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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

At the request of the City of Chico (City), FirstCarbon Solutions (FCS) conducted a Cultural Resource
Assessment for development that would occur pursuant to the proposed Barber Yard Specific Plan
(proposed project) located primarily within the municipal boundaries of the City, Butte County,
California. The purpose of this assessment is to identify the presence or absence of potentially
significant cultural resources within the project site and, if present, propose recommendations for
feasible mitigation. The project site encompasses the Barbar Yard Specific Plan (BYSP) Area, off-site
improvement area, and the Stormwater Alignment Option Areas. Completion of this investigation
fulfills the requirements associated with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Statute and
related Guidelines. This report follows the California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) procedures
for cultural resource surveys and reporting, and the OHP Archaeological Resource Management
Report (ARMR) format for archaeological reports. This report is also intended to fulfill any California
Department of General Services (DGS) cultural resource survey and reporting guidelines.

On September 7, 2022, a records search for the project site and a 0.5-mile search radius was
conducted at the Northeast Information Center (NEIC) located at California State University in Chico,
California.! To identify any historic properties or resources within or in proximity to the project site,
the current inventories of the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), the California Register of
Historical Resources (CRHR), the California Historic Landmarks (CHL) list, the California Points of
Historical Interest (CPHI) list, and the California Built Environment Resource Directory (BERD) for
Butte County were also reviewed. Results from the NEIC record search indicate there are three
recorded cultural resources within the project site. There are 37 historic resources within a 0.5-mile
radius of the project site. In addition, 19 survey reports are on file with the NEIC for the project site.
Two of these reports are linear studies that address the southern and eastern boundary of the
project site, indicating that the majority of the project site has not been previously surveyed for
cultural resources.

On September 1, 2022, FCS sent a letter to the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) in an
effort to determine whether any sacred sites are listed on its Sacred Lands File for the project site. A
response was received on October 31, 2022, indicating that the Sacred Lands File search produced a
negative result for Native American cultural resources in the project site. The NAHC included a list of 10
tribal representatives available for consultation. To ensure that all Native American knowledge and
concerns over potential Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs) that may be affected by implementation of the
proposed project are addressed, FCS sent letters to all 10 tribal representatives on April 17, 2023. A
response was received from the KonKow Valley Band of Maidu on April 18, 2023, deferring to the
Mechoopda Indian Tribe for further information. No additional responses have been received to date.

On December 16, 2022, FCS Senior Archaeologist Dana DePietro, PhD, RPA, and FCS Archaeologist
and Historian Ti Ngo conducted a pedestrian survey for unrecorded cultural resources in the project

A 0.5-mile search radius for previously recorded cultural resources within the project area ensures that any nearby historic
resources, historic districts, and archaeological sites are accounted for and do not extend into the project site or are affected by
project construction. The archaeological sensitivity of the project site, the potential to encounter unrecorded cultural resources
during subsurface excavation, and recommended mitigation measures are informed by the results of a record search for a 0.5-mile
radius beyond the project site.

FirstCarbon Solutions 5
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site. The survey began in the southeast corner of the project site and moved north and west, using
north—south transects spaced at 10-meter intervals. All areas of the project site were closely
inspected for culturally modified soils or other indicators of potential historic or prehistoric
resources. Large palm trees line the former factory entrance road (an extension of 16th Street), and
a small orchard of large palm trees is located near the end of the 16th Street extension, south of
which is an area historically used as a baseball field. Significant areas of former orchards are evident
on-site, located north, west, and south of the Warehouse, along the BYSP Area’s eastern border
south of West 16th Street, and in the southern corner of the BYSP Area, bounded by Estes Road and
the decommissioned Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) spur. Landscaping and orchards have not been
maintained for at least two decades, and many on-site trees have died due to prolonged neglect and
lack of water. Weedy vegetation, aged orchards, and various trees persists throughout the BYSP
Area. As a result, visibility of native soils was less than an average of 7 percent across the project
site, including the off-site improvement area, and the Stormwater Alignment Option Area. A large
portion of the soils in the central portion of the project site were highly disturbed due to the
Diamond Match Company Factory’s operations from 1903 to 1975. The sections where native soils
were visible were closely inspected using a hand trowel. Visible soils were largely composed of
medium brown (7.5YR 3/4) dark brown alluvial clay soil, interspersed with chalk, basalt, schist, and
river stones ranging from 3 to 5 centimeters. No indications of prehistoric archaeological resources
were found over the course of the pedestrian survey.

During the course of the survey, Dr. DePietro and Mr. Ngo encountered two previously recorded
resources in the project site. These consisted of the approximately 17,200 square foot Engineering
Department Building (P-04-004123) (Engineering Building) and the Match Block Storage Building (P-
04-004121) (the Shop). The Engineering Building consists of a large, brick, shell structure that was
used during the Diamond Match Factory era. The Shop consists of an approximately 2,800-square-
foot, brick construction building also used during the Diamond Match Factory era. A previously
recorded resource, the Main Power House also known as the “Apiary” (P-04-004122) was destroyed
in a fire in 2004 and only the exposed foundation and a single brick wall of that original structure
remained. Three additional structures were found during the course of the survey. This consisted of
a large, approximately 130,000 warehouse (Warehouse) in the northeastern portion of the project
site, along with the related guard house and guard booth on the central northern boundary of the
project site, and a storage shed in the central portion of the project site adjacent to Engineering
Building. Dr. DePietro and Mr. Ngo recommended that these existing structures be evaluated for
their eligibility as a historic resource under the NRHP, CRHR, and local listings. During the course of
the survey, remnants of foundations and pipes from the previous structures were observed in the
central portion of the project site; however, no surface indications of trash piles or subsurface
archaeological elements that may have recoverable data potential were observed.

Dr. DePietro and Mr. Ngo also surveyed the triangular-shaped parcel south of the Barber Yard
complex referred to as the off-site improvement area and the Stormwater Alignment Option Areas.
They encountered isolates of a nail and two metal hooks adjacent to the UPRR tracks along the
southwest corner of the parcel. No other archaeological or historical resources were found during
the pedestrian survey.

A built environmental assessment of the existing six structures in the BYSP Area was conducted by
South Environmental to determine their historical significance and potential inclusion into the CRHR,

6 FirstCarbon Solutions
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NRHP, and local listings. Architectural Historian, Samantha Murray, MA, Sarah Corder, MFA, and
Marlena Krcelich evaluated the existing structures based on the four criteria necessary for inclusion
in the CRHR and NRHP. The Warehouse, guard house, and guard booth were constructed by the
Louisiana-Pacific Corporation after its purchase of the BYSP Area from the original owner, the
Diamond Match Company. The storage shed was constructed in 1998 after ownership of the BYSP
Area was transferred from the Louisiana-Pacific Corporation to Jeff Greening. These structures are
utilitarian in design and less than 45 years in age and do not appear to qualify for the CRHR or NRHP.
The Main Power House (the Apiary), Engineering Building, and the Match Block Storage Building
were previously evaluated in 1983 and given a status code of 3D, indicating their eligibility as a
contributor to a historic district. Several other buildings associated with the Diamond Match
Company complex were still extant at this time. However, since 1984 many of these buildings have
been demolished while others have been severely damaged by fire and/or deterioration over time.
Given the extent of demolition over time and the lack of original structures in the BYSP Area, the
Barber Yard area no longer has the physical integrity to convey significance as a historic district. The
Main Power House, itself, was destroyed by arson in 2004 with only one small segment of its
southern wall remaining. Because of its lack of historical integrity and feeling, the Main Power House
does not appear to qualify as a historic resource under the CRHR, NRHP, or local listings.

Both the Engineering Building and Match Block Storage Building are extant and associated with the
Diamond Match Company, one of America’s oldest and most prominent match-producing
corporations. The Diamond Match Company played an important role in the economic development
of Chico. Both the Engineering Building and Match Block Storage Building retain their historic
integrity and represent one of the best and only remaining examples of Chico’s early twentieth
century industrial architecture. For these reasons, both structures appear to qualify as a historic
resource for CRHR, NRHP, or local listings (South Environmental 2023).

Based on the results of the record searches, Native American correspondence, and pedestrian
survey, FCS considers the potential for the proposed project to have an adverse effect on historic or
prehistoric cultural resources to be moderate to high. While there are no recorded prehistoric
archaeological resources in the project site, there are two existing built environmental resources on-
site that appear to qualify for the CRHR, NRHP, and/or local listings. Moreover, construction activities
for the proposed project have the potential to uncover previously unrecorded archaeological
resources associated the Diamond Match Company. While the BYSP Area no longer conveys a sense
of a historic district due to the demolition of structures over time, the area was in heavy use by the
Diamond Match Company from 1903 to 1975. As a result, subsurface construction has the potential
to uncover historic resources associated with this period.

The BYSP contemplates the potential for adaptive reuse (and not demolition) of the Engineering
Building and Match Block Storage Building. Both of these structures appear to qualify as a historic
resource under the CRHR, NRHP, and/or local listings. Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Rehabilitation of historic structures should be applied for the adaptive reuse of the Engineering
Building and Match Block Storage Building. FCS has included feasible mitigation measures designed
to reduce potential impacts, as well as additional procedures for the inadvertent discovery of human
remains and cultural resources are included in this report.

FirstCarbon Solutions 7
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SECTION 1: INTRODUCTION

1.1 - Project Location

The proposed project would be located primarily in the southwestern portion of the City of Chico in
Butte County, California (Exhibit 1). The approximately 133-acre BYSP Area is located on Assessor’s
Parcel Numbers (APNs) 018-152-12, 039-400-016, 039-400-022, 039-400-023, 039-400-024, 039-
400-027, 039-400-025, 039-400-026, and 039-400-031 on the Chico, California United States
Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle Map Township 21 North, Range 1 East,
South %, Section 35 (Exhibit 2). The irregularly shaped pentagonal BYSP Area is bounded by the
Union Pacific Railroad to the southwest, Estes Road to the south and east, Normal Avenue to the
north, and residential development to the northwest (Exhibit 3). An additional triangular-shaped off-
site improvement area to the south of the BYSP Area is considered in this analysis as part of the
project site. The off-site improvement area is bounded by Estes Road in the north, residential
development to the east, and the Union Pacific Railroad to the south and west. The Stormwater
Alignment Option Areas also are considered part of the project site for purposes of this analysis.
Collectively, the BYSP Area, the off-site improvement area, and the Stormwater Alignment Option
Areas are referred to herein as the “project site.” Regional access is provided by Golden State
Highway (State Route [SR] 99) with local access provided by West 16™ Street and Estes Road (Exhibit
4).

1.2 - Project Description

The proposed project is the development to be pursued in accordance with a specific plan for the
Barber Yard Specific Plan (BYSP) Area that would provide for a mixed-use community
accommodating a diverse range of housing opportunities with a mix of commercial,
recreational/open space, and office uses along with related on- and off-site improvements to serve
the proposed project. Further detail is provided in Section 2, Project Description.

Within the BYSP Area today there are three existing buildings that would be available for adaptive r
reuse (based on market and other conditions), including the Engineering Department (Machine
Shop) Building (referred to as the Engineering Building) (approximately 17,200 square feet), the
Match Block Storage Building ( referred to as the Shop) (approximately 2,800 square feet), and the
Warehouse (approximately 130,000 square feet). Together, these structures represent approximately
150,000 square feet of future non-residential uses, including plans for a “Social Hub” that would be
centered around the Engineering Building. In addition to the 150,000 square feet of existing
buildings slated for potential adaptive reuse, the proposed project contemplates an additional
approximately 60,000 square feet of new commercial uses with a combination of buildings
incorporating residential uses above commercial/retail (mixed-use), as well as freestanding
commercial/retail buildings. The repurposed Warehouse on the northern boundary of the BYSP Area
would be designed as an indoor-outdoor athletics facility. Overall, for the purposes of this Draft EIR,
the following mix of uses has been conservatively assumed: commercial uses would consist of
130,000 square feet of health/fitness club (i.e., indoor/outdoor athletic facility) use, 40,000 square

FirstCarbon Solutions 9
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feet of retail plaza use, 22,800 square feet of restaurant use, and 17,200 square feet of event center
use.

The roughly 130,000-square-foot athletic facility would include active recreational uses such as, for
example, a running track, locker rooms, café, reception area, classrooms, basketball, soccer, hockey,
indoor fitness, cardio, climbing, and/or open play areas. The outdoor component of the Athletics
Facility would be designed to be a membership facility with day and team passes. The outdoor area
features are envisioned to include a multiuse all-season synthetic turf serving various age groups. It
could be striped for many uses, including, for example, soccer, lacrosse, little league infield, field
hockey, a loop track, and/or sprint lanes. Additionally, this facility could be designed to
accommodate a range of other activities including, for example, a climbing wall, spectator area,
CrossFit, extreme sports, and other miscellaneous fitness-focused amenities.?

At full buildout, the proposed project would also include a maximum of 1,250 dwelling units.
Depending on the location within the BYSP Area, residential density would range from 4 to 35 units
per gross acre. Housing types would include market rate for-rent and for-sale units, non-deed-
restricted accessory dwelling units, and potentially deed-restricted affordable units. The types of
housing products envisioned include single-family detached, pocket neighborhoods, bungalow
courts, duplexes, townhouses, garden apartments, and apartments over commercial, as detailed
more fully in the Specific Plan.

1.3 - Assessment Team

FCS Senior Archaeologist, Dana DePietro, PhD, RPA, and FCS Historian, Ti Ngo, MA, conducted the
pedestrian survey and authored this report. Samantha Murray, MA, Marlena Krcelich, and Sarah
Corder, MFA, of South Environmental LLC. conducted the Historic Built Environment Survey Report
for the proposed project. Professional qualifications for Dr. DePietro and Mr. Ngo can be found in
Appendix A to this CRA.

The ultimate scope and nature of activities to be provided by the athletic facility would be finalized in connection with the relevant
individual specific development proposal contemplating the adaptive reuse of the Warehouse.

The specific affordable housing obligations to be imposed on development under the BYSP would be set forth in the Barber Yard
Development Agreement between the BYSP property owner and the City, which would be considered and approved by the City
Council concurrent with the City Council’s adoption of the Specific Plan.

10 FirstCarbon Solutions
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SECTION 2: CULTURAL SETTING

The following is a brief overview of the prehistoric and historic background of the general area,
which provides context to understand the relevance of resources found in the project site and
vicinity. This section is not intended to be a comprehensive review of the current resources available;
rather, it serves as a general overview.

Further details can be found in ethnographic studies, mission records, and major published sources,
including Beardsley (1948), Bennyhoff (1950), Fredrickson (1973 and 1974), Kroeber (1925),
Chartkoff and Chartkoff (1984), and Moratto (1984).

2.1 - Prehistoric and Ethnographic Background

In general, archaeological research in the greater San Francisco Bay Area and Northern California has
focused on coastal areas, where large shellmounds were relatively easily identified on the landscape.
This research and its chronological framework, however, is relevant to and has a bearing on our
understanding of prehistory in areas adjacent to the San Francisco Bay, including modern Butte
County.

The San Francisco Bay Area supported a dense population of hunter-gatherers over thousands of
years, leaving a rich and varied archaeological record. The greater Bay Area was a place of incredible
language diversity, with seven languages spoken at the time of Spanish settlement in 1776. The
diverse ecosystem of the San Francisco Bay and surrounding lands supported an average of three to
five persons per square mile but reached 11 persons per square mile in the North Bay. At the time of
Spanish contact, the people of the Bay Area were organized into local tribelets that defended fixed
territories under independent leaders. Typically, individual Bay Area tribelets included 200 to 400
people distributed among three to five semi-permanent villages, within territories measuring
approximately 10 to 12 miles in diameter (Milliken et.al. 2007).

Native American occupation and use of the greater Bay Area, including the regions comprising
Concord and Oakley, extended over 5,000-7,000 years and may be longer. Early archaeological
investigations in Central California were conducted at sites located in the Sacramento-San Joaquin
Delta region. The first published account documents investigations in the Lodi and Stockton area.
The initial archaeological reports typically contained descriptive narratives, with more systematic
approaches sponsored by Sacramento Junior College in the 1930s. At the same time, the University
of California at Berkeley excavated several sites in the lower Sacramento Valley and Delta region,
which resulted in recognizing archaeological site patterns based on a variation of inter-site
assemblages. Research during the 1930s identified temporal periods in Central California prehistory
and provided an initial chronological sequence. In 1939, researcher Jeremiah Lillard of Sacramento
Junior College noted that each cultural period led directly to the next and that influences spread
from the Delta region to their regions in Central California. In the late 1940s and early 1950s,
researcher Richard Beardsley of the University of California Berkeley documented similarities in
artifacts among sites in the San Francisco Bay region and the Delta and refined his findings into a
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cultural model that ultimately became known as the Central California Taxonomic System (CCTS).
This system proposed a uniform, linear sequence of cultural succession (Beardsley 1948).

To address some of the flaws in the CCTS system, D.A. Fredrickson introduced a revision that
incorporated a system of spatial and cultural integrative units. Fredrickson separated cultural,
temporal, and spatial units from each other and assigned them to six chronological periods: Paleo-
Indian (12,000 to 8000 years Before Present [BP]; Lower, Middle, and Upper Archaic [8000 to 1500
BP], and Emergent [Upper and Lower, 1500 to 250 BP]). The suggested temporal ranges are similar
to earlier horizons, which are broad cultural units that can be arranged in a temporal sequence. In
addition, Fredrickson defined several patterns—a general way of life shared within a specific
geographical region. These patterns include:

e Windmiller Pattern or Early Horizon (4500 to 3500 BP)
e Berkeley Pattern or Middle Horizon (3500 to 1500 BP)
e Augustine Pattern or Late Horizon (1500 to 250 BP)

Brief descriptions of these temporal ranges and their unique characteristics follow.

2.1.1 - Windmiller Pattern or Early Horizon (4500 to 3500 BP)

Characterized by the Windmiller Pattern, the Early Horizon was centered in the Cosumnes district of
the Delta and emphasized hunting rather than gathering, as evidenced by the abundance of
projectile points in relation to plant processing tools. Additionally, atlatl, dart, and spear
technologies typically included stemmed projectile points of slate and chert but minimal obsidian.
The large variety of projectile point types and faunal remains suggests exploitation of numerous
types of terrestrial and aquatic species. Burials occurred in cemeteries and intra-village graves. These
burials typically were ventrally extended, although some dorsal extensions are known with a
westerly orientation and a high number of grave goods. Trade networks focused on acquisition of
ornamental and ceremonial objects in finished form rather than on raw material. The presence of
artifacts made of exotic materials such as quartz, obsidian, and shell indicate an extensive trade
network that may represent the arrival of Utian populations into Central California. Also indicative of
this period are rectangular Haliotis and Olivella shell beads, and charmstones that usually were
perforated (Ragir 1972).

2.1.2 - Berkeley Pattern or Middle Horizon (3500 to 1500 BP)

The Middle Horizon is characterized by the Berkeley Pattern, which displays considerable changes
from the Early Horizon. This period exhibited a strong milling technology represented by minimally
shaped cobble mortars and pestles, although metates and manos were still used. Dart and atlatl
technologies during this period were characterized by non-stemmed projectile points made primarily
of obsidian. Fredrickson suggests that the Berkeley Pattern marked the eastward expansion of
Miwok groups from the San Francisco Bay Area. Compared with the Early Horizon, there is a higher
proportion of grinding implements at this time, implying an emphasis on plant resources rather than
on hunting. Typical burials occurred within the village with flexed positions, variable cardinal
orientation, and some cremations. As noted by Lillard, the practice of spreading ground ochre over
the burial was common at this time (Lillard et al. 1939). Grave goods during this period are generally
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sparse and typically include only utilitarian items and a few ornamental objects. However, objects
such as charmstones, quartz crystals, and bone whistles occasionally were present, which suggest
the religious or ceremonial significance of the individual (Lillard et al. 1939). During this period,
larger populations are suggested by the number and depth of sites compared with the Windmiller
Pattern. According to Fredrickson (1973), the Berkeley Pattern reflects gradual expansion or
assimilation of different populations rather than sudden population replacement and a gradual shift
in economic emphasis.

2.1.3 - Augustine Pattern or Late Horizon (1500 to 250 BP)

The Late Horizon is characterized by the Augustine Pattern, which represents a shift in the general
subsistence pattern. Changes include the introduction of bow and arrow technology; and most
importantly, acorns became the predominant food resource. Trade systems expanded to include raw
resources as well as finished products. There are more baked clay artifacts and extensive use of
Haliotis ornaments of many elaborate shapes and forms. Burial patterns retained the use of flexed
burials with variable orientation, but there was a reduction in the use of ochre and widespread
evidence of cremation (Moratto 1984). Judging from the number and types of grave goods
associated with the two types of burials, cremation seems to have been reserved for individuals of
higher status, whereas other individuals were buried in flexed positions. Research indicates that
Augustine Pattern represents expansion of the Wintuan population from the north, which resulted in
combining new traits with those established during the Berkeley Pattern (Johnson 1976).

Central California research has expanded from an emphasis on defining chronological and cultural
units to a more comprehensive look at settlement and subsistence systems. This shift is illustrated by
the early use of burials to identify mortuary assemblages and more recent research using
osteological data to determine the health of prehistoric populations (Dickel et al. 1984). Although
debate continues over a single model or sequence for Central California, the general framework
consisting of three temporal/cultural units is generally accepted, although the identification of
regional and local variation is a major goal of current archaeological research.

2.1.4 - Ethnographic and Historical Background
The Maidu

Historically, the project site is within a broader region occupied by Native American peoples known
as the Maidu (Wilson and Towne 1978; Golla 2011). The Maidu had three distinctive linguistic and
cultural groups, which also coincided with their geographical locations. These groups included: the
Mountain or Northeastern Maidu, the Konkow or Northwestern Maidu, and the Nisenan or Southern
Maidu (Riddell 1978). The original inhabitants in the Chico area were the Konkow
(Koyom'kawi/Concow) branch, specifically, the Mechoopda. Their main settlement, Mikéapdo, was
located on Little Butte Creek, four miles south of what is now downtown Chico.

Ethnographic literature suggests that political organization within Maidu communities was based on
a settlement pattern of villages (Kroeber 1925; Riddell 1978). A central village included a circular,
semi-subterranean assembly structure 20 feet in diameter, now commonly referred to as a
roundhouse. A community was composed of three to five villages, and villages were relatively self-
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sufficient Mechoopda villages consisted of 20 homes and housed on average of a total of 150-175
persons (Mechoopda Indian Tribe of Chico Rancheria 2023).

The fundamental basis of the Maidu economy was subsistence hunting, fishing, and collection of
plant foods. Acorns were a dietary staple and were typically collected from oak groves at lower
elevations (Riddell 1978). Heavily utilized oak varieties included black oak (Quercus kelloggii), canyon
or golden oak (Q. chrysolepis), and interior live oak (Q. wislizenii). An annual crop of acorns could
provide sustenance for a village for 2 years. Similar to other Sierra foothill groups, the Mechoopda
and other Maidu groups maintained individual or family-level ownership of oak trees and the acorns
they produced (Lightfoot and Parrish 2009). Other dietary resources included hazelnuts, buckeye,
wild nutmeg, grass seeds, berries, various underground roots and bulbs, salmon, eel,
birds/waterfowl, grasshoppers, and other insects. They also hunted large game animals including
deer, elk, bear, and small mammals such as ground squirrels and jackrabbits, the latter of which were
herded into long stretches of netting (Wilson and Towne 1978). Women gathered and prepared a
wide array of vegetal crops. Roots, corms, bulbs, lupine greens, and clover greens were harvested in
the spring. Numerous small plant seeds were gathered in the summer, as were blackberries.

A wide variety of tools and implements were employed to gather and process food resources.
Among these were the bow and arrow, traps, nets, slings, snares, clubs, and blinds for hunting land
mammals and birds, and salmon gigs, traps, and nets for fishing. Woven tools, including seed
beaters, burden baskets, and carrying nets, as well as sharpened digging sticks, were used to collect
plant resources. Baskets were either coiled or twined. Snowshoes were used for winter travel, and
dugout canoes or log rafts were used for navigating or crossing the mountain waterways (Riddell
1978).

Prior to the discovery of gold in 1848 at Sutter’s Mill near Coloma on the American River, the
Mechoopda were little affected by European exploration. Their territory was encroached upon
occasionally by Spanish explorers and American trappers. From 1828 to 1836, trappers and hunters
from the Hudson Bay Company entered the region. Their activities depleted the mammalian
population of the region. In 1833, a party under the direction of Michael La Framboise reported
killing 395 elk, 17 bears, and eight antelopes in Sutter Butte (Mechoopda Indian Tribe of Chico
Rancheria 2023).

With the discovery of gold in 1848, tens of thousands of fortune seekers entered the region and with
them, the mass introduction of diseases into California native populations. A great epidemic swept
the Sacramento Valley in 1833 and all but decimated the Mechoopda. While there were no official
extermination programs, the spread of disease and direct acts of violence inflicted on the Maidu
were devastating, as was the loss of land and territory, including traditional hunting and gathering
locales (Powers 1877). An estimated 75 percent of the Mechoopda population perished due to the
introduction of diseases such as smallpox (Mechoopda Indian Tribe of Chico Rancheria 2023).

2.2 - Regional Historic Background

The history of Northern California can be divided into several periods of influence; pertinent historic
periods are briefly summarized below.
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2.2.1 - Spanish and Mexican Exploration and Settlement
The Spanish Period (1769-1821)

The Eastern Miwok first came into contact with European explorers during the sixteenth century
beginning with Sir Francis Drake’s expedition in 1579, followed by Sebastian Rodriquez Cermefio in
1595. It is not until the later part of the eighteenth century that Europeans (primarily the Spanish)
return to the region. Spanish colonial policy from 1769-1821 was directed at the founding of
presidios, missions, and secular towns, with the land held by the Crown. The establishment of the
Spanish Mission system brought drastic and permanent changes to the Coast Miwok way of life. By
the early 1800s, the mission fathers began a process of cultural change that brought the majority of
the local Native Americans into the missions. At the expense of traditional skills, the neophytes were
taught the pastoral and horticultural skills of the Hispanic tradition. Spanish missionaries traveled
into the Valley to recapture escaped neophytes and recruit inland Native Americans for coastal
missions, such as nearby Mission San Rafael, which was established in 1817. In 1834, the Mission
system was officially secularized, and the majority of the mission Native American population
dispersed to local ranches, villages, or nearby pueblos. Following the collapse of the mission system,
many of the local Native Americans returned to Northern California, bringing with them language
and agricultural practices learned from the Spanish. During the latter half of the nineteenth century,
the size of all Coast Miwok populations dwindled dramatically, due to the spread of European
settlements and the diseases the Europeans brought with them (Kroeber 1925).

The Mexican Period (1821-1848)

With the declaration of Mexican independence in 1821, Spanish control of Alta California ended,
although little change occurred. Political change did not take place until mission secularization in
1834, when Native Americans were released from missionary control and the mission lands were
granted to private individuals. Mission secularization removed the social protection and support on
which Native Americans had come to rely. It exposed them to further exploitation by outside
interests, often forcing them into a marginal existence as laborers for large ranchos. Following
mission secularization, the Mexican population grew as the native population continued to decline.
Anglo-American settlers began to arrive in Alta California during this period and often married into
Mexican families, becoming Mexican citizens, which made them eligible to receive land grants. In
1846, on the eve of the U.S.-Mexican War (1846 to 1848), the estimated population of Alta California
was 8,000 non-natives and 10,000 natives. However, these estimates have been debated.
Researchers believe the Native American population was 100,000 in 1850; the U.S. Census of 1880
reports the Native American population as 20,385 (Cook 1955, Cook 1976).

2.2.2 - Euro-American Expansion

During this period, and prior, Native American populations were declining rapidly because of an
influx of Euro-American diseases. In 1832, a party of trappers from the Hudson’s Bay Company, led
by John Work, traveled down the Sacramento River unintentionally spreading a malaria epidemic to
Native Californians. Four years later, a smallpox epidemic decimated local populations, and it is
estimated that up to 75 percent of the native population died (Cook 1955).
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After the upheaval of the Bear Flag Revolt in 1846, and the result of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo
in 1848, California became a United States territory. In 1848, James W. Marshall discovered gold at
Coloma in modern-day El Dorado County, which started the California Gold Rush into the region that
forever altered the course of California’s history. The arrival of thousands of gold seekers in the
territory contributed to the exploration and settlement of the entire State. By late 1848,
approximately four out of five men in California were gold miners.

The California Gold Rush originated along the reaches of the American River and other tributaries to
the Sacramento River, and Hangtown, present-day Placerville, became the closest town offering
mining supplies and other necessities for the miners in El Dorado County. Gold subsequently was
found in the tributaries to the San Joaquin River, which flowed north to join the Sacramento River in
the Great Delta east of San Francisco Bay (VMSF 2006).

By 1864, the California Gold Rush had essentially ended. The rich surface and river placers were
largely exhausted and the miners either returned to their homelands or stayed to start new lives in
California. After the Gold Rush, people in towns such as Jackson, Placerville, and Sonora turned to
other means of commerce, such as ranching, agriculture, and timber production. With the decline of
gold mining, agriculture and ranching came to the forefront in the State’s economy. California’s
natural resources and moderate climate proved well-suited for cultivation of a variety of fruits, nuts,
vegetables, and grains (Beck and Haase 1974).

2.2.3 - Butte County and the City of Chico

The following historical section on the City of Chico is an excerpt from Samantha Murray’s California
Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) form for the Engineering Building and Match Block
Storage Building of the Diamond Match Company (Murray 2023).

Home to the Maidu and Patwin Native American Tribes, the end of the Mexican-American War
brought settlers to the region seeking land grants. In 1843, two men came from Sacramento (known
then as Sutter’s Fort) to the present-day Chico area on a hunting expedition. Edward A. Farwell and
William Dickey were interested in obtaining land grants in the area and were successful. Farwell
chose the land to the south of the Sacramento River, and Dickey chose the land to the north. Dickey
named his land Arroyo Chico, meaning small creek (Wells 1882). Their land grant would become part
of Butte County, which was incorporated February 18, 1850, making it one of the original 19 counties
in California.

During the same period, General John Bidwell visited the future area of Chico and purchased land
from Dickey and Farwell. Bidwell was born in New York in 1819 and spent his childhood working on
his father’s farm. When he was 19, he moved west to Ohio where he settled as a school master for
two years. Following his time in Ohio, he continued west to Missouri and settled on a plot of land on
the west side of the Missouri River. However, while Bidwell was on a trip to St. Louis, a claim jumper
built a cabin on his land in Missouri and forced him out. Unable to reclaim his land, Bidwell
continued further west to California and met with John Sutter in Sacramento (Moon 2003). Bidwell
pioneered one of the first successful emigrant parties of Americans to the State of California. Bidwell
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worked as a business manager for Sutter at Sutter’s Fort where he worked for several years before
becoming a naturalized Mexican citizen (Wells 1882).

After the end of Bidwell’s military service, he returned to Sutter’s Mill near Coloma in Northern
California. In 1848 gold was discovered on the banks of the South Fork of the American River. This
prompted Bidwell to seek out gold in neighboring areas, and he went on to discover traces of gold
on the Feather River near Oroville, California. Bidwell acquired a sizable fortune from his mining
efforts and founded Bidwell’s Bar, a bar that served the small prosperous City that resulted from the
discovery of gold. This bar still exists below the Oroville Reservoir. In 1849, Bidwell returned to the
Rancho Arroyo Chico and purchased half of Dickey’s land, and in 1851, he purchased the second half.
In 1849, Bidwell constructed the first house in Chico that would be destroyed by fire in 1852 and
rebuilt as “Bidwell’s Adobe” (no longer extant) along an old pack trail that would go on to become
the Marysville Shasta Road, used by miners and explorers who searched for gold in the Sacramento
Valley. The adobe also included a small store, establishing itself as Chico’s first commercial market.
The first United States mail service arrived in Chico in 1851 and the town’s first postmaster was A.H.
Barber (Hoover 1966).

Before the start of the 1860s, all the developments south of Chico Creek were located on Bidwell’s
land. In 1860, things changed when Bidwell commissioned the town-plat of Chico by the Butte
County surveyor, J.S. Henning. By 1861, the first brick and mortar store was constructed on the
corner of First and Main Streets by E.B. Pond, a developer who moved to the area. Another
developer, Richard Breese, moved to town and built a house, which encouraged others to develop
the area. Chico became a new start for those individuals leaving the mining camps and small
settlements in the foothills who intended to begin new agricultural pursuits (Wells 1882).

Bidwell was also known for his philanthropic efforts in the early years of Chico. He donated land to
schools and congregations such as Woodman’s Academy, Chico’s most prominent private school that
opened in 1862 on Block 81. Jane H. Voorhees was the first teacher and Chico’s first public school
was built in 1866, serving the area for almost a century and was named the Salem Street School.
One additional school not built on Bidwell’s donated land was the Oakdale School building that
opened in 1874 and operated until the late 1940s. In 1868, construction was completed on the
Bidwell Mansion, the home General Bidwell and his wife Annie would live in from the time of their
marriage until the end of their lives. Henry. W. Cleveland was the architect of the house (Bidwell
Mansion Association 2023).

Throughout the 1860s, Chico would go on to become the principal market for wheat that serviced all
of Butte County. The acreage dedicated to wheat increased rapidly during this time and created a
trade that boosted the local economy. In 1864, Chico’s population was 500 and several small
businesses began to fill the City streets including a brewery, law office, and a tin and stove store. In
1870, things changed for Chico due to the construction of the Oregon and California Railroad. Prior
to the use of the railroad, traders relied on the Sacramento River, six miles away from town, and
horse and wagons to transport their goods and conduct business operations with other local cities.
The railroad created a more efficient trade route, which led to more rapid development in Chico and
Butte County. The County went on to become a leader in pine production and soon constructed five
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lumber yards; two mills; a foundry; two blacksmith shops; five harness makers; three livery stables;
two wagon makers; one brewery; one sash, door, and blind factory; and 13 saloons (Reid 2008).

The City of Chico was officially incorporated in 1872. General Bidwell continued his philanthropic
efforts by donating a lot on Main Street, known at that time as the station house, to serve as the site
for City Hall. A two-story station house was built on the site, with the main floor containing six large
rooms to function as offices, and three cells to hold public offenders, and a second-floor functioning
primarily as a large room for public meetings. In 1974, Bidwell also donated a park to the City of
Chico, which was intended to be the site of a county courthouse. However, he failed to secure Chico
as the county seat and a courthouse was never built. The park instead became the center of
downtown (Reid 2008).

During the 1870s, lumber replaced wheat production as the main industry for the area. This
prosperity had a significant impact on the architectural development in the area. For more than a
decade the lumber industry provided accessible building material for local construction endeavors,
accelerating the development of Chico. However, this was hindered by a series of fires in the 1870s
that nearly destroyed a large portion of wooden buildings in Chico. From this point forward, the City
required new buildings to be constructed of fire resistant brick. The fires also led to the
establishment Chico’s first volunteer fire company (Schwimmer 2011).

In 1871, Chico Flume and Lumber Company set up two sawmills along Big Chico Creek. In 1875, they
changed names to the Sierra Flume and Lumber Company and would go on to become the largest
lumber enterprise in the world by 1877. However, this rapid success happened too fast, and by the
turn of the century, the Company was in financial trouble and needed to sell the Company land it
had acquired in Chico. At the same time that the Sierra Flume and Lumber Company began to fail,
the Diamond Match Company began to reach success. In 1901, the Chico Investment Company
facilitated the transition of the Sierra Flume and Lumber land to the Diamond Match Company. The
facilitation and establishment of the Chico Investment Company was the work of several key
executives of the Diamond Match Company, most notably John Heard Comstock and Fred M. Clough.
Once under the ownership of the Diamond Match Company, Clough was appointed the first Pacific
Coast manager for the Diamond Match Company. The Chico location opened in 1903, and in 1904
and 1905, buildings were constructed to support operations at this facility. The site had multiple
buildings, yards, and a machine shop. The Diamond Match Company would be an industrial fixture
for Chico until the sale of the plant in 1984 and its closure in 1989 (Booth 2005).

Industrialization and the arrival of the railroads influenced development in Chico, but agriculture still
played a significant role in the economic system for the City throughout the nineteenth and
twentieth centuries. In the 1870s, farmers in Chico were producing a variety of crops, including
wheat, barley, almonds, figs, and a variety of fruits. In the 1880s, barley became an important crop
to the local economy when it was used for the Chico Brewery. The variety of plants and products
produced not only in Chico, but also throughout California greatly increased due to the City being
chosen to be a U.S. Agricultural Experiment Station. The success and diversification of crops in cities
like Chico would prove to be key to efforts in World War |, as Chico became a huge contributor of
food for the war effort. An example of this is seen with the explosion of the rice industry from its
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introduction in Chico in 1910 to the end of World War | in 1918, when Butte County grew 30,000
acres of rice (Moon 2003).

Agricultural support services such as canning, drying, and packing also became a significant
contributor to the growth and development of the area. The industry was taken to a new level with
the establishment of CalPak/Del Monte Plant #64 in Chico in 1919. CalPak/Del Monte was a very
successful canning and fruit processing company in California that started in 1916 and had a
significant effect on cities like Chico. The Company created jobs for people in the processing sector of
agriculture instead of the traditional farming sector and played an important role in the agricultural
sector throughout most of the twentieth century. The major function of the Chico plant was the
packaging of prunes and apricots starting in 1919 (Holmes 2013).

By the 1920s, Chico had taken steps to make itself a modern city with the creation of paved streets,
increased suburban development, public parks, and the planning of State Highway 99. In the 1920s,
the City paved streets and removed wooden sidewalks. The City’s growth in the early twentieth
century began to shift away from its agricultural roots and became more urbanized. By 1920, the
County’s population was 15,517 and 42.2 percent of the population was considered urban. In
comparison, in 1910 the population was 27.9 percent urban and only 15.34 percent urban in 1900
(Moon 2003).

While the population shifted to the focus of urbanization, so did the architecture and the landscape
of Chico. In 1905, Annie Bidwell donated Bidwell Park to the City, which encompasses more than
1,900 acres for public use. This large public park cuts through the northeastern part of the City and
continues to serve as a public open space (Booth 2005). In 1913, healthcare advancements led to the
opening of Enloe Hospital which sparked additional healthcare center developments throughout the
rest of the twentieth century. In 1916, the Chico Municipal Building was constructed and created the
framework for a City plaza, along with the post office, in the downtown area. Another shift in
downtown also occurred in the form of businesses removing wooden awnings and posts from their
storefronts and creating more open sidewalks and streetscape. There were also various movie
productions filmed in Chico in the early twentieth century, including Robin Hood, Gone with the
Wind, Kane, Last of the Cowboys, Folly of a Life of Crime, and Alamo Charlie. With all of the City’s
modernization, it aspired to be the new county seat for Butte County in the 1914 race, however, this
goal was not realized (Moon 2003).

Chico also continued to advance due to the introduction of aviation to the region when a municipal
airport was planned to be constructed in 1935 immediately north of the City. However, these plans
halted due to World War Il when the land was leased by the War Department to establish an Army
Corps base. This ended up having a significant impact on Chico’s residential and commercial
development patterns and brought many new people to the area who were employed and trained at
the base. At the height of its use, the Army base employed 4,000 people, and thousands of people
received basic training or support training at the facility. When the base closed in 1945, many of the
people who came to the area decided to permanently relocate to Chico. This resulted in a local
population boom, leading to the quick and cost-effective construction of housing, with one of the
most popular options being ranch style homes. This development and suburbanization continued
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throughout the 1940s and 1950s, leading to the need to also construct churches, schools, service
stations, and infrastructure improvements for the streets and parking (Booth 2005).

In the late 1940s, a Greyhound Depot was built in Chico to provide bus transportation to and from
the area. The Hotel Oaks was constructed downtown and was Chico’s only 6-story building at the
time. California State University, Chico gained a rapid influx of students in 1960 as the first wave of
baby boomers began enrolling. The University underwent an expansion in 1975 to accommodate the
higher levels of enrollment and modernize the campus with buildings such as a Performing Arts
Center. Several improvements were made to Bidwell Park during the mid-to-late-century to provide
greater recreation opportunities for new residents, including the construction of a bath house and
new playground at the One Mile Recreation Area. In 1964, the Bidwell Mansion was acquired by the
California State Park System from California State University, Chico, who designated it as a Historical
Monument and created a small city park surrounding it called the Bidwell Mansion State Historic
Park (Bidwell Mansion Association 2023). In 1981, the Chico Heritage Association was incorporated
to promote the historic preservation of the historical downtown areas of the City. The organization
has been successful in completing a survey of buildings in Chico to identify them for potential
historical significance. In present-day, Chico is a City of more than 100,000 people and is the most
populous city in Butte County (United States Census Bureau 2023).
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SECTION 3: RESULTS

3.1 - Records Search

3.1.1 - Northwest Information Center Records Search

On September 7, 2022, a records search for the project site and a 0.5-mile radius beyond the project
site’s boundary was conducted at the NEIC located at California State University in Chico, California.
The current inventories of the NRHP, the CRHR, the CHL list, the CPHI list, and the BERD for Butte
County were also reviewed to determine the existence of previously documented local historical
resources.

The results of the records search indicate that there are three recorded historical cultural resources
within the project site (Table 1). This includes the Match Block Storage Building (P-04-004121), the
Main Power House (P-04-004122), and the Engineering Building (P-04-004123). There are 37 historic
resources within a 0.5-mile radius of the project site (Table 2). In addition, two survey reports (Table 3)
are on file with the NEIC for the project site and an additional 17 reports for a 0.5-mile search radius
beyond the project site (Table 4). The two reports within the project site are linear studies that
surveyed the southern and eastern boundary of the project site. This indicates that the majority of the
project site has not been previously surveyed for cultural resources. Confidential NEIC records search
results can be found in Appendix B.

Table 1: Recorded Cultural Resources Within the Project Site

Resource No. Resource Description Date Recorded

P-04-004121 Resource Name—Carpenter Shop; Other—Match Block Storage Building; 1983
OHP Property Number—049537; OHP PRN-5926-0165-0000*

P-04-004122 Resource Name—Apiary Department; Other—Main Power House; OHP 1983
Property Number—049536; OHP PRN-5926-0164-0000°

P-04-004123 Resource Name—Lumber Warehouse; Other—Engineering Department 1983
(Machine Shop); OHP Property Number—049535; OHP PRN-5926-0163-
0000°

Source: Northeast Information Center (NEIC) Records Search. September 7, 2022.

Table 2: Recorded Cultural Resources Within a 0.5-mile Radius of the Project Site

Resource No. Resource Description Date Recorded
P-04-000712 Resource Name—"The Junction" 1980
P-04-000713 Unnamed Resource 1980

4 Referred to as the Match Block Storage Building in this document.
® Referred to as the Main Power House in this document.
5 Referred to as the Engineering Building in this document.
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Resource No.

P-04-003910

P-04-003956

P-04-003957

P-04-003958

P-04-003959

P-04-003960

P-04-003982

P-04-004001

P-04-004005

P-04-004006

P-04-004010

P-04-004017

P-04-004056

P-04-004057

P-04-004058

P-04-004059

P-04-004060

P-04-004061

P-04-004062

P-04-004063

Resource Description

OHP Property Number—049381; Resource Name—Malloy House; OHP
PRN-5926-0023-0000

Resource Name—Seventh Day Adventist Church; Other—Apostolic Gospel
Temple; OHP Property Number—049443; OHP PRN-5926-0076-0000

Resource Name-Bill Betty House; OHP Property Number—049444; OHP
PRN-5926-0077-0000

Resource Name—Andersen's Blacksmith Shop; OHP Property Number—
49445; OHP PRN-5926-0078-0000

OHP Property Number—049446; OHP PRN-5926-0079-0000
OHP Property Number—049447; OHP PRN-5926-0080-0000

Resource Name-South of Campus Neighborhood; Other-5926-239-9999
(1-165); OHP Property Number—73320; National Register—NPS-
91000636-9999; OHP PRN—-04-0004; OTIS Resource Number-474179

Resource Name—Chico Brewery Building; Other—Chico Brewery; OHP
Property Number—049453; OHP PRN-5926-0086-0000

Resource Name—Mary Crouch Cottage; OHP Property Number—049457;
OHP PRN-5926-0070-0000

Resource Name—Sacramento Valley Hospital; Other—"The Castle"; OHP
Property Number—049458; OHP PRN-5926-0091-0000

Resource Name—-Lobdell Building; Other—Lobdell Brothers Cleaners &
Dyers; OHP Property Number—049487; OHP PRN-5926-0115-0000

Resource Name—-Swearingen House; Other—"The Victorian"; OHP
Property Number—-049495; OHP PRN-5926-0123-0000

Resource Name—Reorganized Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints;
OHP Property Number—049533; OHP PRN-5926-0161-0000

Resource Name—0ld Redeemer Lutheran Church; Other—Redeemer
Lutheran Church; OHP Property Number—049534; OHP PRN-5926-0162-
0000

Resource Name—Clough Home; OHP Property Number—049538; OHP
PRN-5926-0166-0000

Resource Name—Diamond Match Home; Other-J. E. Hibbert Home; OHP
Property Number—049539; OHP Z-number-5926-0167-0000

Resource Name—Diamond Match House; Other—Finnel House; OHP
Property Number—049540; OHP PRN-5926-0168-0000

Resource Name—Clark House; Other—-Thomasson House; OHP Property
Number-049541; OHP PRN-5926-0169-0000

Resource Name—E. D. Sharp Home; OHP Property Number—049542; OHP
PRN-5926-0170-0000

Resource Name—Bruce Home; OHP Property Number—049543; OHP
PRN-5926-0171-0000

Date Recorded

1983

1982

1983

1982

1983

1983

1988

1981

1982

1982

1983

1983

1983

1983

1983

1983

1983

1983

1983

1983

30
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Results

Resource No. Resource Description

Date Recorded

P-04-004073 Resource Name—-W. W. Head House; OHP Property Number—049600; 1984
OHP PRN-5926-0183-0000
P-04-004102 OHP Property Number—-049631; OHP PRN-5926-0214-0000 1984
P-04-004103 Resource Name—Armbruster House; OHP Property Number—-049632; 1984
OHP PRN-5926-0215-0000
P-04-004105 Resource Name-L. N. Lewis House; OHP Property Number-049635; OHP 1984
PRN-5926-0218-0000
P-04-004106 Resource Name-S. H. Chalmers House; OHP Property Number—049636; 1984
OHP PRN-5926-0219-0000
P-04-004107 Resource Name—Cook Home; Other—Perley Home; OHP Property 1984
Number-049637; OHP PRN-5926-0220-0000
P-04-004108 Resource Name—W. R. Honodel House; Other-Tau Gamma Theta; OHP 1984
Property Number-049638; OHP PRN-5926-0221-0000
P-04-004109 Resource Name—Welschke House; OHP Property Number-049639; OHP 1984
PRN-5926-0222-0000
P-04-004113 Resource Name—Keyawa Home; OHP Property Number-049643; OHP 1984
PRN-5926-0226-0000
P-04-004114 Resource Name—Rock House; Other—Leo Palmiter House; OHP Property 1984
Number-049644; OHP PRN-DOE-04-98-0001-0000; OHP PRN
HUD971120C; OHP PRN-5926-0227-0000; OHP PRN-HUD890420A
P-04-004115 Resource Name—Arthur Lammers House; OHP Property Number— 1984
049645; OHP PRN-5926-0228-0000
P-04-004116 Resource Name-J. Culver House; OHP Property Number-049646; OHP 1984
PRN-5926-0229-0000
P-04-004117 Resource Name-J. H. Ballew House; OHP Property Number—049647; 1984
OHP PRN-5926-0230-0000
P-04-004118 Resource Name—Albert F. Jones House; OHP Property Number-049648; 1984
OHP PRN-5926-0231-0000
P-04-004468 Other—UPRR Valley Subdivision Milepost (MP) 182.72 Railroad Bridge 2019
Source: Northeast Information Center (NEIC) Records Search. September 7, 2022.
Table 3: Previous Investigations Within the Project Site
Report No. Report Title/Project Focus Author Date
NEIC-004658 | Cultural Resources Survey for the Level (3) Nelson, Wendy J., 2000
Communications Long Haul Fiber Optics Project: Maureen Carpenter, and
Segment WPO4: Sacramento to Redding Kimberley L. Holanda
NEIC-007362 | Cultural Resources Final Report of Monitoring and | Arrington, Cindy and 2006

Findings for the Qwest Network Construction
Project, State of California

Bryon Bass

Source: Northeast Information Center (NEIC) Records Search. September 7, 2022.
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Table 4: Previous Investigations Within a 0.5-mile Radius of the Project Site
Report No. Report Title/Project Focus Author Date

NEIC-000144  Summary Report: Environmental Impact Analysis  Dorthy Cross and Richard 1975
for the Proposed Development of a Little Chico Thorn
Creek Green Belt, Chico, California

NEIC-000190 | Archaeological Reconnaissance of the Dayton Keith Johnson 1980
Road Realignment Project No. 44191- 75-1, Chico,
California

NEIC-000827 | Technical Report: Cultural Resources Survey for Minor, Rick, Jackson 1987
the US Sprint Fiber Optic Cable Project—Oroville, Underwood, Rebecca
California to Eugene, Oregon Apple, Stephen Dow

Beckham, and Clyde
Woods

NEIC-003185 | Archaeological Inventory Survey of the Otterson Peter M. Jensen 1999
Drive Extension Project, Evaluation of Two
Alternative Alignments. City of Chico, Butte
County, California

NEIC-004658 | Cultural Resources Survey for the Level (3) Nelson, Wendy J., 2000
Communications Long Haul Fiber Optics Project: Maureen Carpenter, and
Segment WPO4: Sacramento to Redding Kimberley L. Holanda

NEIC-007231 | Archaeological Field Reconnaissance of the Myers | Gregory Henton 1978
Street Assessment District, Butte County,
California

NEIC-007283 | Archaeological Inventory Survey for the Mulberry | Peter M. Jensen 2006
Street Development Involving APN 005-465-013,
City Lot on the East Side of Mulberry Street, City of
Chico, Butte County, California

NEIC-007318  Archaeological Survey for the Juscor Investment, | Richard Markley 1977
Inc. property (AP #63-20-01)

NEIC-007362 | Cultural Resources Final Report of Monitoring and | Arrington, Cindy and 2006
Findings for the Qwest Network Construction Bryon Bass
Project, State of California

NEIC-007491 | Archaeological Survey Report for the Chico Urban | Westwood, Lisa and 2000
Area Nitrate Compliance Plan Environmental Russell Bevill
Impact Report Project, Chico, California

NEIC-007937  An Archaeological Evaluation of the Guillen-Hagen | Lori Harrington 2007
Land Project, Chico, Butte County California

NEIC-008152  Archaeological Inventory Survey for Hegan Peter M. Jensen 1994
Business Park, AP #39-06-115, 36.5 Acres, Hegan
Lane Near Comanche Creek, Southwest Chico,
Butte County, California

NEIC-008153 | Archaeological Inventory Survey of the City of Peter M. Jensen 1994
Chico's Proposed Storm Drain Trunk Line Project,
Locust Street to Outfall at Little Chico Creek, Chico,
Butte County, California
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Report No. Report Title/Project Focus Author Date
NEIC-010724  Field Office Report of Cultural Resources Ground  Rachael Morgan 2009

Survey Findings for the Brush Management

NEIC-011444  Archaeological Inventory Survey: Proposed BCAG  Sean Jensen 2011
Transit Project, c. 13-acres, City of Chico, Butte
County, California

NEIC-014191  Cultural Resources Survey Report for NRCS Project Robert McCann 2016
#16FY04-0002: Proposed Kohnke Sprinkler
Irrigation Project, Butte County, California

NEIC-014657 | Cultural Resources Survey Report for NRCS Project Robert McCann 2016
#16FY04-0002: Proposed Kohnke Sprinkler
Irrigation Project, Butte County, California

Source: Northeast Information Center (NEIC) Records Search. September 7, 2022.

3.1.2 - Historic Aerials

A review of 13 historic aerials depicting the project site from 1941 until 2020 indicate that in the
earliest aerial in 1941, the BYSP Area consisted of numerous buildings associated with the Diamond
Match Company. A full inventory of these buildings can be found the Historic Built Environment
Survey Report conducted for the project site (Murray 2023). Significant buildings include the
Engineering Building, Match Block Storage Building, Main Power House (also known as the “Apiary”),
Blacksmith Shop, Lumber Warehouse 1, and Lumber Warehouse 2. These buildings remained on-site
until 1984 when many of them were demolished except for Lumber Warehouses 1 and 2, the Planing
Mill and Box Factory, the Steam Dry Kilns, the Foundry, the Retail Lumber Shed, the Block and Shook
Shop, the Block Storage building, Warehouse No. 4, the Crane Shed, the newer Planing Mill, the Cut-
Up Shop, the Sorting Shed, and two Lumber Storage Sheds (Historical Aerials 2023). The Louisiana-
Pacific Company who purchased the BYSP Area from the Diamond Match Company in 1984
constructed a large warehouse in the northwestern portion of the project site, a guard house and
guard booth on the central northern boundary of the project site that same year. In 1998, a storage
shed was built in the central portion of the BYSP Area adjacent to the Engineering Building. The Main
Power House, referred to as the “Apiary” for its use in honey production, was destroyed in a fire in
2004. As of 2020, only the Engineering Building, the outer walls of the Match Block Storage Building,
storage shed, guard house, guard booth, and large Warehouse remained.

3.1.3 - Native American Heritage Commission Record Search

On September 1, 2022, FCS sent a letter to the NAHC in an effort to determine whether any sacred
sites are listed on its Sacred Lands File for the project site. A response was received on October 31,
2022, indicating that the Sacred Lands File search produced a negative result for Native American
cultural resources in the project site. The NAHC included a list of 10 Tribal representatives available
for consultation. To ensure that all Native American knowledge and concerns over potential TCRs
that may be affected by implementation of the proposed project are addressed, FCS sent letters to
all 10 Tribal representatives on April 17, 2023. A response was received from the KonKow Valley
Band of Maidu on April 18, 2023, deferring to the Mechoopda Indian Tribe for additional
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information. No additional responses have been received to date. A copy of the NAHC record
searches and Native American tribal correspondences can be found in confidential Appendix C.

3.2 - Pedestrian Survey and Buried Site Potential

3.2.1 - Pedestrian Survey

On December 16, 2022, FCS Senior Archaeologist Dana DePietro, PhD, RPA, and FCS Archaeologist
and Historian Ti Ngo conducted a pedestrian survey for unrecorded cultural resources in the project
site. The survey began in the southeast corner of the project site and moved north and west, using
north—south transects spaced at 10-meter intervals. All areas of the project site (the BYSP Area, off-
site improvement area, and the Stormwater Alignment Option Areas) were closely inspected for
culturally modified soils or other indicators of potential historic or prehistoric resources. Because of
the high level of vegetation across the project site, visibility of native soils was less than 7 percent. A
large portion of the soils in the central portion of the project site were highly disturbed due to the
Diamond Match Company Factory’s operations from 1903 to 1975. The sections where native soils
were visible were closely inspected using a hand trowel. Visible soils were largely composed of
medium brown (7.5YR 3/4) dark brown alluvial clay soil, interspersed with chalk, basalt, schist, and
river stones ranging from 3 to 5 centimeters.

Survey conditions were documented using digital photographs and field notes. During the survey, Dr.
DePietro and Mr. Ngo examined all areas of the exposed ground surface for prehistoric artifacts (e.g.,
fire-affected rock, milling tools, flaked stone tools, toolmaking debris, ceramics), soil discoloration
and depressions that might indicate the presence of a cultural midden, faunal and human
osteological remains, and features indicative of the former presence of structures or buildings (e.g.,
postholes, standing exterior walls, foundations) or historic debris (e.g., glass, metal, ceramics). No
indications of prehistoric archaeological resources were found over the course of the pedestrian
survey.

During the course of the survey, Dr. DePietro and Mr. Ngo encountered two previously recorded
resources on the project site. This consisted of the Engineering Building (P-04-004123) and the
Match Block Storage Building (P-04-004121). A previously recorded resource, the Main Power House
also known as the “Apiary” (P-04-004122) was destroyed in a fire in 2004 and only the exposed
foundation and one wall of the original structure remained. Three additional structures were found
during the course of the survey. This consisted of the large Warehouse in the northwestern portion
of the project site, a guard house and guard booth on the central northern boundary of the project
site, and a storage shed in the central portion of the project site adjacent to Engineering Building. Dr.
DePietro and Mr. Ngo recommended that these existing structures be evaluated for their eligibility as
a historic resource under the NRHP, CRHR, and local listings. During the course of the survey,
remnants of foundations and pipes from the previous structures were observed in the central
portion of the project site, however no surface indications of trash piles or subsurface archaeological
elements that may have recoverable data potential were observed.

Dr. DePietro and Mr. Ngo also surveyed a triangular-shaped parcel south of the Barber Yard complex
referred to as the off-site improvement area, and the Stormwater Alignment Option Areas. This
parcel is bounded Union Pacific Railroad tracks to the southwest, Estes Road in the north, and
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residential housing in the east. The survey team encountered isolates of a nail and two metal hooks
adjacent to the UPRR tracks along the southwest corner of the parcel. No other archaeological or
historical resources were found in the course of the pedestrian survey. Pedestrian survey
photographs can be found in confidential Appendix D.

3.2.2 - Buried Site Potential

In addition to the pedestrian survey, the potential for yet identified cultural resources in the project
site and vicinity was reviewed against relevant geologic and topographic geographic information
system data for the general area and information from other nearby projects. The project site was
evaluated against a set of criteria identified by a geoarchaeological overview that was prepared for
the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) District 3 (Meyer and Rosenthal 2008) This
study mapped the “archaeological sensitivity,” or potential to support the presence of buried
prehistoric archaeological deposits in the Central Valley, based on relevant geology and
environmental parameters including distance to water and landform slope. This study concluded
that sites consisting of flat, Holocene-era deposits in close proximity to water resources had a
moderate to high probability of containing subsurface archaeological deposits when compared to
earlier Pleistocene deposits situated on slopes or further away from drainages, lakes, and rivers. The
study conducted by Jack Meyer and Jeffrey Rosenthal concluded that the City of Chico has a high
potential for encountering prehistoric archaeological resources during subsurface construction.

According to the USGS Survey of the Butte County conducted in 1992 by G.J. Suacedo and D.L.
Wagner, the project site is situated upon the Pleistocene Modesto formation, which abuts Holocene
soils in the northeastern and southwestern portion of the project site. All Holocene-era deposits
have the potential to contain archaeological deposits, which increases with the ease of the slope and
proximity to water resources. Comanche Creek runs to the south of the project site while Little Chico
Creek is to the north of the project site. The NEIC record search results, NAHC Sacred Lands File
record search results, and nearby water resources nearby indicates that there is a moderate
probability of encountering prehistoric archaeological resources during subsurface construction.
Furthermore, given the history of industrial use within the project site for the Diamond Match
Company, there is moderate to high potential for unanticipated buried historical cultural resources
to be impacted and encountered during project construction. While the demolition and destruction
of buildings associated with the Diamond Match Company Factory has undermined the BYSP Area as
a historic district, there is a possibility of encountering unknown elements of the district during
subsurface construction.

3.2.3 - Architectural and Historical Resources Assessment for the Existing Structures
in the Project Site

The following is a summary of a built environmental assessment of the existing six structures in the
project site conducted by Architectural Historian, Samantha Murray, MA, Marlena Krcelich, and
Sarah Corder, MFA, to determine their historical significance and potential inclusion into the CRHR,
and NRHP, and local listings. A Built Environment Assessment Report along with DPR Series 523
forms can be found in Appendix F to the CRA.
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The Warehouse, guard house, and guard booth were constructed by the Louisiana-Pacific
Corporation after its purchase of the BYSP Area from the original owner, the Diamond Match Factory
Company. The storage shed was constructed in 1998 after ownership of the BYSP Area was
transferred from the Louisiana-Pacific Corporation to Jeff Greening. These structures are utilitarian in
design (e.g., the guard house and storage facility) and less than 45 years in age and do not appear to
qualify for the CRHR or NRHP (Murray 2023).

The Main Power House (the Apiary), Engineering Building, and the Match Block Storage Building
were previously evaluated in 1983 and given a status code of 3D, indicating their eligibility as a
contributor to a historic district. Several other buildings associated with the Diamond Match
Company complex were still extant at this time. These included: the Engineering Building, Match
Block Storage Building, Main Power House (the Apiary), Blacksmith Shop, Lumber Warehouse 1,
Lumber Warehouse 2, Main Office, Retail Lumber Shed, Box Factory and Planing Mill, Steam Dry
Kilns, Warehouse No. 4, Planing Mill No. 2, Cut Up Shop, Sorting Shed, Blacksmith Shop, Apiary
Storage, and Block and Shook Shop. These buildings remained on-site until 1994 when many of them
were demolished except for the Engineering Building, Lumber Warehouses 1 and 2, the Planing Mill
and Box Factory, the Steam Dry Kilns, the Foundry, the Retail Lumber Shed, the Block and Shook
Shop, the Block Storage building, Warehouse No. 4, the Crane Shed, the newer Planing Mill, the Cut-
Up Shop, the Sorting Shed, and two Lumber Storage Sheds. The Main Power House, itself, was
destroyed by arson in 2004 with only one small segment of its southern wall remaining. By 2020, the
only structures associated with the Diamond Match Company are the Engineering Building, Match
Block Storage Building, and remnant of the Main Power House. Because of the demolition of many
of these structures associated with the Diamond Match Company, the “district has been materially
impaired and lacks requisite integrity to convey significance as a historic district” (Murray 2023). The
destruction of the Main Power House by fire, its remains’ lack of historical integrity and feeling,
makes it ineligible to qualify as a historic resource under the CRHR, NRHP, or local listings. The two
remaining buildings, the Engineering Building and Match Block Storage Building, are no longer
constitutive of nor convey a historic district (South Environmental 2023).

As a result, the historic significance of the Engineering Building and Match Block Storage Building
was evaluated on DPR Series 523 forms based on their individual eligibility for the NRHP, CRHR, and
local listings (South Environmental 2023). Both structures were evaluated relative to the four
eligibility criteria under NRHP and CRHR. This included an evaluation of the property’s potential
significance in American history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture as present in
districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that possess integrity of location, design, setting,
materials, workmanship, feeling, and association, and are either:

A. Associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local
or regional history or the cultural heritage of California or the United States (Criterion 1).

B. Associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national history
(Criterion 2).

C. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction,
or represents the work of a master or possesses high artistic values (Criterion 3).
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D. Has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory or history
of the local area, California, or the nation (Criterion 4).

Engineering Building

Situated in the center of the BYSP Area the Engineering Building is a 3-story building situated upon a
concrete slab foundation. Constructed in 1903, it consists of a two-level gable roof with parapet
walls on the west and east elevations. The gabled portions of the roof are clad in corrugated metal. A
former Diamond Match Company logo can still be faintly seen in the pediment in the area with a
lighter shade of brick. All window openings, entryways, and doorways have a decorative arched brick
lintel that emphasizes the curved design (South Environmental 2023).

The main (west) elevation contains eight bays, with a 1.5 story central arched opening. This opening
previously provided the entrance for rail cars and other equipment on rail tracks. The first level
contains six tall arched window openings with rectangular window frames. The second level contains
eight windows that are shorter in size, with the middle two windows placed slightly higher on the
elevation to accommodate the large central opening below. The centermost four windows on the
second level are the only remaining window openings with partial sashes still in place, the rest have
been removed. Four brick piers extend above the parapet wall and visually divide the first and last
three bays of the elevation.

The north and south elevations are nearly identical, with 20 bays on the first and second levels, and
a third level of clerestory windows. The first and second level windows match that of the main
elevation (west), with the first level being taller than the second. At the tenth bay, there is a small
arched opening with squared-off wood framing for a door. No window sashes or doors remain on the
first two levels of both elevations. Nearly all of the eight-pane wood clerestory windows on the

north elevation are present. Many of the clerestory windows on the south elevation are in poor
condition or missing (South Environmental 2023).

Criterion 1/A: Constructed prior to 1903, the Engineering Building was the first building constructed
of the Diamond Match Factory’s Chico Plant. As one of the oldest match corporations in the U.S, the
Diamond Match Factory was involved not only in match production but in the lumber industry as
well, which provided the raw materials for matches. The Engineering Building was used to create
tools and provide space necessary to manufacture materials and machinery for the construction of
new buildings on-site. In addition, the building was used to make repairs to the railroad and railroad
components that transported lumber there. The building was an essential early component to the
project site and the Company in its early years as it is what essentially allowed the plant to continue
to grow. While many of the buildings associated with the Diamond Match Company have been
demolished or destroyed over time by fire, the Engineering Building remains intact and is the oldest
extant building from the original factory complex. It is also one of only two remaining buildings at
the former factory site and therefore represents one of the last extant buildings associated with the
Diamond Match Company Factory, which played an important role in the development of Chico and
reflects important associations with what was the largest manufacturer of matches in the United
States at the turn of twentieth century. Therefore, it appears to be eligible under NRHP Criterion A or
CRHR Criterion 1.
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Criterion 2/B: The Engineering Building is associated with the Diamond Match Company, America’s
oldest and most successful match manufacturers and millwork producers. The Diamond Match
Company had many prominent, influential, and successful people who played an important role in
the overall success of the national Company but they did not have a direct association with the
aforementioned building at the Chico location. The Diamond Match Company plant in Chico
represents the collective efforts of many individuals, rather than the work of any single individual,
and no single individual was found to be directly connected to the Engineering Building itself.
Therefore, it is not eligible NRHP Criterion B or CRHR Criterion 2.

Criterion 3/C: The subject property is an early twentieth century three-story brick building that was
constructed for utilitarian use. This building represents a common, industrial architectural type
found throughout California and the nation in the early 1900s. However, in Chico, the Diamond
Match Company plant was the largest industry in the City. The Engineering Building remains one of
the only extant examples of this type of construction from this time period in Chico. Archival
research failed to identify any other comparable examples of brick industrial buildings from a similar
time period in Chico. Therefore, this building style and type is markedly one of the best and only
remaining examples of Chico’s early twentieth century industrial architecture. Therefore, it appears
eligible under NRHP 3 or CRHR Criterion C.

Criterion 4/D: The Engineering Building’s interior is no longer extant nor are there any equipment
remaining in the structure. The original materials for its doors and windows are entirely missing.
While the exterior of the building retains its integrity of design, it does not appear to yield important
information about historic construction methods, materials, or technologies. Therefore, it is not
eligible under NRHP 3 or CRHR Criterion D.

Match Block Storage Building

Constructed in 1916, the Match Block Storage Building is a tall, narrow brick building with a concrete
foundation. Originally used as a storage building for match blocks for “strike anywhere” matches, the
building was eventually converted to a carpenter shop and storage building. The building reflects
Classical Revival Style elements with a strong front gable roof form, prominent pediment with a
raked cornice, and engaged brick pilasters that appear similar to repetitive columns. The gable roof is
clad in corrugated metal. The main (west) elevation features a large circular opening in the
pediment, and a large, square, wood-framed entrance opening at the ground level. The north and
south elevations mirror each other with five bays interspersed with brick pilasters. The fifth bay on
the north elevation and the first bay on the south elevation contain a wood frame door opening. The
south elevation still has a door frame in its opening, but the north door is missing. The remaining
four bays on both elevations contain arched window openings with decorative arched brick lintels
and concrete covered brick sills. None of the window openings retain their window sashes. Between
bays 1 and 2 and 4 and 5 on both elevations are metal downspouts. On the south elevation, between
bays 3 and 4, is a metal ladder that provides roof access. Modifications to the building include the
insertion of a rectangular door on the rear elevation (date unknown) and the removal of windows
from the front fagade (date unknown). Despite these changes, the building is largely intact and
retains its original form and appearance. The building is currently vacant, and all elevations are
heavily graffitied. (South Environmental 2023).
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Criterion 1/A: The Match Block Storage Building was constructed in 1916 as a part of the Chico
Diamond Match Company Factory’s expansion. The Diamond Match Company is America’s oldest
match manufacturer and dominated the industry in the late nineteenth and early twentieth
centuries. The Company was monumental not only in its match production, but in the lumber
industry as well. The Diamond Match Company operated in Chico from 1903 until 1975 and had a
profound influence on the town by bringing industries that provided jobs, established a residential
neighborhood for workers, and created a social atmosphere that all surrounded the plant and the
Company.

The Match Block Storage Building was used as a storage warehouse for the wooden blocks for
striking matches. As the match factory increased its productivity and output, the need for more
storage buildings was necessary. When “strike anywhere matches” ceased to be produced due to
safety concerns, the building was converted to general storage and later used as a carpenter shop
and storage for the California Millwork Department.

While most buildings on the Diamond Match Company location have been demolished over time,
the Match Block Storage Building remains intact and is one of only two remaining buildings at the
former factory site and therefore represents one of the last extant buildings associated with the
Diamond Match Company Factory, which played an important role in the development of Chico and
reflects important associations with what was the largest manufacturer of matches in the United
States at the turn of twentieth century. Therefore, the Match Block Storage Building appear to be
eligible NRHP Criterion A or CRHR Criterion 1.

Criterion 2/B: The Match Block Storage Building is associated with the Diamond Match Company,
America’s oldest and most successful match manufacturers and millwork producers. The Diamond
Match Company had many prominent, influential, and successful people who played an important
role in the overall success of the national Company but did not have a direct association with the
Chico location. The Diamond Match Company Factory in Chico represents the collective efforts of
many individuals, rather than the work of any single individual, and no single individual was found to
be directly connected to the Match Block Storage Building itself. Therefore, the Match Block Storage
Building is not eligible NRHP Criterion B or CRHR Criterion 2.

Criterion 3/C: The Match Block Storage Building was constructed circa 1916 as a brick industrial
building at the Diamond Match Company Factory location in Chico. Its main characteristics include
large massing, a bay system with rows of windows and doors, and minimal ornamentation. The
building reflects a Classical Revival Style elements with a strong front gable roof form, prominent
pediment with a raked cornice, and engaged brick pilasters that appear similarly to repetitive
columns. The building was constructed for utilitarian purposes as a part of a larger industrial
complex and is distinctive as an early twentieth century brick industrial building.

This building represents a common industrial architectural type found throughout California and the
nation in the early 1900s. However, in Chico, the Diamond Match Company plant was the largest
industry in the City. The Match Block Storage Building remains one of the only extant examples of
this type of construction from this time period in Chico, with the added uniqueness of its Classical
Revival Style elements. Archival research failed to identify any comparable examples of brick
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industrial buildings from a similar time period in Chico. Therefore, this building style and type is
markedly one of the best and only remaining examples of Chico’s early twentieth century industrial
architecture. Therefore, it is eligible under NRHP 3 or CRHR Criterion C.

Criterion 4/D: The Match Block Storage Building’s interior is no longer extant nor is there any
equipment remaining in the structure. While the exterior of the building retains its integrity of
design regarding its overall form, brick cladding, fenestration, and bay system organization, it lacks
certain elements of its design including windows and doors. As a result, it does not appear to yield
important information about historic construction methods, materials, or technologies. Therefore, it
is not eligible under NRHP 3 or CRHR Criterion D.

In summary, both the Engineering Building and Match Block Storage Building appear to qualify under
Criteria 1/A and 3/C under the CRHR and NRHP as well as for local listings. DPR forms were prepared
for both structures and can be found in confidential Appendix F to this CRA: Department of Parks
and Recreation Forms.
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SECTION 4: SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

4.1 - Summary

In accordance with CEQA, FCS assessed the potential for the proposed project to have an adverse
impact on known and potential cultural resources at the project site. Results from the NEIC indicate
a total of 40 cultural resources are recorded on and/or within a 0.5-mile search radius of the project
site, three of which are located within the project site boundaries. A total of nineteen survey reports
are on file for the project site and/or within a 0.5-mile radius thereof, two of which address the
southern and eastern boundary of the project site indicating that the majority of the project site has
not been surveyed for unrecorded cultural resources.

The NAHC Sacred Lands File search reported a negative result for Native American cultural resources
in the project site. FCS contacted Native American representatives, and a response was received
from the KonKow Valley Band of Maidu deferring to the Mechoopda Indian Tribe for additional
information. No additional responses have been received.

The pedestrian survey encountered six structures on-site. Four of these structures (the guard house
and guard booth, the Warehouse, and the storage shed) do not appear to be eligible as a historic
resource under the NRHP or CRHR. Two previously recorded historical resources, the Engineering
Building and the Match Block Storage Building appear to qualify for the CRHR, NRHP, and/or local
listings.

4.2 - Recommendations

Based on the results of the records searches, Native American correspondence, pedestrian survey,
and buried site potential and as otherwise documented in this assessment, FCS considers the
potential for the proposed project to have an adverse effect on historic resources to be high within
the BYSP Area. The BYSP Area is the location of a former National Register eligible historic district. As
a result, there is a high likelihood of encountering historic archaeological materials associated with
this resource.

The geoarchaeological study by Meyer and Rosenthal for Caltrans District 3 concluded that the City
of Chico has a high potential for encountering prehistoric archaeological resources during subsurface
construction. This potential for finding unanticipated prehistoric archaeological resources increases
when there are nearby water resources. Comanche Creek runs to the south of the project site while
Little Chico Creek is to the north of the project site. However, the NAHC Sacred Lands File (SLF)
produced a negative result for known TCRs within the project site. The combination of these factors
indicates a moderate potential for encountering prehistoric cultural resources within the BYSP Area.

FCS therefore recommends that an Archaeologist and Architectural Historian, both of whom meet
the respective qualification standards set by the Secretary of the Interior, prepare a Historical and
Archaeological Resources Treatment Plan for the proposed project. The plan should be drafted in
coordination with the City and project applicant, and should include any protective measures
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required to ensure that character defining elements of the Engineering Building and the Match Block
Storage Building are not inadvertently damaged or demolished during project construction. The plan
should also include provisions for the identification, recordation, and disposition of archaeological
resources (both historic-era and prehistoric) that may be encountered over the course of subsurface
excavations at the site. The plan should include provisions for a Worker Environmental Awareness
Program (WEAP) archaeological resource sensitivity training for construction personnel conducting
ground disturbance at the site or off-site improvements prior the start of construction. Given the
moderate to high archaeological sensitivity across the site, ground disturbance occurring within the
footprints of prior structures or occurring within undisturbed native soils should be monitored by a
qualified Archaeologist. However, the Archaeologist should work with the applicant team to specify
the full extent of on-site monitoring required based on location and construction activities of specific
project phases. In the event the Archaeologist determines that significant archaeological materials
are unlikely to be present within portions of the project site, further archaeological monitoring may
not be necessary in those locations.

In the event that adaptive reuse of the Engineering Building and/or the Match Block Storage Building
is pursued as part of an individual specific development proposal, an adaptive reuse design should
be developed by a qualified Architectural Historian/historic preservation professional meeting the
Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards for architectural history/historic
preservation. The City should review the feasibility of adaptive reuse in consideration of the
proposed new use, seismic retrofit needs, and overall structural stability of the buildings. The
findings should then inform the adaptive reuse design which should be developed in coordination
with the Architectural Historian/Historic Preservation professional to ensure that all of the important
character-defining features of the buildings are appropriately considered in the proposed design.

The proposed design should contain sufficient detail so the qualified Architectural Historian/Historic
Preservation professional can determine whether the adaptive reuse is consistent with the
Standards for Rehabilitation. The adaptive reuse of both the Engineering Building and Match Block
Storage Building should include a detailed protection and maintenance plan that outlines a long-
term strategy for maintaining and protecting these resources over time. The plan should include a
schedule for regular maintenance of the site, including clearing of overgrown vegetation, regular
monitoring and surveillance, and should also develop a clear strategy for the long-term security of
the site to prevent trespassing and vandalism of the buildings.

If, after consultation with the above-referenced historic preservation professionals, it is determined
that the subject building cannot be adaptively reused in conformance with the Standards for
Rehabilitation as currently designed and the subject applicant therefore determines that adaptive
reuse cannot feasibly proceed and instead determines to proceed with demolition of the subject
building, it is recommended that the relevant building be subject to archival documentation that
consists of photography of all exterior elevations, and views to and from the buildings, with detailed
photographs of materials, doors, windows, rooflines, and other key components, and the
preparation of an associated historical narrative documenting the relevant building’s historical
significance. It is also recommended that any original plans (if available) of the relevant building be
scanned and reproduced so that they are available for future study. The foregoing documentation
should be based on the National Park Service’s Historic American Building Survey (HABS) guidelines
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for narrative and photographic documentation. A final set of the archival documentation and
photographs should be recorded and filed. Other forms of mitigation including interpretive displays
and salvage of historic materials should also be considered.

Additional procedures for the inadvertent discovery of human remains and cultural resources are
provided below.

4.3 - Inadvertent Discovery Procedures

4.3.1 - Accidental Discovery of Cultural Resources

It is always possible that ground-disturbing activities during construction may uncover previously
unknown, buried cultural resources. In the event that buried cultural resources are discovered
during construction, operations shall stop within a 50-foot radius of the find and a qualified
Archaeologist shall be consulted to determine whether the resource requires further study. The
qualified Archaeologist shall make recommendations to the lead agency on the measures that shall
be implemented to protect the discovered resources, including but not limited to excavation of the
finds and evaluation of the finds in accordance with Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines.
Potentially significant cultural resources consist of, but are not limited to, stone, bone, fossils, wood,
or shell artifacts or features, including hearths, structural remains, or historic dumpsites. Any
previously undiscovered resources found during construction within the Master Plan area should be
recorded on appropriate California DPR forms and evaluated for significance in terms of CEQA
Guidelines.

If the resources are determined to be unique historic resources as defined under Section 15064.5 of
the CEQA Guidelines, mitigation measures shall be identified by the monitor and recommended to
the lead agency. Appropriate mitigation measures for significant resources could include avoidance
or capping, incorporation of the site in green space, parks, or open space, or data recovery
excavations of the finds. No further grading shall occur in the area of the discovery until the lead
agency approves the measures to protect these resources.

4.3.2 - Accidental Discovery of Human Remains

There is always the possibility that ground-disturbing activities during construction may uncover
previously unknown, buried human remains. Should this occur, Section 7050.5 of the California
Health and Safety Code applies, and the procedures shall be followed.

In the event of the accidental discovery or recognition of any Native American human remains (upon
notification from a County Coroner pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5(c)), and
Public Resources Code Section 5097.98 must be followed.

Relevant provisions of both Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code (related to discovery of any
human remains) as well as Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code (related to discovery of
Native American remains) shall apply, as relevant.

Once project-related earthmoving begins and if there is accidental discovery or recognition of any
human remains in any location other than a dedicated cemetery, the following steps shall be taken:
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1. There shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably

suspected to overlie adjacent human remains until the County Coroner is contacted and has
made the required determinations pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5(a)
including whether the remains are Native American and if an investigation of the cause of
death is required. If the Coroner determines the remains to be Native American (or has
reason to believe that they are those of a Native American), the Coroner shall contact the
NAHC within 24 hours, and the NAHC shall immediately identify and notify the person or
persons it believes to be the “most likely descendant” of the deceased Native American. The
most likely descendant (or his or her authorized representative) may, with permission of the
landowner, inspect the site of the subject discovery and may make recommendations to the
landowner or the person responsible for the excavation work, for means of treating or
disposing of, with appropriate dignity, the human remains, and any associated grave goods as
provided in Public Resources Code Section 5097.98(a). The descendant shall complete his or
her inspection and make recommendations or preferences for treatment within 48 hours of
being granted access to the site unless the landowner and descendant mutually agree to
extend discussions pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98(b)(2). If the foregoing
meet and conferral process occurs and the descendant recommendations are acceptable to
the landowner, then the landowner shall rebury the Native American human remains and
associated grave goods with appropriate dignity in accordance with the recommendations of
the descendant.

. However, where the following conditions occur, the landowner or its authorized

representative shall rebury the Native American human remains and associated grave goods
with appropriate dignity on the project site in a location not subject to further subsurface
disturbance:

e The NAHC is unable to identify a most likely descendant or the most likely descendant
failed to make a recommendation within 48 hours after being notified by the NAHC;

e The descendant identified fails to make a recommendation; or

e The landowner or its authorized representative rejects the recommendation of the
descendant, and mediation by the NAHC fails to provide measures acceptable to the
landowner.

Additionally, California Public Resources Code Section 15064.5(d) requires the following relative to

Native American remains:

When an initial study identifies the existence of, or the probable likelihood of, Native
American remains within a project, a lead agency shall work with the appropriate Native
Americans as identified by the Native American Heritage Commission as provided in Public
Resources Code Section 5097.98. The applicant may develop a plan for treating or disposing
of, with appropriate dignity, the human remains, and any items associated with Native
American Burials with the appropriate Native Americans as identified by the Native
American Heritage Commission.

44
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The George Franklin Dales Foundation Fellowship for Archaeological Research (2011)
CAORC Multi-Country Dissertation Research Fellowship (2010)

Dana DePietro, Ph.D. is a Registered Professional Archaeologist who meets the Secretary of Interior’s
standards for historic preservation programs in archaeology. Dr. DePietro has over 15 years of
experience in all aspects of cultural resource management, including prehistoric and historic
archaeology, paleontology, materials conservation, history of art and architecture, and community
engagement. He has experience in compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the
California Environment Quality Act (CEQA), the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), and the
Archaeological Resources Protection Act (ARAP). Dr. DePietro has completed cultural resource projects
that have involved agency, client, Native American, and subcontractor coordination; treatment plans
and research design development; archival research; field reconnaissance; site testing; data recovery
excavation; construction monitoring; site recordation; site protection/preservation, mapping/
cartography; spatial analysis/GIS; laboratory analysis; materials conservation; artifact curation and
exhibition; and report production. He has completed projects in California within the jurisdiction of the
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and other federal agencies requiring compliance with Section 106 of
the NHPA. He has also completed projects throughout California under CEQA for state and local
governments and municipalities, including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) and
has worked with clients to insure deliverables meet and exceed the standards set by the State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO).

RELATED EXPERIENCE AND CLIENT SUMMARY

As the Lead Archaeologist/Cultural Resource Specialist for FCS, Dr. DePietro conducts evaluations and
performs field documentation of historic and prehistoric cultural resources; prepares environmental
impact reports (EIRs), cultural resources assessments (CRAs), DPR forms and Section 106 reports;
conducts mapping, GIS analysis, and state and county record searches; leads archaeological surveys and
field monitoring efforts; and coordinates with state, federal and tribal officials and institutions for a
variety of FCS projects, including the following:
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