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CULTURAL RESOURCES TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM

Date: October 18", 2023

To: LSA Associates, Inc.

From: Solano Archaeological Services, LLC

Subject: Cultural Resources Investigation — Hillside Natural Area Fire Resilience and Forest

Conservation Management Plan, City of El Cerrito, Contra Costa County, California

INTRODUCTION

This technical memorandum summarizes the background research, Native American community
outreach, archaeological survey, and study findings for the proposed Hillside Natural Area (HNA) Fire
Resilience and Forest Conservation Management Plan in the City of El Cerrito (the City), Contra Costa
County, California (the Project). As a discretionary effort, the Project is subject to California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements, and Solano Archaeological Services, LLC (SAS) has
prepared this report to support compliance with the cultural resources provisions of CEQA.

PROJECT LOCATION

The project area consists of approximately 107.18-acre (ac.) on three discontiguous but adjacent lots
generally located to the northwest, and southeast of Potrero Avenue. (Attachment A, Figure 1). The
project area is depicted on the Richmond, California U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) topographic 7.5
minute quadrangle in Township 1 North, Range 4 West, sections 15, 16, 21, and 22 (Attachment A,
Figures 2, 3).

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Community concerns regarding fire risk in the City’s HNA and surrounding residential communities have
significantly increased. The City has responded with ongoing and increased vegetation maintenance
activities, completing work largely based on planning efforts completed in the 1990s. However, the need
for more robust, comprehensive, and balanced vegetation management practices was identified in the
City’s 2015 Urban Greening Plan. Additionally, in 2019, the El Cerrito Parks and Recreation Facilities
Master Plan specifically called for action to “support the El Cerrito-Kensington Wildfire Action Plan
goals and policies by creating defensible spaces, increasing weed abatement, and managing dead or
diseased trees and other vegetation, especially in the Hillside Natural Area”. El Cerrito voters passed a
measure (Measure H) to further fund park maintenance activities that same year and the City has since
increased its fire fuel reduction and vegetation management activities, in part with these park
maintenance funds. Given the ongoing and historic drought, rising global temperatures and community
concerns regarding the risk of wildfire, an updated plan with the required environmental site analysis is
needed now to guide the City in performing and budgeting for the most effective, sustainable, and cost-
efficient fuel reduction and forest conservation activities. To assist in this effort, the City of El Cerrito
was awarded a $145,000 State Coastal Conservancy grant in September 2022 to complete the Plan by
September 2024.



The purpose of this project is to establish and adopt a comprehensive fire hazard reduction and
vegetation management plan for the City’s HNA. The proposed plan will:

¢ identify and protect critical resource areas,

o guide the City’s fire fuel reduction, native forest conservation, and maintenance activities,
and

e evaluate fire road and trail network conditions.

REGULATORY SETTING

CEQA requires that public agencies having authority to finance or approve public or private projects
assess the effects of those projects on cultural resources. Cultural resources include buildings, sites,
structures, objects, or districts, each of which may have historical, architectural, archaeological, cultural,
or scientific significance. CEQA states that if a proposed project would result in an effect that may cause
a substantial adverse change in the significance of a significant cultural resource (termed a “historical
resource”), alternative plans or mitigation measures must be considered. Because only significant cultural
resources need to be addressed, the significance of cultural resources must be determined before
mitigation measures are developed.

CEQA §5024.1 (Public Resources Code [PRC] §5024.1) and §15064.5 of the State CEQA Guidelines (14
California Code of Regulations [CCR] §15064.5) define a historical resource as “a resource listed or
eligible for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources.” A historical resource may be
eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources if it:

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

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

3) Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction
represents the work of an important creative individual; or possesses high artistic values; or

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

In addition, CEQA also distinguishes between two classes of archaeological resources: archaeological
sites that meet the definition of a historical resource, and “unique archaeological resources.” An
archaeological resource is considered unique if it:

o Is associated with an event or person of recognized significance in California or American history
or of recognized scientific importance in prehistory

e Can provide information that is of demonstrable public interest and is useful in addressing
scientifically consequential and reasonable research questions

e Has a special or particular quality such as oldest, best example, largest, or last surviving example
of its kind

* Isatleast 100 years old and possesses substantial stratigraphic integrity; or

¢ Involves important research questions that historical research has shown can be answered only
with archaeological methods (Public Resources Code §21083.2)

According to the CEQA Guidelines, a project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse change
in the significance of a historical resource, or a unique archaeological resource is a project that may have
a significant effect on the environment (14 CCR §15064.5[b]). CEQA further states that a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a resource means the physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or
alteration of the resource or its immediate surroundings such that the significance of a historical resource
would be materially impaired.



NATURAL AND CULTURAL SETTING

The project area lies within the east bay region of the San Francisco Bay Area, where warm, dry summers
are complemented by cool, wet winters with rainfall averaging 25-50 inches per year. This climate is
complemented by a diverse topographic landscape bounded on the west by the Pacific Ocean, to the east
by low coastal mountains and the Central Valley, and to the south by the southern coast mountain ranges.
Accordingly, this region has a rich and diverse natural environment with lush stands of redwood, pine,
and fir trees, as well as grassland, oak, and chaparral zones. Large expanses of these varied vegetation
zones form extensive, highly productive interfaces where prehistoric people exploited staples, such as
acorns. Moreover, these widespread verdant areas support abundant species of wildlife, also a staple
resource for prehistoric people (Baumhoft 1978).

The geologic legacy of the San Francisco Bay area also proved important to local Native American
groups. Rocks and minerals for tool production and other uses were abundant in the general region.
Sources of obsidian continue to be present at Napa Mountain and Anadel, and Franciscan chert can be
found in local streambeds. Equally important were deposits of asphaltum (a tar-like substance originating
from natural oil seepage) in Marin County and hematite and cinnabar in Sonoma County. The geology of
the project area vicinity is also an important consideration when evaluating factors that affect
archaeological site visibility. The geomorphic setting of the project area and vicinity includes alluvial,
colluvial, and estuarine environments that actively deposited sediments during the Holocene epoch. The
region has also been subject to widespread filling during the historic and modern periods (Rice et al.
2002; Wagner et al. 2002) which may have buried prehistoric and early historic-period archaeological
sites and remains.

Prehistoric Setting

The prehistoric cultural chronology for the Bay Area was developed over a century of organized
archaeological survey, from N. C. Nelson in 1906 to the present day. Since the 1950s, archaeological
work in Marin, San Francisco, and Contra Costa Counties has led to identification and refinement of a
cultural sequence of early Native American occupation. This sequence consists of the Early Holocene
(Lower Archaic), Early Period (Middle Archaic), Lower Middle Period (/nitial Upper Archaic), Upper
Middle Period (Late Upper Archaic), Initial Late Period (Lower Emergent), and Terminal Late Period.

The Early Holocene or Lower Archaic (8,000 B.C. — 3,500 B.C.) is characterized as a mobile forager
pattern, with milling slabs, handstones, and a variety of large, wide-stemmed and leaf-shaped projectile
points, largely composed of local Franciscan chert dominating archaeological assemblages (Hylkema
2002:235; Milliken et al. 2007:114). During the Early Period or Middle Archaic (3,500 B.C. — 500 B.C.),
several technological and social developments emerged including new groundstone technology and the
first cut shell beads in mortuaries suggest new levels of sedentism and increased regional trade in the Bay
Area (Vellanoweth 2001). The Lower Middle Period or Initial Upper Archaic (500 B.C. — A.D. 430) is
marked by a “major disruption in symbolic integration systems” (Milliken et al. 2007:115) and new bone
tools appeared for the first time, including barbless fish spears, elk femur spatulas, tubes, and whistles, as
well as coiled basketry manufacture (Bennyhoff 1986:70; Bieling 1998:218). During the Upper Middle
Period or Late Upper Archaic, (A.D. 430 — 1050), many sites from the previous period were abandoned,
and single-barbed bone fish spears, ear spools, and large mortars were developed (Milliken et al.
2007:116).

Following the Archaic Period, the Initial Late Period or Lower Emergent (A.D. 1050 — 1550) is marked
by an increase in sedentism, status ascription, and ceremonial integration in lowland Central California
(Fredrickson 1973). Increased social stratification throughout the Bay Area after 1250 A.D. is expressed
in mortuary practices through the quality of goods in high-status burials and cremations (Fredrickson
1994). The Terminal Late Period is defined by changes in artifact types and mortuary objects including
toggle harpoons, hopper mortars, plain corner-notched arrow-sized projectile points, clamshell disk beads,
magnesite tube beads, and secondary cremation in the North Bay (Bennyhotf 1994:54; Wickstrom 1986).
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Ethnographic Context

During the early decades of the 20" century, pioneering anthropologists including Alfred Kroeber of the
University of California at Berkeley, laid the groundwork for understanding the cultures of California’s
indigenous peoples (Lightfoot 2005). Due to the extensive cultural diversity that existed within pre-
colonial California, Kroeber and other early anthropologists created a framework to organize populations
into language groups. The people living in central coastal California at the time of Euro-American contact
were grouped into the Costanoan language family (also referred to as Ohlone), which occupied the coastal
area from San Francisco Bay to south of Monterey Bay. Eight separate language groups are believed to
have been within this family. Around fifty politically autonomous groups referred to as tribelets ranged in
population from 50 to 500 individuals (Levy 1978). Linguistically, the Costanoan people were divided
into large groups consisting of sets of tribelets that spoke a common dialect within a particular
geographical area. The dialect spoken amongst the tribelets that occupied the Palo Alto area is believed to
have been Chochenyo, one of the eight linguistically separate groups within the Costanoan family (Levy
1978). The closest documented village to the project area where Chochenyo was likely spoken was
Huchiun, several miles to the northwest of the HNA. According to (Bennyhoff 1977:142), Huchiun
Costanoan is firmly established in the Point San Pablo-Richmond region. The tribelet center was
probably CCO-270, in the present town of San Pablo.

The Costanoan carefully managed the landscape within their territory with wildlife habitat and desirable
fauna being enhanced through controlled burns. This burning also eased the gathering of acorns; a staple
food for the Costanoans. Other plants utilized ethnographically include nuts of buckeye, laurel and
hazelnut trees, seeds of various plants, numerous berries, and roots. Animals consumed by the Costanoan
included deer, elk, antelope, grizzly bear, sea lion, whale, various small mammals, numerous species of
birds and waterfowl, and several species of fish including steelhead, salmon, and sturgeon. The Costanoan
people traded mussels, abalone shells, salt, and dried abalone with neighbors to the east, and obtained
pifion nuts, obsidian, and other items in return (Levy 1978).

With the establishment of seven Spanish missions within traditional Costanoan territory beginning in
1769, native peoples experienced dramatic cultural changes. The introduction of Spanish administration
led to the relocation of many native Californians from their villages to missions for the purpose of being
“converted” and to serve as laborers. The exact timing and nature of the relocation of the Chochenyo
speakers is difficult to determine. Mission Santa Clara began converting Native Americans in 1777 but
prior to 1806 their records are problematic for determining tribal group affiliation. In 1797, Mission San
Jose de Guadeloupe (Mission San Jose) began converting native peoples, yet their registers provide no
tribal names until 1803 (Milliken 1995). Despite this information gap, more than likely, the Chochenyo
group was brought under Spanish administration sometime between 1801, and 1806 in the Santa Clara,
and San Jose Missions (Milliken 1995), and possibly Mission San Francisco de Asis (Mission Dolores)
when other Costanoan groups were subjected to the same fate.

At the missions, native groups were subjected to a daily routine of agricultural labor and a regimented
lifeway. By 1810, the indigenous people of present-day Contra Costa and the surrounding counties had
been entirely relocated to the missions. With notable exceptions, such as the village of Alisal (in
present-day Alameda County) where the traditional native social system persisted into the 20" century,
the indigenous mode of existence had largely disappeared by 1810. By 1935, for all practical purposes
the Costanoan language was extinct and, by 1968, less than 200 people could claim probable
Costanoan/Ohlone descent (Levy 1978). Today, however, the Ohlone people are reinvesting in their
culture and traditional lifeways. Through new-found political, economic, and social influence
Costanoan peoples constitute a thriving native community within the broader context of present-day
California.



Historic Period Setting

Although Spanish expeditions to the California coastline date to the 16™ and early 17™ centuries (e.g.,
Juan Rodriguez Cabrillo in 1542, Sebastian Rodriguez Cermefio in 1595, and Sebastian Vizecaino in
1602), the conventional date for the beginning of the Spanish Period in California is 1769, the date of the
founding of the first mission in California, Mission San Diego de Alcald. Spanish exploration of the San
Francisco Bay Area and surrounding lands also began in 1769 when Gaspar de Portola led his expedition
into Alta California to locate Monterey Bay. In 1774, Don Fernando de Rivera y Moncada headed another
party to identify potential mission sites, and Juan Bautista de Anza followed with an expedition in 1776
(Beck and Haase 1974).

The Franciscans eventually established 21 missions and four presidios (military bases) between Sonoma
and San Diego between 1769, and 1823 (Beck and Haase 1974). The missions were situated so that they
could be reached within a day’s ride of each other. The presidios were spread out evenly among the
missions although some missions also housed soldiers within their walls. Most missions included a
Convento (padre’s residence), housing for the neophytes, and various other facilities such as school
rooms, shops, mills, tanneries, storehouses, sheds, and livestock corrals. Other amenities, such as
gardens, vineyards, orchards, cultivated fields, and grazing land were developed in and around the
missions (Blackmar 1976) that were self-sustaining as they raised a variety of grains and crops as well as
sheep and cattle.

Mexico achieved independence from Spain in 1821 at which time Alta California was declared a territory
of the Mexican republic. In 1834, the Mexican government secularized the missions and divided their
land holdings into ranchos including Rancho San Pablo within which the NHA is located. Rancho San
Pablo was a 17,938-ac. land grant given to Francisco Maria Castro, a former soldier at the San Francisco
Presidio and one-time alcalde of the Pueblo of San José, in 1823 (Beck and Haase 1974). With

the cession of California to the United States following the Mexican—American War, the 1848 Treaty of
Guadalupe Hidalgo provided that the land grants would be honored. As required by the California Land
Act of 1851(9 Stat. 631), a claim for Rancho San Pablo was filed with the Public Land Commission by
Joaquin Ysidro Castro in 1852, and the grant was patented to Joaquin Ysidro Castro in 1878.

El Cerrito

The most notable Euro-American to settle in what would become the City of El Cerrito was Wilhelm F.
Rust, a native of Hannover (Germany) who immigrated to California in 1883. He leased property, built a
blacksmith shop and his business grew supporting the local cattle ranches, dairies, and farms. As a
community grew around his shop and a hardware store he later purchased, the settlement was named Rust
in his honor. The town remained generally quiet and unremarkable until 1906 when the Sand Francisco
earthquake destroyed much of the city and refugees fled to the east side of the San Francisco Bay and
quickly settled in. The town of Rust essentially became official in 1909 when a post office was
established in Rust’s hardware store, and he took on the role as the Postmaster.

The town rapidly grew and was formally incorporated at El Cerrito (/iffle hill in Spanish) in 1917 with a
population of 1,500 residents. One of the first orders of business after the City was incorporated was to
impose a license fee for each of the saloons in town to pay the wages of marshal, clerk and treasurer, and
for other needs of the City. As there were nearly twenty saloons scattered about the community, mostly
along San Pablo Avenue, the revenue was significant and for the first time, fire and police protection were
also available to the new city’s residents. Priority was given to a street paving program and soon after the
incorporation the driving of cattle down San Pablo Avenue to a slaughterhouse on Central Avenue was
stopped (E1 Cerrito Historical Society 2023).

Being just across from San Francisco, El Cerrito grew quickly, reaching a population of 3,852 in 1930,
and 7,000 in 1940. During the World War II years, the population sky-rocketed to over 16,000 and with
the post-war housing boom, to over 18,000 in 1950. Today, El Cerrito has a population of 24,000 and
serves as an economic and cultural hub for the Bay Area.
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Chung Mei Home

In 1923, Dr. Charles R. Shepard founded the Chung Mei Home for Chinese Boys after seeing dozens of
hungry, abandoned Chinese boys in San Francisco’s Chinatown. Shepard noted that “No other orphanage
would take in children of color or Asiatic races.” The home was first located in an old wooden building in
Berkeley, but in part due to the efforts of the boys themselves, money was raised to build a larger facility
and the location in El Cerrito was eventually chosen. The home (Chung Mei Home Historic District) was
built in 1935 on a hillside bordered by Elm Street to the west and by existing residential housing to the
north, east, and south. The home consisted of a main building, a maintenance building, an art studio, an L-
shaped classroom building, a gymnasium, a library/classroom building, and numerous additional
structures, buildings, and features. From 1935 to 1954, the home provided residential care, guidance, and
structure for neglected and abandoned Chinese boys. The present-day Chung Mei Home for Chinese Boys
Historic District (the District) still reflects its institutional design and integrity. LSA Associates of
Richmond, California completed a Historical Resources Evaluation of the district in 2007. The evaluation
concluded that the District appeared eligible for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources
for its association with the Chinese experience in California and the San Francisco Bay Area.

NATIVE AMERICAN COMMUNITY OUTREACH

Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 21080.1, 21080.3.1, and 21080.3.2 require public agencies to
consult with the appropriate California Native American tribes identified by the Native American
Heritage Commission (NAHC) for the purpose of mitigating impacts to cultural resources. To meet PRC
requirements, on August 15%, 2023, SAS emailed a letter and a map depicting the project area and
surrounding vicinity to the NAHC requesting a Sacred Lands File (SLF) search, and a list of Native
American community representatives who might have an interest in, or concerns with the proposed
Project. The NAHC responded to SAS on August 24 stating that the search of the SLF was positive,
indicating that a culturally sensitive property had been identified within or near the project area
(Attachment B).

The NAHC also provided a list of appropriate local tribal organizations and individual contacts each of
which SAS by mailed letter on August 30™, 2023, informing them of the proposed Project and inquiring if
they had any knowledge of cultural properties within or near the project area. On September 11%, Francis
Ranstead, Tribal Administrator for the Confederated Villages of Lisjan Nation (Lisjan Nation), emailed
SAS and noted that:

The Tribe would like to consult for this project. You can find our Calendly link below to schedule a
consultation at your earliest convenience. Please make sure to include the project name in the notes
section when scheduling the consultation to help us prepare for our meeting.

Francis Ranstead, in a separate email, also requested:

...a copy of the final CHRIS, Sacred Lands File and EIR for this project, along with the SLF from
Native American Heritage Commission and any additional archeological reports. Our physical
address is: PO BOX 6487 Oakland CA 94603 or if you would prefer to send them electronically,
please send them to this email address.

Since SAS cannot directly engage in Consultation and requests for Project documentation have to go
through the City, SAS forwarded these requests to the City for further action. No other requests have
been forwarded from any of the contacts suggested by the NAHC. If additional outreach or requests for
Consultation are received, SAS will forward them to the City and prepare an addendum to this report if
necessary.

The Lisjan Nation also engaged directly with the City in a meeting on October 18®, 2023. At this
meeting, the Lisjan Nation representatives requested confirmation that ground disturbances would not
occur near creek bottoms and that the City would notify them if the scope changed. The representatives
also requested a copy of this report which the City provided.
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CALIFORNIA HISTORICAL RESOURCES INFORMATION SYSTEM RECORDS SEARCH

The Northwest Information Center (NWIC) of the California Historical Resources Information System
provided the results of a record search request to SAS on September 18", 2023 (NWIC File No. 23-0215).
This search included a review of the NWIC archives for previously known or recorded cultural resources,
studies, and isolates within the project area and a halt-mile (mi.) radius. The search also included, but was
not necessarily restricted to, a review of the following sources:

o The National Register of Historic Places (Historic Properties Directory, California Office of
Historic Preservation)

o The California Register of Historic Places (Historic Properties Directory, California Office
of Historic Preservation)

o The California Historical Landmarks (California Office of Historic Preservation)
o The California Points of Historical Interest (California Office of Historic Preservation)

o The California Inventory of Historic Resources (California Department of Parks and
Recreation).

The NWIC record search indicated that one cultural resource, a house built in 1898 on Navellier Street (P-
07-000995), was located immediately adjacent to the project area. NWIC also reported six additional
cultural resources within one half-mi. of the project area:

e P-07-002714: Prehistoric shell midden at 8420 Buckingham Ave.

e P-07-002910: Chung Me Home for Chinese Boys District / Windrush School
e P-07-002911: Main building - Chung Me Home for Chinese Boys

e P-07-002912: Maintenance building - Chung Me Home for Chinese Boys

e P-07-002913: Windrush School classroom building

e P-07-003064: Indian mound at Navellier Street

The NWIC also noted that two previous cultural resources investigations included at least a portion of the
current project area and an additional five studies have been conducted within the half-mi. search area.

ADDITIONAL RESEARCH

In order to ascertain patterns of public-private land ownership within the project area and identify
potential undocumented cultural resources and sensitive landforms, SAS conducted additional archival
research focused on historic mapping and federal land transfer records. This research consisted of
reviews of the Bureau of Land Management’s General Land Office (GLO) archives including patent
records, historical USGS topographic quadrangle maps, and aerial photography.

USGS mapping showing the project area and surrounding region dates to as early as 1895 with regular
modifications and re-prints throughout the 20" century. The early topographic quadrangle (1895) does
not show any developments within the project area other than a possible building at the current-day
intersection of Arlington Boulevard and where Scenic Drive would be constructed in the mid-late 1940s
(outside the HNA). This building appears on USGS mapping between 1895, and 1947 after which time
development was clearly shown encroaching on the area where the HNA would eventually be
established. Historic aerial photography, which only dates to as early as 1946, does not show any
indications of a structure or building at the Arlington Boulevard/Scenic Drive location. The duration of
its depiction on USGS mapping well into the 1940s suggests the symbol for the building on the USGS
mapping was an error simply transferred onto later printings long after the actual building or structure
was gone.

Acerial photography generally confirms a lack of buildings, structures, or substantial road alignments in
the HNA parcels. However, a clear picture of encroaching urban/suburban development can be seen
during the latter half of the 20" century.
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A review of GLO land patent records detailing the transfers of public land to private individuals and
companies (or the State of California) shows that only one patent was issued for lands encompassing the
project area. This was for the 17,938-ac. Rancho San Pablo which, under the California Land Act of 1851,
was formally patented to Francisco Maria Castro, Juaquin Isidro Castro, and Juaquin Y. Castro. The 1867
GLO plat map of Township 1 North, Range 4 West shows the boundaries of the Rancho San Pablo but no
other developments, natural features, or survey markers are depicted which was common practice at the
time for Mexican land grant properties.

FIELD SURVEY
Methods

On September 27", 2023, SAS archaeologists conducted an intensive pedestrian survey of the project area
utilizing pedestrian transects spaced no greater than approximately 10 meters apart. A sub-meter accurate
Trimble GPS unit was utilized to verify project area boundaries and to record locations of landscape
features and cultural resources. In areas where extremely steep hillsides and/or impenetrably dense
vegetation were present, opportunistic survey techniques were employed as necessary using existing trails
within the HNA.

Results

The project area consists of a rugged landscape of slopes, drainages, and dense woodlands on a series of
steep-sided hills with a western aspect towards San Francisco Bay. Ground surface visibility was poor
throughout the project area due to heavy vegetation with the exception of small erosional areas along
established trails, and in rodent burrows. One previously documented historic-era resource, the 1898
house on Navellier Street (P-07-000995) was noted by the SAS field team. No other historic-era or early
Native American sites, features, sensitive landforms or soil types (e.g., midden) or artifacts were recorded.
Representative photographs of the overall project area as encountered in the field survey are included as
Attachment C.

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Archival research, outreach to the Native American community, and an intensive field survey did not
document indications of prehistoric activities in the project area. Although the NAHC noted that a
culturally significant property was known to be present within or near the project area, none of the tribal
contacts and representatives have expressed any concerns regarding this possible site. In addition, an
intensive field survey did not identify any potentially sensitive landforms or significant level terrain in the
project area, suggesting it retains a low level of sensitivity for containing traces of early Native American
occupation. Concerning historic period resources, historic mapping, aerial photographs, archival
research, and the field survey indicated that no developments of any kind occurred in the project area
although P-07-000995 is located immediately adjacent. Consequently, SAS proposes a low level of
sensitivity for the project area to exhibit potentially significant historic-era sites, features, or artifacts. As
P-07-000995 would not be affected by the proposed Project, no Native American representatives or
groups have expressed concerns regarding the Project, and research did not identify any cultural resources
or sensitive landforms, SAS recommends that the Project would have no impact on historical resources
per CEQA.

If human remains or any associated funerary artifacts are discovered during construction, all work must
cease within the immediate vicinity of the discovery. In accordance with the California Health and Safety
Code (Section 7050.5), the Contra Costa County Sherift/Coroner must be contacted immediately. If the
Coroner determines the remains to be Native American, the Coroner will notify the Native American
Heritage Commission, which will in turn appoint a Most Likely Descendent (MLD) to act as a tribal
representative. The MLD will work with the City and a qualified archaeologist to determine the proper
treatment of the human remains and any associated funerary objects. Construction activities will not
resume until either the human remains are exhumed, or the remains are avoided via Project construction
design change.
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August 30", 2023

The Ohlone Indian Tribe
Andrew Galvan

P.O. Box 3388

Fremont, CA 94539

Re: Hillside Natural Area Fire Resilience and Forest Conservation Management Plan Project, City
of El Cerrito, Alameda County, California

Dear Mr. Galvan:

LSA Associates has retained Solano Archaeological Services (SAS) to conduct a cultural resources
inventory of an approximately 107-acre project area located near Potrero Avenue in the City of El Cerrito
(the City) in Alameda County, California. The City was awarded a State Coastal Conservancy grant with
which to conduct forest revitalization activities, and as such the Project is subject to California
Environmental Quality Act requirements. The project area is situated in the San Pablo Land Grant in
projected Township 1 North, Range 4 East, as depicted on the attached Richmond, California USGS 7.5’
topographic quadrangle map.

The cultural investigation will include an intensive field survey and we would like to know if you have
any knowledge of cultural resources in the vicinity. For your information, the Native American Heritage
Commission conducted a search of the Sacred Lands File and identified a previously documented
culturally sensitive site or property within or near the project area. If you have any concerns with the
proposed Project or know of any potentially significant properties in the area, I would appreciate hearing
from you.

If you have any questions, feel free to contact me by email at brian@solanoarchaeology, or via phone at
530-417-7007.

Regards,

£

Brian Ludwig, Ph.D. ~
Principal Investigator








http://www.solanoarchaeology.com



http://www.solanoarchaeology.com

August 30", 2023

Muwekma Ohlone Indian Tribe of the San Francisco Bay Area
Charlene Nijmeh, Chair

20885 Redwood Rd.

Suite 232

Castro Valley, CA 94546

Re: Hillside Natural Area Fire Resilience and Forest Conservation Management Plan Project, City
of El Cerrito, Alameda County, California

Dear Ms. Nijmeh:

LSA Associates has retained Solano Archaeological Services (SAS) to conduct a cultural resources
inventory of an approximately 107-acre project area located near Potrero Avenue in the City of El Cerrito
(the City) in Alameda County, California. The City was awarded a State Coastal Conservancy grant with
which to conduct forest revitalization activities, and as such the Project is subject to California
Environmental Quality Act requirements. The project area is situated in the San Pablo Land Grant in
projected Township 1 North, Range 4 East, as depicted on the attached Richmond, California USGS 7.5’
topographic quadrangle map.

The cultural investigation will include an intensive field survey and we would like to know if you have
any knowledge of cultural resources in the vicinity. For your information, the Native American Heritage
Commission conducted a search of the Sacred Lands File and identified a previously documented
culturally sensitive site or property within or near the project area. If you have any concerns with the
proposed Project or know of any potentially significant properties in the area, I would appreciate hearing
from you.

If you have any questions, feel free to contact me by email at brian@solanoarchaeology, or via phone at
530-417-7007.

Regards,

£

Brian Ludwig, Ph.D. ~
Principal Investigator





http://www.solanoarchaeology.com
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August 30", 2023

Guidiville Rancheria
Michael Derry, Historian
P.O. Box 339

Talmage, CA 95481

Re: Hillside Natural Area Fire Resilience and Forest Conservation Management Plan Project, City
of El Cerrito, Alameda County, California

Dear Mr. Derry:

LSA Associates has retained Solano Archaeological Services (SAS) to conduct a cultural resources
inventory of an approximately 107-acre project area located near Potrero Avenue in the City of El Cerrito
(the City) in Alameda County, California. The City was awarded a State Coastal Conservancy grant with
which to conduct forest revitalization activities, and as such the Project is subject to California
Environmental Quality Act requirements. The project area is situated in the San Pablo Land Grant in
projected Township 1 North, Range 4 East, as depicted on the attached Richmond, California USGS 7.5’
topographic quadrangle map.

The cultural investigation will include an intensive field survey and we would like to know if you have
any knowledge of cultural resources in the vicinity. For your information, the Native American Heritage
Commission conducted a search of the Sacred Lands File and identified a previously documented
culturally sensitive site or property within or near the project area. If you have any concerns with the
proposed Project or know of any potentially significant properties in the area, I would appreciate hearing
from you.

If you have any questions, feel free to contact me by email at brian@solanoarchaeology, or via phone at
530-417-7007.

Regards,

£

Brian Ludwig, Ph.D. ~
Principal Investigator
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August 30", 2023

The Ohlone Indian Tribe
Vincent Medina

17365 Via Del Rey

San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Re: Hillside Natural Area Fire Resilience and Forest Conservation Management Plan Project, City
of El Cerrito, Alameda County, California

Dear Mr. Medina:

LSA Associates has retained Solano Archaeological Services (SAS) to conduct a cultural resources
inventory of an approximately 107-acre project area located near Potrero Avenue in the City of El Cerrito
(the City) in Alameda County, California. The City was awarded a State Coastal Conservancy grant with
which to conduct forest revitalization activities, and as such the Project is subject to California
Environmental Quality Act requirements. The project area is situated in the San Pablo Land Grant in
projected Township 1 North, Range 4 East, as depicted on the attached Richmond, California USGS 7.5’
topographic quadrangle map.

The cultural investigation will include an intensive field survey and we would like to know if you have
any knowledge of cultural resources in the vicinity. For your information, the Native American Heritage
Commission conducted a search of the Sacred Lands File and identified a previously documented
culturally sensitive site or property within or near the project area. If you have any concerns with the
proposed Project or know of any potentially significant properties in the area, I would appreciate hearing
from you.

If you have any questions, feel free to contact me by email at brian@solanoarchaeology, or via phone at
530-417-7007.

Regards,

£

Brian Ludwig, Ph.D. ~
Principal Investigator



ATTACHMENT C

Representative Project Area Photographs



Photo 0718. Project area overview, view to north Photo 0913. Project area overview, view to west

Photo 2404. Representative photo, steep slope Photo 0927. Enhanced drainage in project area, view to NE

Photo 5720. HNA nature trail, view to south Photo 3822. 1332 Navellier St., view to northeast



