
for which there is widely accepted evidence for people in Southern California. Additionally, if
any prehistoric resources once existed in the Project Site, these are expected to have remained at
or near the surface. Past disturbances, including grading and the construction of the existing
school, have likely displaced or destroyed resources if any once existed. Therefore, ESA
considers the Project Site to have a low sensitivity for buried prehistoric archaeological resources.

Historic-Period Archaeological Resources

A review of historic aerial photographs indicates that the majority of the Project Site contained
agricultural fields prior to its development as a high school and middle school. The Project Site
also contained some small non-agricultural related structures that may have once been present in
the northwest corner of the Project Site (where a parking lot will be constructed) and agricultural-
related structures in the northeast corner (where only demolition of existing structures will occur).
However, it is highly likely that if any historic-period agricultural related resources (such as
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housing, barns, or outbuildings) once existed within the northeast and northwest portions of the
Project Site that these have been destroyed during grading and construction for the existing
schools. As such, ESA considers the Project Site to have a low sensitivity for buried historic-
period archaeological resources. Nevertheless, the area immediately north and outside of the
Project Site is known to have contained farm-related buildings and structures, which appear to
have been demolished when West 104th Street was extended. Any buried features related to these
structures, such as privies or trash pits, are possibly underneath West 104th Street, since grading
for roads is typically known to be shallow, and therefore this type of activity would not have
disturbed or displaced deeper archaeological deposits. Figure 12 illustrates the alignment of West
104th Avenue as it relates to the Project Site and the farm-related buildings and structures just to
the north of the Project Site, as shown on the 1947 and 2022 historic aerial photographs.
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