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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Between March and June 2025, at the request of HANA Resources, CRM TECH
performed a cultural resources study on approximately nine acres of undeveloped land
in the City of Tustin, Orange County, California. The subject property of the study is
located at the southwest corner of Legacy Road and Valencia Avenue, within the
former boundaries of the decommissioned Marine Corps Air Station Tustin. It
comprises a portion of Tract 46, Township 5 South, Range 9 West, San Bernardino
Baseline and Meridian, as depicted in the United States Geological Survey Tustin,
California, 7.5’ quadrangle.

The study is a part of the environmental review process for the proposed construction
of offices and outdoor event space for the Tustin Unified School District (TUSD). As
the lead agency for the project, the TUSD required the study in compliance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The purpose of the study is to provide
the TUSD with the necessary information and analysis to determine whether the project
would cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a “historical resource,”
as defined by CEQA. In order to identify such resources, CRM TECH conducted a
historical/archaeological resources records search, initiated a Sacred Lands File search,
pursued historical background research, and carried out an intensive-level field survey.

Throughout the course of these research procedures, no potential “historical resources”
were encountered within or adjacent to the project boundaries. Based on these findings,
CRM TECH recommends to the TUSD a conclusion of No Impact regarding “historical
resources.” No further cultural resources investigation is recommended for the project
unless development plans undergo such changes as to include areas not covered by this
study. However, if buried cultural materials are discovered during earth-moving
operations associated with the project, all work in that area should be halted or diverted
until a qualified archaeologist can evaluate the nature and significance of the finds.
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INTRODUCTION

Between March and June 2025, at the request of HANA Resources, CRM TECH performed a
cultural resources study on approximately nine acres of undeveloped land in the City of Tustin,
Orange County, California (Fig. 1). The subject property of the study is located at the southwest
corner of Legacy Road and Valencia Avenue, within the former boundaries of the decommissioned
Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) Tustin. It comprises a portion of Tract 46, Township 5 South,
Range 9 West, San Bernardino Baseline and Meridian, as depicted in the United States Geological
Survey (USGS) Tustin, California, 7.5’ quadrangle (Figs. 2, 3).

The study is a part of the environmental review process for the proposed construction of offices and
outdoor event space for the Tustin Unified School District (TUSD). As the lead agency for the
project, the TUSD required the study in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA; PRC 821000, et seq.). The purpose of the study is to provide the TUSD with the necessary
information and analysis to determine whether the project would cause a substantial adverse change
in the significance of a “historical resource,” as defined by CEQA.

In order to identify such resources, CRM TECH conducted a historical/archaeological resources
records search, initiated a Sacred Lands File search, pursued historical background research, and
carried out an intensive-level field survey. The following report is a complete account of the
methods, results, and conclusion of the study. Personnel who participated in these research
procedures are named in the appropriate sections below, and their qualifications are provided in
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Figure 1. Project vicinity, based on USGS Long Beach and Santa Ana, Calif., 120°x60° quadrangles (USGS 1978; 1979).
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Figure 3. Recent satellite image of the project area.



SETTING
NATURAL SETTING

The City of Tustin is located on the southeastern rim of the Los Angeles Basin, which is surrounded
by the Palos Verdes Peninsula and the San Gabriel, Santa Monica, and Santa Ana Mountains. The
region is a part of the Peninsular Ranges Province, a geomorphic province made up of a series of
northwest-southeast trending structural blocks featuring uplifted mountains separated by valley
basins that have developed along the intervening fault zones. The Mediterranean-type climate and
environment of this region are marked by warm, dry summers and mild, rainy winters. In the general
vicinity of the City of Tustin, summer temperatures average around 85°F, and winter lows can dip
below freezing. Average annual precipitation is less than 15 inches, most of which occurs in winter
and early spring.

Situated in the southwestern portion of the City of Tustin, the project area is surrounded by
residential neighborhoods and commercial buildings to the northeast, the Legacy Magnet Academy
to the south, and remaining structures of the decommissioned MCAS Tustin to the west (Figs. 3).
Within the project area, there is a stockpile of soil that spans the length of the project area as well as
several soil mounds near the southern and northern boundaries, likely spoils from recent construction
nearby. Elevations on the property range around 55 feet above mean sea level. In its native state, the
project area would be a part of the California Coastal Scrub Plant Community, but vegetation
observed includes primarily invasive species such as foxtails and black mustard (Fig. 4).

Figure 4. Current natural setting of the project area. (Photograph taken on May 9, 2025; view to the southwest)

D-8



CULTURAL SETTING
Prehistoric Context

It is widely acknowledged that human occupation in what is now the State of California began
8,000-12,000 years ago. In attempting to describe and understand the cultural processes that
occurred in the ensuing years, archaeologists have developed a number of chronological frameworks
that endeavor to correlate the technological and cultural changes that are observable in
archaeological records to distinct time periods. The general framework for the prehistory of the
southern Californian coastal region is outlined in Moratto (1984), which is the basis for the
following discussion.

According to some theories, migration of indigenous groups from the interior deserts of southern
California to the already inhabited coastal region took place around 7,500 years ago. Unfortunately,
very little is known about the coastal groups during this early period in prehistory. With the
immigration of people from the interior, a fusion of regional cultural traits, specifically those
pertaining to subsistence procurement, occurred between the newcomers and original coastal
inhabitants. The newcomers introduced new plant resources and plant-processing techniques to the
coastal groups, and at the same time learned to exploit more intensively the littoral resources.

Archaeological investigations at various sites along the southern Californian coast have uncovered
valuable data regarding later time periods in this region. Sites dating to the La Jolla | Period, ca.
5500-3500 B.C., have yielded numerous millingstone tools, crudely shaped scrapers, and flexed
burials. The La Jolla Il Period, ca. 3500-2000 B.C., is distinguished from the previous period by the
presence of cemeteries, discoidals, and various projectile point types. Following this is the La Jolla
I11 Period, ca. 2000-1000 B.C., which is characterized by the influence of Yuman cultural traits from
the east on the coastal cultures.

With this second intrusion of eastern groups to the area, increased exploitation of terrestrial food
sources further diminished the coastal people’s dependence on littoral resources. With an increasing
focus on acorn-processing activities, indigenous groups along the southern Californian coast slowly
began settling the interior regions. There was also a shift from inhumation to cremation around 500
B.C., possibly another result of eastern influences.

Ethnohistoric Context

The Los Angeles Basin region is generally considered a part of the traditional territory of the
Gabrielino, a Takic-speaking people who were considered among the most populous and powerful
ethnic group in aboriginal southern California (Bean and Smith 1978:538). The Gabrielino’s
territory spanned from San Clemente Island along the coast to the present-day San Bernardino-
Riverside area and south into southern Orange County, and their influence spread as far as the San
Joaquin Valley, the Colorado River, and Baja California. The leading ethnographic sources on
Gabrielino culture and history include Bean and Smith (1978), Miller (1991), and McCawley (1996).
The following discussion is based mainly on these sources.

Prior to European contact, native subsistence practices were defined by the varying landscape and
based primarily on gathering, cultivating, hunting, and fishing, exploiting nearly all of the resources
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available in a highly developed seasonal mobility system. In inland areas, the predominant food
sources included acorns, pifion nuts, other seeds, roots, wild fruits/berries, and wild onions.
Medicinal and ceremonial plants such as yerba buena, elderberry, and sage were typically cultivated
near villages. Common game animals included deer, antelope, rabbits, wood rats, fish, and
waterfowl. Coastal Gabrielino utilized marine resources and had an advanced maritime navigation
technology with an emphasis on the ti ‘at, the plank canoe (Gamble 2002).

Both inland and coastal Gabrielino populations had a variety of technological skills that they used to
acquire subsistence, shelter, and medicine or to create ornaments and decorations. Common tools
included manos and metates, mortars and pestles, hammerstones, fire drills, awls, arrow
straighteners, and stone knives and scrapers. These lithic tools were made from locally sourced
material as well as those procured through trade or travel. The Gabrielino also used wood, horn, and
bone spoons and stirrers as well as baskets for winnowing, leaching, grinding, transporting,
parching, storing, and cooking. However, much of this material cultural, elaborately decorated, does
not survive in the archaeological record. As usual, the main items found archaeologically relate to
subsistence activities.

The intricacies of Gabrielino social organization are not well known, although evidence suggests the
existence of a moiety system in which various clans belonged to one or the other of two main social/
cultural divisions. There also seems to have existed at least three hierarchically ordered social
classes, topped with an elite consisting of the chiefs, their immediate families, and the very rich.
Some individuals owned land, and property boundaries were marked by the owner’s personalized
symbol. Villages were politically autonomous, composed of nonlocalized lineages, each with its own
leader. The dominant lineage’s leader was usually the village chief, whose office was generally
hereditary through the male line. Often several villages were allied under the leadership of a single
chief. The villages were frequently engaged in warfare against one another, resulting in what some
consider to be a state of constant enmity between coastal and inland Gabrielino groups.

As early as 1542, the Gabrielino were in contact with the Spanish during the historic expedition of
Juan Rodriguez Cabrillo, but it was not until 1769 that the Spaniards took steps to colonize
Gabrielino territory. Shortly afterwards, most of the Gabrielino people were incorporated into the
mission system. Due to forced labor, dietary deficiencies, introduced diseases, and forceful
reduction, Gabrielino population dwindled rapidly. By 1900, they had almost ceased to exist as a
culturally identifiable group (Bean and Smith 1978:540). In recent decades, however, there has been
a renaissance of Native American activism and cultural revitalization among groups of Gabrielino
descendants, including the reconstruction and utilization of ti ‘at and incorporating the ethnographic
names Kizh and Tongva into official documentation (Stickel 2016).

Historic Context

Shortly after the beginning of Spanish colonization of Alta California, the establishment of Mission
San Gabriel Arcangel in 1771 and Mission San Juan Capistrano in 1776 absorbed the present-day
Orange County area into the mission system. The first private European landholder in central Orange
County was Juan Pablo Grijalva of San Diego, a former Spanish soldier who had served with the
1775 Juan de Anza overland expedition from Mexico (Beck and Haase 1974:37; Brigandi n.d.). In
1801, Grijalva received a provisional concession from the Spanish colonial government to a roughly
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70,000-acre tract of land between the two missions (Brigandi n.d.). After Grijalva’s death in 1806,
his son-in-law José Antonio Yorba and grandson Juan Pablo Peralta petitioned to inherit the
concession, which was approved in 1810 under the name of Rancho Santiago de Santa Ana (ibid.).

As the Yorba and Peralta families acquired additional acreage during the ensuing years, their
landholdings eventually extended from the Riverside County line along the Santa Ana River to the
Pacific Ocean (Brigandi n.d.; Santa Ana Historical Society n.d.). One of Yorba’s sons, José Antonio
Yorba Il, settled in the area that would later become the City of Orange (Brigandi n.d.). In 1866, a
member of the extended family, Leonardo Cota, defaulted on a loan from Abel Stearns, then the
largest landowner in southern California (City of Orange Public Library n.d.). Rancho Santiago de
Santa Ana was subsequently divided among the family members and the claimants in a lawsuit over
the debt (ibid.).

In 1868, Columbus Tustin purchased 1,300 acres in the area and established Tustin City among the
sycamore and wild mustard trees (Tustin Area Historical Society n.d.). During the 1870s-1880s, a
major land boom swept through much of southern California following the completion of the
Southern Pacific Railroad and the competing Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway. It was during
this time that Tustin grew and saw the establishment of a hotel, a bank, three churches, and a horse-
drawn trolley line, along with many new homes and groves (ibid.). By the 1890s, Tustin was a
thriving agricultural community and had replaced groves of walnuts and apricots with Valencia
oranges (ibid.; City of Tustin n.d.).

The town continued to grow, and its population reached over 900 by 1927, when Tustin was
incorporated (Tustin Area Historical Society n.d.). In 1942, during World War Il, Tustin was chosen
as the site of two Lighter-than-Air Ship Hangars to house blimps tasked with patrolling the coast to
protect ships and guard against enemy submarines, which became the root of MCAS Tustin (Weitze
and Dolan 2000). After the war, Tustin saw accelerated growth in the 1950s, with the development
of freeways, post-war industries, and quality schools attracting thousands of people to the city
(Tustin Area Historical Society n.d.). Meanwhile, with the increasing diversification of its economic
livelihood, Tustin’s citrus acreage gradually gave way to urban expansion. Today, like the rest of
northern and central Orange County, the Tustin is a fully urbanized community, with an estimated
population of nearly 79,000 as of 2024 spread over an 11-square-mile area (USCB n.d.).

RESEARCH METHODS
RECORDS SEARCH

On March 27, 2025, CRM TECH archaeologist Eulices Lopez conducted the cultural resources
records search at the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) at California State
University, Fullerton, which is the State of California’s official cultural resource records repository
for Orange County. During the records search, Lopez examined pertinent maps and records for
previously identified cultural resources and existing cultural resources reports within a one-mile
radius of the project area. Previously identified cultural resources include properties designated as
California Historical Landmarks or Points of Historical Interest, as well as those listed in the
National Register of Historic Places, the California Register of Historical Resources, or the
California Historical Resources Inventory.
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SACRED LANDS FILE SEARCH

On March 24, 2025, a written request was submitted to the State of California Native American
Heritage Commission (NAHC) for a records search in the commission’s Sacred Lands File. The
NAHC is the State of California’s trustee agency for the protection of “tribal cultural resources,” as
defined by California Public Resources Code §21074, and is tasked with identifying and cataloging
properties of Native American cultural value, including places of special religious, spiritual, or social
significance and known graves and cemeteries throughout the state. The response from the NAHC is
summarized below and attached to this report in Appendix 2.

HISTORICAL RESEARCH

Historical background research for this study was conducted by principal investigator/historian Bai
“Tom” Tang. Sources consulted during the research included published literature in local and
regional history, historical maps of the City of Tustin, and aerial/satellite photographs of the project
vicinity. The maps consulted were primarily USGS topographic maps dated 1896-1981, which are
accessible at the USGS website. The aerial and satellite photographs, taken in 1946-2025, are
available on the Nationwide Environmental Title Research (NETR) Online website and through
Google Earth software.

FIELD SURVEY

On May 9, 2025, CRM TECH archaeologist Melissa Portilla carried out the field survey of the
project area. The survey was completed on foot at an intensive level by walking a series of parallel
transects oriented northeast-southwest and spaced 15 meters (approximately 50 feet) apart. In this
way, the ground surface in the entire project area was systematically and carefully examined for any
evidence of human activities dating to the prehistoric or historic period (i.e., 50 years or older).
Ground visibility was generally poor (5-10%) in much of the project area due to either thick
vegetation or the presence of soil stockpiles (Fig. 4). In light of the extent of past ground
disturbances in the vicinity, however, the visibility level was not considered a major hindrance to the
survey effort.

RESULTS AND FINDINGS
RECORDS SEARCH

The record search results indicate that the project area, either in segments or as a whole, was
included in 10 previous surveys carried out between 1979 and 2008. Among these, six provided a
literature review of research that had been conducted within the project area and its vicinity, while
three studies were monitoring reports for development projects nearby. One study included a
systematic field survey that was conducted on three parcels of land located on MCAS Tustin, two of
which covered portions of the northern part of the project area. Despite this extensive coverage of
the project area and its vicinity, no cultural resources were previously recorded within or adjacent to
project boundaries. Since all of these past studies are now more than 10 years old, they are
considered out-of-date for statutory compliance purposes today.
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Outside of the project area but within the one-mile scope of the records search, SCCIC records
identify 49 additional studies completed between 1978 and 2017, none of which was adjacent to the
project area. In all, approximately 95% of the land within the records search scope has been
surveyed. The results of these studies suggest that the project area lies in two archaeologically and
historically noteworthy areas, Irvine Ranch and MCAS Tustin. The Irvine Ranch was originally
made up of several Mexican and Spanish land grants in Orange County, spanning 100,000 acres
(Schroth 1979). The first archaeological survey on the ranch was conducted in 1912, in which
several shell midden sites were located (ibid.). By the late 1970s, as many as 600 archaeological
sites had been found on the ranch (Strozier 1978).

Located within the Irvine Ranch property is the MCAS Tustin. In 1942, agricultural land that was
formerly used to grow lima beans became the site of the Santa Ana Lighter-than-Air Base, which
later became the MCAS Tustin (RBF Consulting and Petrone Communications 2008). The Station
housed two massive blimp hangars, which were designated Buildings 28 and 29 by the U.S. Navy
(ibid.). These buildings were among the largest wooden structures ever built, measuring 189 feet
high, over 1,000 feet long, and just under 300 feet wide (Kuci 1974). At the end of World War I,
MCAS Tustin was decommissioned and later recommissioned in 1951 to house helicopters and for
Marine helicopter training and operations (ibid.; RBF Consulting and Petrone Communications
2008). In 1975, the station was listed in the National Register of Historic Places. In addition, it also
contained a prehistoric archaeological site, designated 30-000381, which was destroyed by
construction activities in 1971 (White and White 1993). MCAS Tustin was closed in 1999 (Weitze
and Dolan 2000), and in 2023 Building 28 was lost to a fire.

According to SCCIC records, 20 cultural resources were previously recorded within the one-mile
radius, as listed in Table 1. Thirteen of these were prehistoric (i.e., Native American) in origin.
Among them were three archaeological sites and 10 isolates (i.e., localities with fewer than three
artifacts), including Site 30-000381 mentioned above. All of these sites and isolates consisted of
scattered groundstone, flaked-stone, and/or faunal artifacts. The other seven resources, including five
sites and two isolates, dated to the historic period and included the Lighter-than-Air Ship Hangers, a
segment of the Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railway, two buildings from the 1960s-1970s, and
various refuse items. Among the 20 known cultural resources, the nearest to the project location was
one of the two Lighter-than-Air Ship Hangers, the remains of which are located a few hundred feet
to the west. All of the other sites and isolates were recorded at least one-third of a mile from the
project area, including the surviving hanger.

SACRED LANDS FILE SEARCH

In response to CRM TECH’s inquiry, the NAHC stated in a letter dated April 7, 2025, that the
Sacred Lands File (SLF) identified no Native American cultural resources in the project vicinity (see
App. 2). Noting that tribes do not always record their sacred sites in the SLF, however, the NAHC
recommended that local Native American groups be consulted for further information and provided
a referral list of 22 individuals associated with 11 local Native American groups who may have
knowledge of such resources. The NAHC’s reply is attached in Appendix 2 for reference by the
TUSD in future government-to-government consultations with the pertinent tribal groups, if
necessary.
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Table 1. Previously Recorded Cultural Resources within the Scope of the Records Search
Resource Date Descriotion Approx. Distance
Number Recorded P from Project
Prehistoric double-grooved arrowshaft straightener, .
30-000381 1972 mortar, metate 3/4 mile
30-001652/ C .
CA-ORA-001652 2006 Prehistoric lithic scatter, shell, faunal bone 1/2 mile
30-001725/ Prehistoric groundstone scatters, chipped stone artifacts, .
CA-ORA-001725 | 2013 marine shells 3/4 mile
30-001726/ . .
CA-ORA-001726 2013 Refuse pit, c. 1914-1945 3/4 mile
30-001760 2015 H|stor!c-pgrlod artifact concentrations, c. 1820-1987, with 1/3 mile
a prehistoric mano
30-100190 2011-2012 Isolate: prehistoric sandstone bowl fragment 3/4 mile
30-100191 2011-2012 Isolate: prehistoric chert projectile point 3/4 mile
30-100192 2011-2012 Isolate: historic-period broken metal arrow-shaped object | 3/4 mile
30-100193 2011-2012 Isolate: historic-period broken metal arrow-shaped object | 3/4 mile
30-100194 2011-2012 Isolate: prehistoric bifacial mano 1 mile
30-100195 2011-2012 Isolate: prehistoric bifacial mano fragment 1 mile
30-100196 2011-2012 Isolate: prehistoric bifacial mano fragments 1 mile
30-100197 2011-2012 Isolate: prehistoric bifacial mano fragment 1 mile
30-100198 2011-2012 Isolate: prehistoric shell fragments 3/4 mile
30-100199 2011-2012 Isolate: prehistoric metate fragment 1 mile
30-100200 2011-2012 Isolate: prehistoric metate fragments 1 mile
30-100201 2011 Isolate: prehistoric granitic pestle 1/2 mile
) ) Lighter-than-Air Ship Hangars, Marine Corps Air Station,
30-160312 1974-1975 1943; listed in the National Register of Historic Places 300 feet
30-176663 2002 Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railway, 1885-1888 1/3 mile
30-176837 2006 Two buildings, 1963 and 1974 1 mile

HISTORICAL RESEARCH

Historical sources consulted for this study suggest that development activities in the project area
began in the early 1940s with the establishment of what would eventually become MCAS Tustin
(Figs. 5-10). Prior to that, the project area evidently remained unsettled and undeveloped, except
perhaps as agricultural fields, although the original alignment of Valencia Avenue appeared to cross
the southwestern tip of the property in the 1930s (Figs. 5-8). After the establishment of the military
blimp and, later, helicopter base, the part of VValencia Avenue across the project area became known
as Moffett Drive, and another road was built across the northwestern edge of the property, leading to
the hangers and helipads nearby (Figs. 9, 10; NETR Online 1946-1980).

No other notable features were known to be present within the project boundaries during the historic
period, as most of the property was left unused (Figs. 9, 10; NETR Online 1946-1980). After the
closure of MCAS Tustin in 1999, both of these roads were eventually removed and replaced by new
roads along the perimeters of the project area, with Valencia Avenue built in 2006-2007 and Legacy
Road built in 2017-2019 (NETR Online 1980-2022; Google Earth 1994-2025). In the meantime, the
entire project area was cleared in 2016-2017, but no further development occurred on the property
after that (ibid.).

10
D-14



SCALE 1:62,500

[ e — o — s — e — s}

Y,

N

=,

7 ///
\V
i
y
\

SCALE 1:62,500

Figure 5. The project area and vicinity in 1894. (Source
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Figure 6. The project area and vicinity in 1900. (Source
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Figure 7. The project area and vicinity in 1932. (Source:

USGS 1935)

Figure 8. The project area and vicinity in 1940. (Source:

USGS 1942)
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Figure 10. The project area and vicinity in 1963. (Source:
USGS 1965)

Figure 9. The project area and vicinity in 1946. (Source:
USGS 1948)

FIELD SURVEY

The field survey yielded negative results for potential “historical resources,” and no buildings,
structures, objects, features, or artifacts of prehistoric or historical origin were observed within or
adjacent to the project area. Some scattered refuse was observed throughout the project area,
including crushed PVC pipe, plastic bottles, and broken pieces of concrete, but all of the items
appeared to be modern in origin, and none of them is of any historical or archaeological interest.
Field observations confirmed that the ground surface in the project area had been extensively
disturbed in the past, most recently in relation to nearby construction activities, with little vestige of
the natural landscape remaining today (Fig. 4).

DISCUSSION

The purpose of this study is to identify any cultural resources within the project area and to assist the
TUSD in determining whether such resources meet the official definition of “historical resources,”
as provided in the California Public Resources Code, in particular CEQA. According to PRC
85020.1(j), “historical resource” includes, but is not limited to, any object, building, site, area, place,
record, or manuscript which is historically or archaeologically significant, or is significant in the
architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military,
or cultural annals of California.”
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More specifically, CEQA guidelines state that the term “historical resources” applies to any such
resources listed in or determined to be eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources, included in a local register of historical resources, or determined to be historically
significant by the lead agency (Title 14 CCR 815064.5(a)(1)-(3)). Regarding the proper criteria for
the evaluation of historical significance, CEQA guidelines mandate that “generally a resource shall
be considered by the lead agency to be ‘historically significant’ if the resource meets the criteria for
listing on the California Register of Historical Resources” (Title 14 CCR 815064.5(a)(3)). A
resource may be listed in the California Register if it meets any of the following criteria:

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

(2) Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past.

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

(4) Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.
(PRC 85024.1(c))

In summary of the research results presented above, no potential “historical resources” were
previously recorded within the project area, and none was found during the present survey. The
Native American Sacred Lands File identified no properties of traditional cultural value in the
vicinity, and no notable cultural features, except roads that have since been removed, were known to
be present in the project area throughout the historic period. Based on these findings, and in light of
the criteria listed above, the present report determined that no potential “historical resources” exist
within the project area.

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

CEQA establishes that “a project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment” (PRC
821084.1). “Substantial adverse change,” according to PRC §5020.1(q), “means demolition,
destruction, relocation, or alteration such that the significance of a historical resource would be
impaired.” As stated above, this study has identified no “historical resources,” as defined by CEQA
and the associated regulations, within or adjacent to the project area. Therefore, CRM TECH
presents the following recommendations to the TUSD:

e The proposed project will not cause a substantial adverse change to any known “historical
resources.”

e No further cultural resources investigation is recommended for the project unless development
plans undergo such changes as to include areas not covered by this study.

e If buried cultural materials are discovered during earth-moving operations associated with the
project, all work in that area should be halted or diverted until a qualified archaeologist can
evaluate the nature and significance of the finds.
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SECRETARY
Sara Dutschke
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P ARUIAMENTARIAN
Wayne Nelson
Luisefio

COMMISSIONER
Isaac Bojorquez
Ohlone-Costanoan

COMMISSIONER
Stanley Rodriguez
Kumeyaay

COMMISSIONER
Reid Milanovich
Cohvilla

COMMISSIONER
Bennae Calac

Paum a-Yuima Bond of

Luisefio Indians

COMMISSIONER
Vacant

ACTING EXECUTIVE
SECRETARY
Steven Quinn

NAHC HEADQUARTERS
1550 Harbor Boulevard

Suite 100

West Sacramento,
Califomia 95691
(916) 373-3710

~@nah: v

STATE OF CALIFORNIA Gavin Newsom, Govemor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

April 7, 2025

Nina Gallardo
CRM TECH

Via Email to: ngallardo@crmtech.us
Re: Proposed Tustin USD District Offices Project, Orange County

To Whom It May Concern:

As requested, a record search of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) Sacred
Lands File (SLF) was completed based on information submitted for the above referenced
project. The results were negative. Please note that tribes do not always record their sacred
sites in the SLF, nor are they required to do so. As such, a SLF search is not a substitute for
consultation with all tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with a project’s
geographic area.

Attached is a list of Native American tribes who may also have knowledge of cultural resources
in the project area. This list should provide a starting place in locating areas of potential
adverse impact within the proposed project area. Please contact all of those listed; if they
cannot supply information, they may recommend others with specific knowledge. If within two
weeks of notification, a response has not been received, the Commission requests that you
follow-up with a telephone call or email to ensure that the project information was received.

If you receive notification of a change of address or phone number from a tribe, please notify
the NAHC so that we can assure that our lists contain current information.

In addition to engaging in tribal consultation, you should consult the appropriate regional
Cadlifornia Historical Research Information System (CHRIS) archaeological Information Center to
determine whether it has information regarding the presence of recorded archaeological sites
within the project area.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at
Andrew.Green@nahc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

M/@’me

Andrew Green
Cultural Resources Analyst

Attachment

Page 1 of 1
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