Appendix C

Cultural Resources Assessment






|

|

|
|
L

al

A Sa s

Andres Duarte School Site Project

Cultural Resources Technical Report

prepared for

City of Duarte

Community Development Department
1600 Huntington Drive

Duarte, California 91010
Contact: Craig Hensley, Community Development Director

prepared by

Rincon Consultants, Inc.
250 East 1st Street, Suite 1400
Los Angeles, California 90012

58

30

YEARS

RINCON CONSULTANTS, INC. SINCE 1994

December 2024

ond



Please cite this report as follows:
R. Perzel, L. Kry, A. Losco, A. Ogaz, and M. Nayyar

2024. Andres Duarte School Site Project Cultural Resources Technical Report. Rincon Consultants
Project No. 24-16174. Report on file at the South Central Coastal Information Center, California

State University, Fullerton, California.



Table of Contents

Table of Contents

EXECULIVE SUMMIAIY ettt ettt e ettt e e e e e s st bt e e e e e e e s s bt beeeeeeeeesnasebaaeeeeeeesnnsrnaeens 1
R [ 14 o T [0 T d e o S ST 3
1.1 Project Location and DeSCIIPLION ....civcuiiii ittt sareee s 3
O B T Yo o o 1= OSSR RTR 1
2 REGUIALONY SEIEING .ooeiieiieee et e e et e e e et e e e e e bte e e e ebteeeeestaeeesntaeeesnntaaeenans 2
2.1  California Environmental QUality AC.......cooiiiiiiiiiiiiieciee e 2
2.2 California Health and Safety COAE ... e e 5
2.3 California Public Resources Code Section 5097.98 ........ccccoviiirieeniiieniieenie e 5
2.4 Local Regulations — City of Duarte General Plan........cccceeeeeiiieeecciiee et 5
3 Natural and CURUIal SETEING ....vvee i e e e srae e e esaae e e e s sreee s 8
IO R P Y 0 = I =Y oV~ SR 8
3.2 Summary of Environmental SEtHING .....cvvviiiiiiii e 8
TR T O U1 1 (U =] Y =] [ = S 8
N - ¥ 1o d fe 1U o [ =YY= [ o] o IO RPN 18
4.1 V=3 Vo T PRSP 18
e T Vo | =L USSP 19
DU Y e aan 2
700 A |V =1 o Vo Yo PSS 2
T 1 0V [T o =4 PRSP 2
I V=Y [ =1 d o o USSP 24
6.1 1433 Crestfield DIV ....c.uiieiie ettt ettt ettt st sbae e saree s 24
6.2 1400 Mt. OlIVE DIIVE weieeeieeiieecteestee ettt seeestte et eetee s sste e steeessteesbeeesnteesseeesneeessaeesnseean 29
7 Impacts Analysis aNd CONCIUSIONS ....cccccuieiiiiiiiieeieiiee et e e rre e e e see e s e sbae e s e earae e e eareeas 31
7.1 HiStOriCal RESOUICES ...ccueviiiieiiiie ittt ettt ettt et e st e st esbee e sateesbaeesaree s 31
7.2 Historical and Unique Archaeological RESOUICES........cevcveierieeiieeecieeciee e 31
7.3 HUMAN REMAINS ..tiiiiiiiee ettt et st e e e s e abe e e s s ane e e e eaneeas 33
S 0o oY =T o ol USRS 34
Figures
Figure 1 0= <qTo 0 F=1 I o Tor=1 [ o TSR PPRRN 4
Figure 2 [ Co ) [=Tot AN (= PP PP PP PP PPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPRt 1
Figure 3 Site Plans for Proposed PrOjECT........ueiiiiuiiee ettt ettt ate e e e 2
Figure 4  Kirkman-Harriman Pictorial and Historical Map (Project Site Depicted in Red)............... 23
Figure 5  Subsurface Exploratory Investigations Completed in 2024 .........cccooeveeeciieeeecieeeeeciee e, 1
Figure 6  Built ENVIronmMent SUIVEY RESUILS ......ccoccuiiiiiiiiiie ettt et 1
Figure 7 1433 Crestfield Drive, VIEW NOIMNEAST..........uviviviiieiieeeiiieeeeeeeieeeeererreeereereeeeeeereeeeer———————————.. 1

Cultural Resources Technical Report i



City of Duarte
Andres Duarte School Site Project

Figure 8  Representative Photograph — Primary Elevation of Classroom A, View Northwest........... 2
Figure 9  Representative Photograph — Rear Elevation of Classroom C, View Southeast................. 3

Figure 10 Representative Photograph — Primary and East Elevations of Classroom J, View West..3

Figure 11 Representative Photograph — Rear Elevation of Classroom |, View Southwest............... 4
Figure 12 Representative Photograph — Rear Elevation of Classroom |, View Southwest............... 5
Figure 13 Representative Photograph — Rear Elevation of Restroom Buildings, View East............. 5
Figure 14 Multi-purpose Room South and West Elevations, View Northeast .........ccccccevcvevercnnenn. 6
Figure 15 Administration Building North Elevation, View Southwest..........cccccccveiiiiciee e, 7
Figure 16 Locker Rooms East Elevation, VIEW WESt........cccuiiiiiiiiiiiciiee ettt esveee e e e 8

Figure 17 Example of Portable Classroom (Classroom N South and East Elevations), View Northwest9

Figure 18 Example of Portable Classroom (Classroom R South Elevation), View North........................ 9
Figure 19 Offices South and East Elevations, View NOrthwest .........ccccceeciieiieciiieececciee e 10
Figure 20 Playground, VIEW NOIMAWESL.........ooiiiiiiieciiie ettt srae e e s saaee e 11
Figure 21 Paved play area and basketball court, View Southeast..........c.cccoueierciiiiieiiieie e 11
Figure 22 1400 Mt. Olive Drive, VIEW EQSt ...ccccviiiiiiiie ettt etree e eeee e e svae e e e s e 12
Figure 23 Classroom A North and West Elevations, View Southeast........cccccevvcieiiiiiieiiniciiec e, 13
Figure 24 Restroom Building North Elevation, View SOUth...........cccccuiiiiiiiiiii e 14
Figure 25 Administration Building North Elevation, View SOUthwest...........cccceeviiiiniiinieciniecnieeene 15
Figure 26 Classroom C West Elevation, View NOIheast .......ccccccveeeeiiieiicciiie et 16
Figure 27 Classroom E North and West Elevations, View Southeast. ........cccccveiieviiiiieieeicieec e, 17
Figure 28 Open Lunch Structure, View NOIheast.........cccccuvieeeiiiiecciee e 18
Figure 29 Additional picnic tables at the center of the property, View West.......cccccvvvvvviieeeeiinennnn. 18
Figure 30 Representative Photograph of Exposed Ground Surface within the Project Site. Facing
Yo 10 o T USSP 20
Figure 31 Representative Photograph of Exposed Ground Surface within the Project Site - Facing
1Yo 10 g =T 1) S USSR 21
Figure 32 Representative Photograph of Exposed Ground Surface within the Project Site. Facing
East 22
Figure 33 Plans for Andres Duarte Elementary School — 1952 (Los Angeles Times 1952a)................ 25
Table 5 Allison & Rible-designed Properties. ... iiieiiiiiieeciiieeseciree e ssree et e e ssare e e esare e s ssareeeeas 26
Tables
Table 1 Previously Recorded Cultural Resources within 0.5-Mile of the Project Site .................. 20
Table 2 Developmental History of the Project Site and Surroundings .........ccccceeeeecieeeecciieecenneee. 21
Table 3 Summary of Subsurface Investigation RESUILS ..........cceveiiiiiiiiiei e 1
Table 4 BUIilt ENVIFONMENT RESOUITES ..cuuvviieiiiiiieieiiiee ettt ettt e sttt e s st e s siare e s s sabee e e ssabaeessnseeee s 2
Appendices

Appendix A California Historical Resources Information System Search Results

Appendix B Native American Heritage Commission Sacred Lands File Search Results




Table of Contents

Appendix C  California Department of Parks and Recreation 523 Series Forms

Cultural Resources Technical Report iii



Executive Summary

Executive Summary

The City of Duarte Community Development Department (City) retained Rincon Consultants, Inc.
(Rincon) to conduct a cultural resources assessment in support of the Andres Duarte School Project
(project or proposed project) located in unincorporated the city of Duarte, Los Angeles County.
Totaling roughly 14.16 acres, the proposed project site encompasses Assessor’s Parcel Number
(APN) 8604-017-903 which is currently developed with the Andres Duarte Arts Academy, Mt. Olive
High School, and Otis Gordon Sports Park. The project proposes the demolition of the two schools
and construction of 169 residential units, associated parking lot, and an approximately seven-acre
park. The project is subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the City is the
CEQA lead agency.

This assessment includes the methods and results of a California Historical Resources Information
System (CHRIS) records search; Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) Sacred Lands File
(SLF) search; geotechnical, archival, academic, and ethnographic background research;
archaeological and built environment pedestrian surveys; geoarchaeological sensitivity assessment,
and evaluation of two built environment resources, a CEQA impacts assessment for archaeological
and built environment resources; and management recommendations. This report was prepared in
support of the CEQA environmental review of the project.

A review of the CHRIS records search identified 13 cultural resources studies that have been
previously conducted within 0.5 mile of the project site between the years 1975 and 2010. Three
previously recorded historic built environment resources were identified within a 0.5 mile of the
project site. No prehistoric or historic-period archaeological resources or historic built environment
resources were identified within the project site as a result of the CHRIS records search. A search of
the NAHC SLF was positive for known Native American heritage resources. No informal outreach
was conducted as part of this study.

The background research and cultural resources survey identified two built environment resources
in the project site: 1433 Crestfield Drive and 1400 Mt. Olive Drive, which were recorded and
evaluated as ineligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and the California
Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) due to a lack of historic significance and architectural merit.
1433 Crestfield Drive and 1400 Mt. Olive Drive are not considered historical resources as defined by
CEQA Section 15064,5(a), and Rincon recommends a finding of no impact to historical resources.

The background research and cultural resources survey did not identify any known or previously
unknown archaeological resources within the project site or 0.5-mile records search radius. A review
of historical maps and aerial imagery indicates that the project site was subject to ground
disturbance from the 1950s through to the 1970s for the development of the Andres Duarte Arts
Academy, Mt. Olive High School, and Otis Gordon Sports Park. Additionally, the historical route of
the San Gabriel Wash is depicted in historical maps, traveling northeast to southwest, east of the
project site. According to the geotechnical subsurface investigations performed within the project
site undocumented fill soils were encountered from surface to 2.5 inches below ground surface and
native alluvial fan deposits associated with the late Holocene-age were encountered from surface
and/or underlying undocumented fill to the maximum depths explored. Holocene-age alluvial
activity could have potentially served to preserve any indigenous or historic-period archaeological
materials.

Cultural Resources Technical Report 1
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In consideration of these factors and given the context and findings of this study, there is a low to
moderate potential to encounter unknown or as yet unidentified intact subsurface archaeological
resources within undisturbed native alluvial soils to maximum depths of proposed disturbance. Such
resources could qualify as either historical resources or unique archaeological resources under
CEQA. In the event that previously unknown archaeological resources are encountered during
project implementation, impacts to these resources could be significant under CEQA. Therefore,
Rincon recommends implementation of a Workers Environmental Awareness Program training,
archaeological monitoring, and inadvertent discovery procedures to facilitate appropriate treatment
of any inadvertent discovery of archaeological resources in accordance with CEQA. Implementation
of these recommendations along with adherence to existing regulations would reduce potential
project impacts to archaeological resource qualifying as historical resources or unique
archaeological resources, and human remains to less than significant under CEQA.




Introduction

1 Intfroduction

The City of Duarte Community Development Department (City) retained Rincon Consultants, Inc.
(Rincon) to conduct a cultural resources assessment in support of the Andres Duarte School Project
(project or proposed project). This assessment includes the methods and results of a California
Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) records search, Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC) Sacred Lands File (SLF) search; geotechnical, archival, academic, and
ethnographic background research; archaeological and built environment pedestrian surveys;
geoarchaeological sensitivity assessment, and evaluation of two built environment resources, a
CEQA impacts assessment for archaeological and built environment resources; and management
recommendations. This report was in support of the CEQA environmental review of the project.

1.1 Project Location and Description

The 14.16-acre project site is located at 1433 Crestfield Drive in the city of Duarte, Los Angeles
County. The encompasses portions of Sections 29 and 32 of Township 1 North, Range 10 West on
the Azusa, California United States Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute topographic quadrangles
(Figure 1). Specifically, the project site encompasses Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 8604-017-903
and includes the Andres Duarte Arts Academy and Mt. Olive High School (Figure 2). The project site
is surrounded by single-family residences to the north, east, and west, and industrial buildings and
Interstate 210 to the south.

The project proposes demolition of the two schools, the Andres Duarte Arts Academy and Mt. Olive
High School, and construction of 169 townhome residential units with 25 multi-family residential
buildings and one leasing office/recreation building. All residential buildings would be three stories
and would include 377 total parking spaces. The project would also preserve and redevelop the Otis
Gordon Sports Park on the 6.32-acre western portion of the project site (Figure 3). The redeveloped
Otis Gordon would include recreational fields, an open turf area, overhead structures with barbeque
and picnic tables, restrooms, a snack shack, an outdoor gym park, a resurfaced tot lot, and internal
meandering walkways that connect to the residential portion of the project site. Landscaping,
including a variety of trees, shrubs, and open turf areas, would be provided throughout the public
park. Vehicular ingress and egress would be provided through two entry points on Central Avenue.
The park portion of the proposed project would include 59 parking spaces, including two American
Disabilities Act (ADA) spaces and two bike racks.

The current project design includes the following depths of ground disturbance: site preparation via
grading and excavation activities approximately 5 feet below existing grade across the site and
trenching for utilities extending from 2.5 to a maximum depth of 13 feet below existing grade,
limited to the proposed driving aisles and/or parking areas.

Cultural Resources Technical Report 3



City of Duarte
Andres Duarte School Site Project

Figure 1 Regional Location
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Figure 2 Project Site
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Figure 3 Site Plans for Proposed Project
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1.2 Personnel

Senior Architectural Historian Rachel Perzel, MA and Senior Supervising Cultural Resources Manager
Linda Kry, BA, Registered Archaeologist (RA), provided management oversight and are contributing
authors. Archaeologist Andrea Ogaz, MA, Registered Professional Archaeologist (RPA), conducted
the cultural resources records search field survey and is a contributing author to this report. Rincon
Archaeologist Pedro Gonzalez, MA, RPA performed the cultural resources field survey. Architectural
Historian Ashley Losco, MHP, prepared the built environment evaluations and is a contributing
author to this report. Geographic Information Systems Specialist, Isabelle Radis, prepared the report
figures. Cultural Resources Principal Margo Nayyar, MA, reviewed this report for quality assurance
and quality control. Ms. Perzel, Ms. Kry, Ms. Ogaz, Ms. Losco, and Ms. Nayyar meet the Secretary of
the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards in their respective fields (National Park Service
[NPS] 2020a).
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2 Regulatory Setting

This section includes a discussion of the applicable state and local laws, ordinances, regulations, and
standards governing cultural resources, which must be adhered to before and during
implementation of the project.

2.1 California Environmental Quality Act

PRC Section 21084.1 requires lead agencies to determine if a project could have a significant impact
on historical or unique archaeological resources. As defined in PRC Section 21084.1, a historical
resource is a resource listed in, or determined eligible for listing in, the California Register of
Historical Resources (CRHR), a resource included in a local register of historical resources or
identified in a historical resources survey pursuant to PRC Section 5024.1(g), or any object, building,
structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript that a lead agency determines to be historically
significant. PRC Section 21084.1 also states resources meeting the above criteria are presumed to
be historically or culturally significant unless the preponderance of evidence demonstrates
otherwise. Resources listed in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) are automatically
listed in the CRHR, as are California Historical Landmarks 770 and above; resources in either
category are therefore also considered historical resources under CEQA. Historical resources may
include eligible built environment resources and archaeological resources of the precontact or
historic periods.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(c) provides further guidance on the consideration of
archaeological resources. If an archaeological resource does not qualify as a historical resource, it
may meet the definition of a “unique archaeological resource” as identified in PRC Section 21083.2.
PRC Section 21083.2(g) defines a unique archaeological resource as an artifact, object, or site about
which it can be clearly demonstrated that, without merely adding to the current body of knowledge,
there is a high probability that it meets any of the following criteria: 1) it contains information
needed to answer important scientific research questions and there is a demonstrable public
interest in that information, 2) it has a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its
type or the best available example of its type, or 3) it is directly associated with a scientifically
recognized important prehistoric or historic event or person.

If an archaeological resource does not qualify as a historical or unique archaeological resource, the
impacts of a project on those resources are considered less than significant and need not be
considered further (CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5[c][4]). CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 also
provides guidance for addressing the potential presence of human remains, including those
discovered during the implementation of a project.

According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(b), an impact that results in a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a historical resource is considered a significant impact on the
environment. A substantial adverse change could result from physical demolition, destruction,
relocation, or alteration of the resource or its immediate surroundings such that the significance of
the historical resource would be materially impaired (CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5[b][1]).
Material impairment is defined as demolition or alteration in an adverse manner [of] those
characteristics of a historical resource that convey its historical significance and that justify its
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inclusion in, or eligibility for inclusion in, the CRHR or a local register (CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.5[b][2][A]).

If it can be demonstrated that a project will cause damage to a unique archaeological resource, the
lead agency may require reasonable efforts be made to permit any or all of these resources to be
preserved in place or left in an undisturbed state. To the extent that resources cannot be left
undisturbed, mitigation measures are required (PRC Section 21083.2[a][b]).

The requirements for mitigation measures under CEQA are outlined in CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.4(a)(1). In addition to being fully enforceable, mitigation measures must be completed within
a defined time period and have a nexus with and be roughly proportional to the impacts of the
project. Generally, compliance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of
Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing
Historic Buildings (Standards) is considered to be mitigate a project’s impacts to historical resources
of a built environment nature below the level of significance (CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.4[b][1]). For historical resources of an archaeological nature, lead agencies should also seek
to avoid damaging effects where feasible. Preservation in place is the preferred manner to mitigate
impacts to archaeological sites; however, data recovery through excavation may be the only option
in certain instances (CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4[b][3]).

2.1.1 National Register of Historic Places

Although the project does not have a federal nexus, properties which are listed in or have been
formally determined eligible for listing in the NRHP are automatically listed in the CRHR. The
following is therefore presented to provide applicable regulatory context. The NRHP was authorized
by Section 101 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and is the nation’s official list of
cultural resources worthy of preservation. The NRHP recognizes the quality of significance in
American, state, and local history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture is present in
districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects. Per 36 Code of Federal Regulations Part 60.4, a
property is eligible for listing in the NRHP if it meets one or more of the following criteria:

Criterion A: Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of our history

Criterion B: Is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past

Criterion C: Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of installation,
or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that
represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack
individual distinction

Criterion D: Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history

In addition to meeting at least one of the above designation criteria, resources must also retain
integrity. The National Park Service recognizes seven aspects or qualities that, considered together,
define historic integrity. To retain integrity, a property must possess several of these seven qualities,
if not all, defined as follows:

Location: The place where the historic property was constructed or the place where the
historic event occurred

Design: The combination of elements that create the form, plan, space, structure, and
style of a property

Cultural Resources Technical Report 3
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Setting: The physical environment of a historic property

Materials: The physical elements that were combined or deposited during a particular period
of time and in a particular pattern or configuration to form a historic property

Workmanship: The physical evidence of the crafts of a particular culture or people during any
given period in history or prehistory

Feeling: A property’s expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular period of
time

Association: The direct link between an important historic event or person and a historic
property

Certain properties are generally (emphasis added) considered ineligible for listing in the NRHP;
these include cemeteries, birthplaces, graves of historical figures, properties owned by religious
institutions, relocated structures, or commemorative properties. Additionally, a property must be at
least 50 years of age to be eligible for listing in the NRHP. The National Park Service states that 50
years is the general estimate of the time needed to develop the necessary historical perspective to
evaluate significance (NPS 1997: 41). Properties that are less than 50 years in age must be
determined to have “exceptional importance” to be considered eligible for NRHP listing.

2.1.2 California Register of Historical Resources

The CRHR was established in 1992 and codified by PRC Sections 5024.1 and Title 14 California Code
of Regulations Section 4852. The CRHR is an authoritative listing and guide to be used by state and
local agencies, private groups, and citizens in identifying the existing historical resources of the state
and to indicate which resources deserve to be protected, to the extent prudent and feasible, from
substantial adverse change (PRC Section 5024.1[a]). The criteria for eligibility for the CRHR are
consistent with the NRHP criteria but have been modified for state use in order to include a range of
historical resources that better reflect the history of California (PRC Section 5024.1[b]). However,
unlike the NRHP, the CRHR does not have a defined age threshold for eligibility; rather, a resource
may be eligible for the CRHR if it can be demonstrated sufficient time has passed to understand its
historical or architectural significance (California Office of Historic Preservation 2011). Furthermore,
resources may still be eligible for listing in the CRHR even if they do not retain sufficient integrity for
NRHP eligibility (California Office of Historic Preservation 2011). Generally, the California Office of
Historic Preservation recommends resources over 45 years of age be recorded and evaluated for
historical resources eligibility (California Office of Historic Preservation 1995).

A property is eligible for listing in the CRHR if it meets one of more of the following criteria:

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

Criterion 2: Is associated with the lives of persons important to our past

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

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

Criterion 4: Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history
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2.1.3 Assessing Impacts under CEQA

The thresholds for determining the significance of environmental impacts on historical resources are
derived from CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(b), which state “a project with an effect that may
cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource is a project that may
have a significant effect on the environment.” A substantial adverse change occurs when the
physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of a resource or its immediate
surroundings materially impairs its significance. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(b)(2),
material impairment occurs when a project:

a. Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics of an
historical resource that convey its historical significance and that justify its inclusion in, or
eligibility for inclusion in, the CRHR; or

b. Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics that account
for its inclusion in a local register of historical resources pursuant to PRC Section 5020.1(k) or its
identification in an historical resources survey meeting the requirements of PRC Section 5024.1,
unless the public agency reviewing the effects of the project establishes by a preponderance of
evidence that the resource is not historically or culturally significant; or

c. Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics of a
historical resource that convey its historical significance and that justify its eligibility for
inclusion in the CRHR as determined by a lead agency for purposes of CEQA.

2.2  Cadlifornia Health and Safety Code

Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code states that in the event of discovery or
recognition of any human remains in any location other than a dedicated cemetery, there shall be
no further excavation or disturbance of the site, or any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie
adjacent remains until the coroner of the county in which the remains are discovered has
determined if the remains are subject to the Coroner’s authority. If the human remains are of Native
American origin, the coroner must notify the NAHC within 24 hours of this identification.

2.3 California Public Resources Code Section 5097.98

PRC Section 5097.98 of states the NAHC, upon notification of the discovery of Native American
human remains pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, shall immediately notify those
persons (i.e., the Most Likely Descendant [MLD]) that it believes to be descended from the
deceased. With permission of the landowner or a designated representative, the MLD may inspect
the remains and any associated cultural materials and make recommendations for treatment or
disposition of the remains and associated grave goods. The MLD shall provide recommendations or
preferences for treatment of the remains and associated cultural materials within 48 hours of being
granted access to the site.

2.4  Local Regulations — City of Duarte General Plan

Although the City of Duarte does not have a historic preservation ordinance with criteria for local
designation, the General Plan, which was adopted in 2007, includes goals and policies relating to
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cultural resources (City of Duarte 2007). As presented in the Historic Preservation Element these
include:

Historic Preservation Goal 1: To make citizens and decision-makers aware of Duarte’s history and
historic built environment.

Objective 1.1 Create an educational program which focuses on providing information to allow
residents and decision-makers to make informed decisions and supportable conclusions about
the protection of historic resources.

Policies

HP 1.1.1 Establish and support all appropriate media for reaching all segments of the
community to educate residents and decision-makers concerning the protection of historical
resources.

HP 1.1.2 Encourage public outreach and access to historical information.
Objective 1.2 Promote the development of a comprehensive preservation program.
Policies

HP 1.2.1 Utilize creative funding sources to promote the development of a comprehensive
historic preservation program for the City.

Objective 1.3 Integrate historic preservation into the operations of the Community
Development Department.

Policies

HP1.3.1 Encourage training of City staff related to the development and application of historic
preservation.

HP1.3.2 Develop a database and update maps which identify potentially historical resources
and designated resources.

Historic Preservation Goal 2: To maintain and update the City’s inventory of historical resources.

Objective 2.1 Preserve Duarte’s historical resources by supporting continued research related to
the City’s historic resources inventory.

Policies
HP 2.1.1 Encourage on-going research regarding the City’s history and built environment.

Historic Preservation Goal 3: To promote the preservation of local historical resources.

Objective 3.1 Preserve the City’s inventory of historical resources for future generations to
enjoy.

Policies

HP 3.1.1 Encourage property owners to preserve the character defining features of historical
resources.




Regulatory Setting

HP 3.1.2 Promote the preservation of historic and cultural resources by providing incentives
and technical assistance.
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3 Natural and Cultural Setting

This section provides background information pertaining to the natural and cultural context of the
project site. It places the project site within the broader natural environment that has sustained
populations throughout history. This section also provides an overview of regional indigenous
history, local ethnography, and post-contact history. This background information describes the
distribution and type of cultural resources documented within the vicinity of the project site to
inform the cultural resources sensitivity assessment and the context within which resources have
been evaluated.

3.1 Natural Setting

The approximately 14-acre project site is relatively flat, with elevation ranging between 536 and 565
feet above sea level, sloping to the southwest (Google 2024). The nearest waterway to the project
site is the San Gabriel River, which emanates from the San Gabriel Mountains located over 0.5-miles
to the north of the project site. The San Gabriel River is less than 0.5-mile east and 0.25 miles to the
southeast of project site. Vegetation within the project site consists of ornamental trees and
manicured landscapes, consistent with urban environmental settings.

3.2  Summary of Environmental Setfing

The project site is situated within the northernmost Peninsular Ranges Geomorphic Province
(California Geological Survey 2002). This geomorphic province is characterized by northwest
trending mountain ranges and valleys that extend from the northern tip of the Baja Peninsula to the
Transverse Ranges. More specifically, the project site is situated within the San Gabriel Valley
(valley), south of the foothills of the San Gabriel Mountains. The regional topography of the valley
was shaped by the Sierra Madre Fault system and by the streams that drained from the mountains,
depositing the alluvial fan sediments across the valley.

3.3  Cultural Setting
3.3.1 Indigenous History

The project site is located in what is generally described as the Northern Bight archaeological region,
one of eight organizational divisions of California designated by Jones and Klar (2007). The California
Bight is bounded by the southern California coastline and encompasses the previously designated
Southern Coast archaeological region described by Moratto (1984). The Northern Bight
archaeological region primarily includes the counties of Santa Barbara, Ventura, and portions of Los
Angeles, extending from the coastline at Vandenberg Air Force Base inland to the Cuyama River
Valley and south to the Santa Monica Mountains and the Los Angeles Basin. Following Glassow et al.
(2007), the prehistoric cultural chronology for the Northern Bight is generally divided into six
periods: Paleo-Indian (circa 10,000 to 7000 before common era [BCE]), Millingstone Horizon (7000
to 5000 BCE), Early Period (5000 BCE to 2000 BCE), Middle Period (2000 BCE to 1 common era [CE]),
Middle-Late Transition Period (1 to 1000 CE), and Late Period (1000 CE to Historic Contact). These
periods are discussed in further detail below.
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Paleo-Indian Period (circa 10,000 to 7000 BCE)

The Paleo-Indian Period describes the earliest evidence of human occupation of the Northern Bight
and includes the cultural trends and subsistence strategies of contemporary populations from
approximately 10,000 to 7000 BCE (Glassow et al. 2007). Archaeologists largely define the Paleo-
Indian Period in North America by projectile points associated with extinct large mammal remains,
such as mammoth, bison, and dire wolves in the Southwest and Plains regions (Erlandson et al.
1987; Huckell 1996). These projectile points have been classified as the Clovis style, which exhibit a
lanceolate shape with a flute initiated from the base that extends as far as the midline (Justice
2002).

The earliest accepted dates for human occupation in California were recovered from archaeological
sites on two of the Northern Channel Islands, located off the southern coast of Santa Barbara
County. Over 90 paleo-coastal sites dating between 13,000 to 8200 years before present (BP) have
been documented in the Northern Channel Islands (McLaren et al. 2019). Archaeological deposits
from the Daisy Cave site on San Miguel Island establishes the presence of people in this area
approximately 10,000 BP (Erlandson 1991; Erlandson et al. 2007), and the Arlington Springs Woman
(CA-SRI-173) has a calibrated date approximately 11,000 BP derived from the human remains and
rodent bones recovered from within the same deposits on Santa Rosa Island (Erlandson et al. 2007,
Glassow et al. 2007, Johnson et al. 2002). Shell middens identified on the mainland of California
have yielded dates from 8000 to 7000 BCE (Erlandson et al. 2007).

Recent data from Paleo-Indian shell middens, bone middens, lithic scatters, and quarry workshops
on the Channel Islands indicate that the area supported substantial human populations during later
paleo-coastal times (MclLaren et al. 2019). Data from the last 20 years also suggests that the
economy was a diverse mixture of hunting, fishing, and gathering, with a major emphasis on aquatic
resources in many coastal areas (e.g., Jones and Ferneau 2002, Erlandson et al. 2007). Shellfish are
particularly prevalent, suggesting a heavy reliance on this resource, with varying intensities of
reliance on fish, marine mammals, seabirds, and waterfow| (McLaren et al. 2019).

Assemblages on the Channel Islands include chipped-stone bifaces, cores and flake tools, ground-
stone artifacts, bone gorges, Olivella shell beads, woven sea grass cordage, and red ochre. While no
fluted points have been found on the Channel Islands, a few have been found along California’s
mainland coast (MclLaren et al. 2019). One fluted projectile point fragment was recovered from site
CA-SBA-1951 on the Santa Barbara Channel coastal plain (Erlandson 1994: 44, Erlandson et al.
1987). Archaeological deposits at the Daisy Cave site further yielded an assemblage of “the oldest
known fishhooks in the Americas” (Erlandson et al. 2007: 57).

Millingstone Horizon (7000 to 5000 BCE)

Originally identified in 1929, the Millingstone Horizon, as described by Wallace (1955, 1978) and
Warren (1968), is characterized by an ecological adaptation to collecting plant resources, such as
seeds and nuts. This identification was suggested by the appearance and abundance of well-made
milling implements (e.g., metates, milling slabs, and hand stones like manos and mullers) in the
archaeological record, particularly in areas along the coast of California. Archaeologists generally
accept that human occupation of California during the Paleo-Indian period originated from small,
dispersed occupations. With milling implements occurring in high frequencies for the first time,
archaeologists infer the Millingstone Horizon experienced a significant population increase in the
Central Coast region (Glassow et al. 2007). Excavations at the Tank Site (CA-LAN-1) in Topanga
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Canyon from 1947 to 1948 (Treganza and Bierman 1958), for example, confirmed the presence of
over 2000 milling implements that correspond with the Millingstone Horizon.

Flaked stone assemblages, which include crude core and cobble-core tools, flake tools, large side-
notched projectile points, and pitted stones (Glassow et al. 2007; Jones et al. 2007), and shell
middens in coastal sites suggest that contemporary people in the Northern Bight practiced a mixed
food procurement strategy. Faunal remains identified at Millingstone Horizon sites point to a broad-
spectrum of hunting and gathering of shellfish, fish, birds, and mammals, though large faunal
assemblages are uncommon. This mixed food procurement strategy demonstrates adaptation to
regional and local environments.

Along the Northern Bight, Millingstone Horizon sites are most common on terraces and knolls,
typically set back from the current coastline (Erlandson 1994: 46). However, 40 sites dating to this
period have been identified in various settings, including rocky coasts, estuaries, and nearshore
interior valleys (Glassow et al. 2007). The larger sites usually contain extensive midden deposits,
possible subterranean house pits, and cemeteries. Most of these sites probably reflect intermittent
use over many years of local cultural habitation and resource exploitation.

Early Period (5000 BCE to 2000 BCE)

The Early Period of the Northern Bight is marked by a lower frequency of radiocarbon dated
archaeological sites as well as changes in artifact forms. Differences in artifact forms, and
particularly in ground stone implements, likely represent changes in subsistence (Glassow et al.
2007). The material culture recovered from Early Period sites within the Northern Bight provides
evidence for continued exploitation of inland plant and coastal marine resources as well as the
incorporation of “newly important food resources” found in specific habitats (Glassow et al. 2007:
197). In addition to the use of metates and manos, prehistoric populations began to use mortars
and pestles, such as those recovered from the Sweetwater Mesa (CA-LAN-267) and Aerophysics (CA-
SBA-53) sites (Glassow et al. 2007).

Artifact assemblages recovered from Early Period sites also include bipointed bone gorge hooks
used for fishing, Olivella beads, bone tools, and pendants made from talc schist. The frequency of
projectile points in Early Period assemblages also increased, while the style began to change from
lanceolate forms to side-notched forms (Glassow et al. 2007). The projectile point trend has become
apparent at numerous sites along the Northern Bight coastal regions as well as a few inland sites
(e.g., CA-SBA-210 and CA-SBA-530). In many cases, manifestations of this trend are associated with
the establishment of new and larger settlements, such as at the Aerophysics site (Glassow et al.
2007; Jones et al. 2007).

Middle Period (2000 BCE to 1 CE)

The remains of fish, land mammals, and sea mammals are increasingly abundant and diverse in
archaeological deposits along the coastal Northern Bight during the Middle Period, suggesting a
pronounced trend toward greater adaptation to regional or local resources as well as the
development of socioeconomic and political complexity in prehistoric populations (Glassow et al.
2007). Shell fishhooks were introduced, as opposed to the bone fishhooks found in earlier
assemblages, and projectile points changed from side-notched dart points to contracting stem
styles.

Flaked stone tools used for hunting and processing—such as large side-notched, stemmed,
lanceolate or leaf-shaped projectile points, large knives, edge modified flakes, and drill-like
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implements—occurred in archaeological deposits in higher frequencies and are more
morphologically diversified during the Middle Period. Bone tools, including awls, are more
numerous than in the preceding period, and the use of asphaltum adhesive became common.
Circular fish hooks that date from between 1000 and 500 BCE, compound bone fish hooks that date
between CE 300 and 900, notched stone sinkers, and the tule reed or balsa raft, indicative of major
developments in maritime technology, became common during this period (Arnold 1995; Glassow
et al. 2007; Jones and Klar 2005: 466; King 1990:87-88).

Populations continued to follow a seasonal settlement pattern until the end of the Middle Period;
large, permanently occupied settlements with formal architecture, particularly in coastal areas,
appear to have been the norm by the end of the Middle Period (Glassow et al. 2007). Prehistoric
populations began to bury the deceased in formal cemeteries with artifacts that may represent
changes in ideology and the development of ritual practices (Glassow et al. 2007).

Middle-Late Transition Period (1 CE to 1000 CE)

The Middle-Late Transition period is marked in the archaeological record by major changes in
settlement patterns, diet, and interregional exchange. Contemporary populations of the Northern
Bight continued to occupy more permanent settlements with the continued use of formal
cemeteries and burial of goods. The manufacture of the plank canoe, or tomol, allowed
contemporary populations to catch larger fish that occupied deeper sea waters (Glassow et al.
2007). Following the introduction of the plank canoe, harpoons make a more pronounced
appearance as their use increases. The plank canoe also appears to have influenced commerce
between the mainland Northern Bight coastal regions and the Channel Islands (Glassow et al. 2007:
204). Evidence at Middle-Late Transition Period sites in the Northern Bight indicate that populations
replaced atlatl (dart) technologies with the bow and arrow, which required smaller projectile points.

Late Period (1,000 CE to Historic Contact)

Archaeologists distinguish Late Period sites in the Northern Bight with small, finely worked projectile
points and temporally diagnostic shell beads. Although shell beads were typical of coastal sites,
trade brought many of these maritime artifacts to inland locations, especially during the latter part
of the Late Period. Projectile points diagnostic of both the Middle and Late periods found within the
Northern Bight region and down the central and southern coasts of California include large,
contracting-stemmed types typical of the Middle Period, as well as small, leaf-shaped Late Period
projectile points (Jones and Ferneau 2002: 217). The small, finely worked projectile points typically
associated with bow and arrow technology are believed to have been introduced to the area by the
Takic migration from the deserts into Southern California.

Other common artifacts identified at Late Period sites in the Northern Bight include bifacial bead
drills, bedrock mortars, hopper mortars, lipped and cupped Olivella shell beads, and steatite disk
beads. The presence of beads and bead drills suggests that low-level bead production was
widespread throughout the region (Glassow et al. 2007). Unlike the large Middle period shell
middens, Late Period sites are more frequently single-component deposits with evidence for only
one period of occupation or use. There are also more inland sites, with fewer and less visible sites
along the Pacific shore during the Late Period.
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3.3.2 Ethnographic Setting

Gabrielino (Gabrieleno)/Tongva

The project site lies in the traditional territory of the Gabrielino (Gabrielefio)/Tongva (some
Gabrielino prefer the term “Kizh”). The name "Gabrielino” or “Gabrielefio” denotes those people
who were administered by the Spanish Missionaries from the San Gabriel Mission. It includes people
from the Gabrielino area proper as well as other social groups nearby (Kroeber 1925, Plate 57; Bean
and Smith 1978: 538). The term Gabrielefio was imposed upon the Tribe by Spanish Missionaries.
Many modern Gabrielino identify themselves as descendants of the indigenous people living across
the plains of the Los Angeles Basin and refer to themselves as the Tongva (King 1994). This term is
used in the remainder of this section to refer to the pre-colonized inhabitants of the Los Angeles
Basin and their descendants.

Archaeological evidence points to the Tongva arriving in the Los Angeles Basin sometime around
500 BCE, and the Tongva note their presence in the area going back thousands of years (Villa 2017).
Today, the Tongva people are active in protecting their Tribal cultural resources in the greater Los
Angeles Basin and three Channel Islands: present-day San Clemente, San Nicolas, and Santa
Catalina.

The Tongva language belongs to the Takic branch of the Uto-Aztecan language family, which can be
traced to the Great Basin region (Mithun 2001). This language family includes dialects spoken by the
nearby Juaneino and Luisefio to the southeast, the Serrano and 