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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Langan was retained to complete an archaeological, paleontological and tribal cultural resources
assessment in consideration of the proposed Revello/Posetano Avenue Project (Project), located
at the following addresses: 17488, 17496, 17502, 17508 Revello Drive and 17501, 17509
Posetano Road within the City of Los Angeles (City), California (see Figure 1, Site Vicinity Map).
The purpose of this assessment is to identify known archaeological, paleontological and tribal
cultural resources within the proposed Project site and surrounding area; to assess the potential
for unknown resources to exist; and to determine, pursuant to the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA), the potential for the proposed Project to significantly impact these resource
types. Langan understands that the City of Los Angeles (City) is the lead agency requiring this
assessment of the proposed Project for purposes of CEQA compliance.

This assessment has been conducted to meet the requirements outlined in the 2027-2029
Citywide Housing Element Streamlining Checklist Form (Form) and in accordance with the
Citywide Housing Element 2021-2029 and Safety Element Updates Final Environmental Impact
Report Mitigation Monitoring Program (MMP). Accordingly, this report satisfies the assessment
requirements for archaeological and paleontological resources outlined in the mitigation
measures 4.4-2 Archaeological Resources and 4.5-1(a) Paleontological Procedures for
Discretionary Projects and the assessment and tribal notification requirements for tribal cultural
resources in mitigation measure 4.15-1(a) Native American Consultation and Monitoring for
Discretionary Projects.

This report includes the following components in consideration of the proposed Project site and
surrounding areas in relation to proposed construction and site improvements: (1) summary of
the existing environmental conditions; (2) summary of the California Historical Resources
Information System (CHRIS) database records search results employing a 0.5-mile search radius;
(3) summary of the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County (MNHLA) paleontological
collections database records search results; (4) summary of the historic aerial photographs and
topographic maps review findings; (5) summary of the Native American Heritage Commission
(NAHC) Sacred Land Files search results; (6) summary of archival document review findings; (7)
results of the intensive-level pedestrian survey of the proposed Project site; (8) assessment of
the potential for the proposed Project site to contain archaeological, paleontological and tribal
cultural resources; (9) an assessment of potential impacts to archaeological, paleontological and
tribal, and human remains in accordance with CEQA; and (10) management recommendations.
This study was conducted by Langan’s cultural and paleontological resources staff overseen by
Practice Director, Heather McDaniel McDevitt, who exceeds the Secretary of the Interior
standards for a principal investigator knowledgeable in pre- and post-contact and historic
archaeology with over 20 years’ experience conducting archaeological investigations within the
southern California region where the proposed Project site is located. Ms. McDaniel McDevitt
began the assessment of this Project when she was employed by Dudek and completed the
assessment while employed by Langan. The paleontological resource component of this
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assessment was overseen by Daniel Danehy who meets the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology
(SVP) Standards.

2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Project involves the construction of three new single-family residences on currently vacant
properties. Ground disturbances are expected to not extend deeper than 25 feet below current
ground surface. Each single-family residence will require a lot tie of two parcels: Site 1 will consist
of current addresses 17502/17508 W. Posetano Drive (APNs 4416-011-010 and 4416-011-011);
Site 2 will consist of addresses 17488/17496 W. Revello Drive (APNs 4416-608-026 and 4416-
008-027); and Site 3 will consist of 17501/17509 W. Posetano Drive (APNs 4416- 011-012 and
4416-011-013). The specific details of each new single-family residential development are
detailed in Table 1 including the total combined lot square footage (sf), the greatest extent of
ground disturbance depth, the total structural square foot for each residence, the square footage
of each structure’s horizontal ground disturbance footprint and the nature of the disturbances.

Table 1. Summary of Proposed Project Improvements Per Property

Finished

Total

Building

Depth i1di
. Current Project Footprint B“"d“jg Nature of
Project APN of Footprint -
Addresses . ootprin Disturbances
Address Lot Disturb ~ Square .~ .o
Size Footage
17502 W. two-story
Revello 4416-011- residential
SITE1 Drive 011 structure +
17502 W. 7,656 st approx. 5,291 sf 1,665 sf basement;
Revello 17508 W. (0.18 acre) | 19 feet 000l and
Drive ngello 441061'81 1 jacuzzi;
five attached ADU
17508 W. two-story
SITE Revello 4416-608- residential
2 Drive 026 structure +
17488 W. 7,967st | approx. |y qrp o | 3776 of basement:
Revello 17488 W. (0.18 acre) | 25 feet 000l and
Drive ngello 441062—308- jacuzzi:
fve attached ADU
17501 W. two-story
Posetano [4416-011- residential
SITE 3 Road 012 structure +
7,364 sf }
17501 W. 0.17 acre) jgpfrec; 5338sf | 1,704 sf basement:
Posetano 1P7509 W. 1416.011 ' pool and
Road oF?etzno 01'3 | jacuzzi;
oa attached ADU
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3.0 PROJECT SITE CHARACTERISTICS
3.1 Project Location and Present Land Use

The proposed Project site is located within the Brentwood-Pacific Palisades Community Plan
Area (Community Plan) in the City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, California within public
land survey system (PLSS) Section 33 of Township 1 South, Range 16 West on the Topanga,
California 7.5-minute USGS Quadrangle (Appendix A: Figure 1). The Community Plan area is
comprised of several neighborhoods but is generally described by the two major communities:
Brentwood, in the eastern portion, and Pacific Palisades in the western portion of the plan area
within which the proposed Project site is located. Pacific Palisades is bordered by the community
of Topanga and the Santa Monica Mountains to the west and north, Santa Monica to the
southeast, Santa Monica Bay to the southwest, Brentwood to the east and Malibu to the west.
The proposed Project site consists of six (6) parcels (Assessor’'s Parcel Numbers [APNs] 4416-
008-026, 4416-008-027, 4416-011-010, 4416-011-011, 4416-011-012, and 4416-011-013) and
includes addresses 17488, 17496, 17502, 17508 Revello Drive and 17501, 17509 Posetano Road
(see Table 1). The proposed Project site is bounded to the north, south, east, and west by low-
density residential land uses and undeveloped properties (Appendix A: Figure 2).

3.2 Environmental Setting

The approximately 0.53-acre proposed Project site is located within the southwestern portion of
Pacific Palisades in the foothills of the Santa Monica Mountains approximately 0.10 miles and
0.06 miles north of the Pacific Ocean and Pacific Coast Highway (PCH), respectively. The
residential neighborhood within which the proposed Project is located is comprised of properties
that have been graded within the generally undulating topography of the Santa Monica Mountains
foothills.

The nearest freshwater sources are Topanga Creek and Santa Ynez Creek approximately 0.5 and
1.5 miles to the west respectively. The natural vegetation within the proposed Project site and
vicinity prior to European colonization would likely have consisted of lemonade berry, ashy
buckwheat, black sage, giant wildrye (Elymus consdensatus), California brittle bush, California
sagebrush, laurel sumac (Malosma laurina), coyote brush (Baccharis pilularis), deer weed
(Acmispon glaber var. glaber), laurel sumac, and nodding needlegrass (Stipa cernua) (Calflora
2020).

3.3 Soil and Topography

The proposed Project site is situated within the southern portion of the Santa Monica Mountains,
near the southern boundary of the peninsular and Transverse Ranges Geomorphic Provinces
(Tomlin et al. 2023). Detailed regional mapping (McGill 1989) of the general Project area defines
the area as middle Miocene Topanga bedrock units within interbedded conglomerate and
siltstone/sandstone Topanga sediments. Native soils within the proposed Project area and
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elevation are considered Older Non-Marine Terrace Deposits found at a maximum depth of 40
feet below the surface within the proposed Project site. These soils are Upper Pleistocene
alluvial fan deposits and include locally undifferentiated marine-terrace deposits at base, and talus
and other colluvial deposits adjacent to buried sea cliffs (McGill 1989). Pleistocene-era alluvial
formations do have the potential to support the presence of buried archaeological resources. The
soils identified within the proposed Project site and surrounding area are associated with a period
of precontact human use although near the early terminus of the period. However, the proposed
Project site exists within the Tramonto Landslide with consistent mass ground movement
occurring in both paleo and historic periods. As a result, although the soils in general may have
the potential to support the presence of buried archaeological resources, those soils within the
proposed Project site have been subject to considerable natural displacement, significantly
diminishing the potential of intact archaeological deposits being present. Intactness of
archaeological deposits is directly correlated to the significance of the resource. Those
archaeological resource deposits that are not intact typically do not meet the threshold of a
historical resource or unique archaeological resource and are therefore not afforded protection
through avoidance and/or other mitigation strategies under CEQA.

The United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) Natural Resources Conservation Service
(NRCS) Web Soil Survey (USDA 2024a) has identified the following soil type within the proposed
Project site: Urban Land — Xerorthents. The associated soil series are described in the NRCS Web
Soil Survey as follows:

¢ Urban Land - Xerorthents (USDA 2024b): well drained soils with low moisture content
found in urban areas and altered due to urban development activities like construction and
grading. Xerorthents soil belongs to the Orthents soils group that is primarily present on
recent erosional surfaces induced by geologic forces such as landslides and human
activities such as cultivation, mining, or other activities The soil profile within the proposed
Project site is A horizon loam from zero (0) to four (4) inches, C horizon loam from four (4)
and fifty-two (52) inches and Cr horizon bedrock beginning at between fifty-two (52)
inches to sixty-two (62) bgcs.

The Urban Land-Xerorthents, landscaped complex soils are found at 0 to 5 percent slopes and
are composed of the following: Urban land (75 percent) and Xerorthents (25 percent). The above
soil complex is mapped as present within the entirety of the proposed Project site. This soil is
comprised of human-altered colluvial soils and/or residuum derived from sedimentary (USDA
2022). It is important to note that the proposed Project site exists within the Tramonto Landslide
with consistent mass ground movement occurring in both paleo and historic periods. This
landslide includes interactions with the Malibu Bowl fault and previous tectonic shearing as well
as high ground water conditions.
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3.4 Geotechnical Report Review

A geotechnical report conducted by Stoney Miller Consultants Inc, in 2023 details methods and
results of subsurface exploration of the proposed Project site. The goal of the subsurface testing
was to assess the landslide geometry and limits of failure (Trigg and Bearfield 2023). The
subsurface investigation was performed between December 5 and 7, 2022. The boring logs and
Plate map 1 included in the report detail the location and depth of artificial fill and natural soils
within the Project site. Results indicated the following:

e Site 1 (see Figure 2. Site Plan):
o The northern section of Site 1, near the bottom of the hill adjacent to Revello Drive,
contains artificial fill up to 4 feet bgs presumably from previous construction of
Revello Drive. The remainder of the site contains three different soil types all of
which result from landslide activity:
= Qlo Ancient Landslide Debris present between 0 and 2.5 feet bgs;
= Qsw Slopewash/Graben Debris present between 2 and 14 feet bgs;
= Qls landslide debris present between 12 and 18.5 feet bgs.
o Each of these soils are underlain by bedrock type Topanga Formation Siltstone
(Tti).

e Site 2 (see Figure 2. Site Plan):
o The entirety of Site 2 contains artificial fill up to a depth of nine (9) feet below
ground surface (bgs). The artificial fill is underlain by the following soil types:
= Qc Colluvium present between 7 and 13 feet bgs; and
= Qols Ancient Landslide Debris or Weathered Bedrock present between 11
and 34 feet bgs.
o These soils are underlain by bedrock type Topanga Formation Siltstone (Tti).

e Site 3 (see Figure 2. Site Plan):
o No artificial fill was encountered within Site 3 and contain the following soil types:
= The south-center section of Site 3 consists of:
= Qc Colluvium present between 0 and 4 feet bg; and
= Qols Ancient Landslide Debris present between 4 and 29 feet bgs;
= These soils are underlain by bedrock type Topanga Formation
Siltstone (Tti).
= The remaining sections of Site 3 consist of:
= Qrs sandy clay brown present between 0 and 2 feet bgs;
= Slopewash/Graben Debris (Qsw) present between 2 and 15 feet
bgs;
= Qls Landslide Debris present between 15 and 30 feet bgs; and
= These soils are underlain by bedrock type Topanga Formation
Siltstone (Tti).
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Based on the soil boring data, the potential to encounter native soils within areas where
construction will occur varies both horizontally across the Project site and vertically with depth.
Horizontally, Site 3 has the greatest potential for encountering native soils at or near the existing
ground surface because no artificial fill was encountered during the subsurface investigation. In
Site 1, native soils and geologic materials occur at or near the surface in some areas, while
artificial fill is present in the northern portion of the site near Revello Drive to depths of
approximately 4 feet bgs. Site 2 has the lowest potential for encountering native soils at the
existing ground surface because artificial fill was encountered throughout the Site 2 area to
depths of up to approximately 9 feet bgs.

It should be noted that the presence of native geologic materials does not necessarily indicate
intact, undisturbed native soil with respect to the potential of encountering intact archaeological
deposits. Colluvium, slopewash/graben debris, and ancient or landslide debris are naturally
occurring materials but have been transported and redeposited. The underlying Topanga
Formation siltstone and bedrock are more indicative of intact native geologic units. Therefore,
with respect to the potential of encountering intact paleontological resources, construction
activities that reach bedrock have an increased potential to encounter native geologic materials.

4.0 REGULATORY CONTEXT
4.1 Federal Regulations

The proposed Project does not have a federal nexus and therefore is not subject to Federal
regulations.

4.2 State Regulations

The California Environmental Quality Act

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

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 recognizes that historical resources include: (1) resources
listed in, or determined to be eligible by the State Historical Resources Commission, for listing in
the California Register of Historical Resources; (2) resources included in a local register of
historical resources, as defined in PRC Section 5020.1(k) or identified as significant in a historical
resource survey meeting the requirements of PRC Section 5024.1(g); and (3) any objects,
buildings, structures, sites, areas, places, records, or manuscripts which a lead agency
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determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific,
economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural annals of California by the
lead agency, provided the lead agency’s determination is supported by substantial evidence in
light of the whole record.

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

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

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

e |sdirectly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic event
or person.

If an archaeological site meets the criteria for a unique archaeological resource as defined in PRC
Section 21083.2, then the site is to be treated in accordance with the provisions of PRC Section
21083.2, which state that if the lead agency determines that a project would have a significant
effect on unigue archaeological resources, the lead agency may require reasonable efforts be
made to permit any or all of these resources to be preserved in place (California Public Resources
Code Section 21083.2). If preservation in place is not feasible, mitigation measures shall be
required. The CEQA Guidelines note that if an archaeological resource is neither a unigue
archaeological nor a historical resource, the effects of the project on those resources shall not be
considered a significant effect on the environment (California Public Resources Code Section
21083.2(a); CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(c)(4)).

A significant effect under CEQA would occur if a project results in a substantial adverse change
in the significance of a historical resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a).
Substantial adverse change is defined as “physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or
alteration of the resource or its immediate surroundings such that the significance of a historical
resource would be materially impaired” (CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(b)(1); California Public
Resource Code Section 5020.1(g)). According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(b)(2), the
significance of a historical resource is materially impaired when a project demolishes or materially
alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics that:
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1. Convey its historical significance and that justify its inclusion in, or eligibility for, inclusion
in the California Register; or

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

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

In general, a project that complies with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment
of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and
Reconstructing Historic Buildings is considered to have impacts that are less than significant
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(b)(3)).

The California Register of Historical Resources

The California Register of Historical Resources (California Register) is “an authoritative listing and
guide to be used by State and local agencies, private groups, and citizens in identifying the
existing historical resources of the State and to indicate which resources deserve to be protected,
to the extent prudent and feasible, from substantial adverse change” (California Public Resources
Code Section 5024.1(a)). The California Register was enacted in1992, and its regulations became
official on January 1, 1998. The California Register is administered by the California Office of
Historic Preservation (OHP). The criteria for eligibility for the California Register are based upon
National Register criteria (California Public Resources Code Section 5024.1(b)). Certain resources
are determined to be automatically included in the California Register, including California
properties formally determined eligible for, or listed in, the National Register. To be eligible for
the California Register, a prehistoric or historic-period property must be significant at the local,
State, and/or federal level under one or more of the following four criteria:

1. lIs associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patternsof
California’s history and cultural heritage;

2. lIs associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

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

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

A resource eligible for the California Register must meet one of the criteria of significance
described above, and retain enough of its historic character or appearance (integrity) to be
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recognizable as a historical resource and to convey the reason for its significance. It is possible
that a historic resource may not retain sufficient integrity to meet the criteria for listing in the
National Register, but it may still be eligible for listing in the California Register.

Additionally, the California Register consists of resources that are listed automatically and those
that must be nominated through an application and public hearing process. The California
Register automatically includes the following:

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

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

e Those California Points of Historical Interest that have been evaluated by the State
Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) and have been recommended to the State
Historical Resources Commission for inclusion on the California Register.

Other resources that may be nominated to the California Register include:

e Historical resources with a significance rating of Category 3 through 5 (those properties
identified as eligible for listing in the National Register, the California Register, and/or a
local jurisdiction register);

e |ndividual historical resources;
e Historic districts; and,

e Historical resources designated or listed as local landmarks, or designated under any local
ordinance, such as an historic preservation overlay zone.

California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5

California Health and Safety Code Sections 7050.5, 7051, and 7054 address the illegality of
interference with human burial remains (except as allowed under applicable PRC Sections), and
the disposition of Native American burials in archaeological sites. These regulations protect such
remains from disturbance, vandalism, or inadvertent destruction, and establish procedures to be
implemented if Native American skeletal remains are discovered during construction of a project,
including treatment of the remains prior to, during, and after evaluation, and reburial procedures.

California Public Resources Code (PRC)

California PRC Section 5097.98, as amended by Assembly Bill 2641, provides procedures in the
event human remains of Native American origin are discovered during project implementation.
PRC Section 5097.98 requires that no further disturbances occur in the immediate vicinity of the
discovery, that the discovery is adequately protected according to generally accepted cultural and
archaeological standards, and that further activities take into account the possibility of multiple
burials. PRC Section 5097.98 further requires the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC),
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upon notification by a County Coroner, designate and notify a Most Likely Descendant (MLD)
regarding the discovery of Native American human remains. Once the MLD has been granted
access to the site by the landowner and inspected the discovery, the MLD then has 48 hours to
provide recommendations to the landowner for the treatment of the human remains and any
associated grave goods. In the event that no descendant is identified, or the descendant fails to
make a recommendation for disposition, or if the landowner rejects the recommendation of the
descendant, the landowner may, with appropriate dignity, reinter the remains and burial items on
the property in a location that will not be subject to further disturbance.

4.3 Local

City of Los Angeles General Plan — Conservation Element

The City of Los Angeles General Plan includes a Conservation Element. Section 3 of the
Conservation Element, adopted in September 2001, includes policies for the protection of
archaeological resources. As stated therein, it is the City's policy that archaeological resources
be protected for research and/or educational purposes. Section 5 of the Conservation Element
recognizes the City's responsibility for identifying and protecting its cultural and historical
heritage. The Conservation Element establishes the policy to continue to protect historic and
cultural sites and/or resources potentially affected by proposed land development, demolition, or
property modification activities, with the related objective to protect important cultural and
historical sites and resources for historical, cultural, research, and community educational
purposes (City of Los Angeles 2001).

In addition to the National Register and the California Register, two additional types of historic
designations may apply at a local level:

1. Historic-Cultural Monument (HCM)

2. Classification by the City Council as a Historic Preservation Overlay Zone (HPOZ)

Of these two additional types of historic designations, only one, HCM, is applicable for the
purposes of this archaeological study and is therefore further explained below.

Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monuments

Local landmarks in the City of Los Angeles are known as Historic-Cultural Monuments (HCMs)
and are under the aegis of the Planning Department, Office of Historic Resources. They are
defined in the Cultural Heritage Ordinance as follows (Los Angeles Municipal Code Section
22.171.7, added by Ordinance No. 178,402, effective April 2, 2007):

An HCM is any site (including significant trees or other plant life located on the site), building or
structure of particular historic or cultural significance to the City of Los Angeles, including historic
structures or archaeological sites in which the broad cultural, economic or social history of the
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nation, state or community is reflected or exemplified; or which is identified with historic
personages or with important events in the main currents of national, state or local history; or
which embodies the distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type specimen, inherently
valuable for a study of a period, style or method of construction; or a notable work of a master
builder, designer, or architect whose individual genius influenced his or her age.

This definition has been broken down into the following four HCM designation criteria that closely
parallel the existing NRHP and CRHR criteria and are numbered for clarity:

1. s identified with important events in the main currents of national, State or local history,
or exemplifies significant contributions to the broad cultural, political, economic or social
history of the nation, state, city, or community; or

2. |s associated with the lives of Historic Personages important to national, state, city, or
local history; or

3. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a style, type, period, or method of
construction; or represents a notable work of a master designer, builder or architect
whose genius influenced his or her age; or possesses high artistic values; or

Has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the pre-history or history of
the nation, state, city or community.

Brentwood-Pacific Palisades Community Plan
Land Use Policies and Programs — Preservation of Historic and Cultural Amenities

GOAL 17. Preservation and Restoration of Monuments, Cultural Resources,
Neighborhoods and Landmarks Which Have Historical and/or Cultural
Significance.

Objective 17-1. To ensure that the Plan Areas significant cultural and historical resources are
protected, preserved and/or enhanced.

Policies 17-1.1 Identify all designated City of Los Angeles Historic and Cultural Monuments
in order to foster public appreciation of the City of Los Angeles’ valuable historic
resources and to promote education of the public.

Program: The plan includes in the Appendix, a complete list of sites which have
been designated by the Los Angeles City Council as Historic and Cultural
Monuments in the Brentwood-Pacific Palisades Community Plan Area. In addition
through inclusion of the Plan policy, the Plan supports the continued identification
of appropriate landmarks.

17-1.2 Protect and preserve archaeological sites of Native Americans.
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Program: Support studies to identify and protect archaeological resources and
landmarks.

City of Los Angeles City Planning Chapter | Environmental Protection Measures Handbook

A. Archaeological Resources

The following best practices are recognized by archaeologists and environmental consultants to
ensure archaeological resources are not damaged during grading, excavation, or other Ground
Disturbance Activities:

1. Records Search. A cultural resources records search should be requested from and
conducted by the California Historical Resources Information System’s (CHRIS) South
Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) located at California State University, Fullerton
to determine whether any cultural resources have been previously identified on or within
a 0.5-mile radius of the Project site. The results of this records search shall be used as an
indicator of the archaeological sensitivity of the Project site.

2. A Qualified Archaeologist shall be retained and use all reasonable methods, consistent
with professional standards and best practices, to determine the potential for
archaeological resources to be present on the Project site.

3. If the Qualified Archaeologist determines there is a medium to high potential that
archaeological resources may be located on the Project site and it is possible that such
resources will be impacted by the Project, the Qualified Archaeologist shall advise the
Applicant and Owner to retain an Archaeological Monitor to observe all Ground
Disturbance Activities within those areas identified as having a medium to high potential
in order to identify any resources and avoid potential impacts to such resources.

4. Monitoring. An Archaeological Monitor should monitor excavation and grading activities
in soils that have not been previously disturbed in order to identify and record any potential
archaeological finds and avoid potential impacts to such resources. In the event of a
possible archaeological discovery, the Archaeological Monitor shall notify a Qualified
Archaeologist. The Archaeological Monitor has the authority to temporarily halt earthwork
activities.

a.

Handling, Evaluation, and Preservation. Any archaeological resource materials or
associated materials that are uncovered shall not be moved or collected by anyone
other than an Archaeological Monitor or Qualified Archaeologist unless they have
been determined to be nonunique archaeological resources, as defined in Public
Resources Code Section 21083.1(h) by a Qualified Archaeologist. A Qualified
Archaeologist shall determine if the resources are unique archeological resources
as defined in Public Resources Code Section 21083.2(g).
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5. Consistent with Public Resources Code Section 21083.2, the handling, treatment,
preservation, and recordation of unique archaeological resources should occur as follows:

a. a. The find should be preserved in place or left in an undisturbed state unless the
Project would damage the resource.

b. b. When preserving in place or leaving in an undisturbed state is not possible,
excavation and recovery of the find for scientific study should occur unless testing
or studies already completed have adequately recovered the scientifically
consequential information from and about the resource, and this determination is
documented by a Qualified Archaeologist.

6. If recommended by the Qualified Archaeologist, the resource(s) shall be curated by a
public, non-profit institution with a research interest in the material, such as the Natural
History Museum of Los Angeles County or another appropriate curatorial facility for
educational purposes.

7. Ground Disturbance Activities in the area where resource(s) were found may
recommence once the identified resources are properly assessed and processed by a
Qualified Archaeologist.

C. Paleontological Resources

The following best practices are recognized by paleontologists and environmental consultants to
ensure paleontological resources are not damaged during construction or Ground Disturbance
Activities:

1. A paleontological resources records search shall be requested from and conducted by the
Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County to determine whether any paleontological
resources have been previously identified on or near the Project site. The results of this
records search shall be used as an indicator of the paleontological sensitivity of the Project
site.

2. A Qualified Paleontologist shall be retained and use all reasonable methods, consistent
with professional standards and best practices, to determine the potential for
paleontological resources to be present on the Project site.

3. If the Qualified Paleontologist determines there is a high potential that paleontological
resources may be located on the Project site and it is possible that such resources will be
impacted by the Project, the Qualified Paleontologist or his/her designated representative
such as a Paleontological Monitor shall observe all Ground Disturbance Activities within
those areas identified as having an undetermined or high potential in order to identify any
resources and avoid potential impacts to such resources. In the event of a possible
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paleontological discovery, the Qualified Paleontologist or Paleontological Monitor shall
have the authority to temporarily halt earthwork activities within an appropriate radius of
the find, as determined by the Qualified Paleontologist, necessary to protect the resource
or other potential resources on or near the Project site. Temporary flagging shall be
installed around the find in order to avoid any disturbance from construction equipment.

4. Prior to the start of construction, the Qualified Paleontologist or his/her designee shall
conduct training for construction personnel regarding the appearance of fossils and the
procedures for notifying paleontological staff should fossils be discovered by construction
staff.

a. If paleontological resources are uncovered (in either a previously disturbed or
undisturbed area), all work should cease in the area of the find until a Qualified
Paleontologist has evaluated the find in accordance with federal, state, and local
guidelines, including the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology’'s Standard
Procedures for the Assessment and Mitigation of Adverse Impacts to
Paleontological Resources (SVP, 2010).

b. If fossils are discovered, a Qualified Paleontologist shall recover them. Typically,
fossils can be safely salvaged quickly by a single paleontologist and not disrupt
construction activity. In some cases, larger fossils (such as complete skeletons or
large mammal fossils) require more extensive excavation and longer salvage
periods. In this case the paleontologist has the authority to temporarily direct,
divert or halt construction activity to ensure the fossil(s) can be removed in a safe
and timely manner. Handling and disposition of fossils is done at the direction and
guidance of a Qualified Paleontologist.

c. Personnel of the Project should not collect or move any paleontological materials
or associated materials.

d. If cleared by the Qualified Paleontologist, construction activity may continue
unimpeded on other portions of the Project site.

e. Construction activities in the area where resources were found may commence
once the identified resources are properly assessed and processed by a Qualified
Paleontologist, and the Qualified Paleontologist clears the site for construction
activity.
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D. Tribal Cultural Resources

The following best practices are recognized by tribal monitors and environmental consultants to
ensure that tribal cultural resources are not damaged during grading, excavation, or other Ground
Disturbance Activities:

1. A Sacred Lands File (SLF) records search shall be requested from and conducted by the
California Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) to determine whether cultural
resources associated with any Native American tribe(s) with traditional lands or cultural
places located within or near the Project site have been previously identified or whether
the Project area is considered sensitive for the presence of tribal cultural resources.

2. All tribes listed on the NAHC's Native American Contact List included with the SLF
records search shall be contacted, informed of the Project, and given an opportunity to
provide input. If the tribe provides substantial evidence of a potential for discovery of tribal
cultural resources within the Project site and requests monitoring of Project excavation,
grading or other Ground Disturbance Activities, a Qualified Tribal Monitor or an
Archaeological Monitor shall be retained.

3. The Qualified Tribal Monitor or Archaeological Monitor shall observe all Ground
Disturbance Activities within those areas identified in the records search as sensitive for
the presence of tribal cultural resources in order to identify any resources and avoid
potential impacts to such resources. In the event of a possible discovery of a tribal cultural
resource, the Qualified Tribal Monitor or Archaeological Monitor shall have the authority
to temporarily halt earthwork activities within an appropriate radius of the find, as
determined by the Qualified Tribal Monitor or Qualified Archaeologist to ensure the find
is not damaged or any other potential tribal cultural resources on or near the Project site.

4. If tribal cultural resources are uncovered, all work should cease in the appropriate radius
determined by the Qualified Tribal Monitor or Archaeological Monitor.

5. Any find should be treated with appropriate dignity and protected and preserved as
appropriate with the agreement of the Qualified Tribal Monitor and in accordance with
federal, state, and local guidelines.

6. The location of the tribal cultural resource find and the type and nature of the find should
not be published beyond providing the information to public agencies with jurisdiction or
responsibilities related to the resources and any affected tribal representatives.

7. Personnel of the Project should not collect or move any tribal cultural resources or
associated materials or publish the location of tribal cultural resources.

8. Following discovery, the Applicant or Owner shall immediately contact all Native
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American tribes that have informed the City of Los Angeles they are traditionally and
culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the Project, as well as the Department of
City Planning, Office of Historic Resources (OHR).

9. The Applicant and Owner shall provide any affected tribe a reasonable period of time, not
less than fourteen calendar days, to conduct a site visit and make recommendations to
the Applicant or Owner regarding the monitoring of future Ground Disturbance Activities
and the treatment and disposition of any discovered tribal cultural resources.

10. The Applicant or Owner shall implement the tribe’s recommendations if the Qualified
Tribal Monitor or Archaeological Monitor reasonably concludes such recommendations
are reasonable and feasible and determined to be supported with substantial evidence.

11. Consistent with Public Resources Code Section 21083.2, the handling, treatment,
preservation, and recordation of tribal cultural resources shall occur as follows:

a. The find shall be preserved in place or left in an undisturbed state unless the
Project would damage the resource.

b. When preserving in place or leaving in an undisturbed state is not possible,
excavation and recovery of the find for scientific study shall occur unless testing
or studies already completed have adequately recovered the scientifically
consequential information from and about the resource, and this determination is
documented by a Qualified Tribal Monitor or Qualified Archaeologist.

c. All collected artifacts and fieldwork notes, if not human remains or other mortuary
objects, shall be curated at the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County or
another appropriate curatorial facility.

d. If cleared by the Qualified Tribal Monitor or Archaeological Monitor, Ground
Disturbance Activities may continue unimpeded on other portions of the site.
Ground Disturbance Activities in the area where resource(s) were found may
recommence once the identified resources are properly assessed and processed.

Citywide Housing Element 2021-2029 and Safety Element Updates Final Environmental
Impact Report Mitigation Monitoring Program (MMP).

Updates to the City of Los Angeles General Plan Housing Element and Safety Element were
made in support of the City's goal of meeting the existing and projected housing needs; provide
evidence of the City’s ability to accommodate the Regional Housing Needs Assessment
allocation through the year 2029; and identify a Rezoning Program to reach the required housing
capacity. The Safety Element integrates related long-range planning efforts to ensure compliance
with State law and includes a related technical amendment to the Plan for a Healthy Los Angeles
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to clarify consistency with State (SB 1000) law. The Mitigation and Monitoring Program can be
found at the link below and include those measures applicable to archaeological resources (4.2-
2), paleontological resources (4.5-1a-4.5-1d), and tribal cultural resources (4.15-1a-4.15-1b).

https://planning.lacity.gov/odocument/f27f0c78-44c4-4c06-a68d-
3da7a64e95a8/FD_Housing Element EIR Mitigation_Monitoring Program_072125.pdf

5.0 BACKGROUND RESEARCH
5.1 California Historical Resources Information System Record Search Results

Due to COVID-19 restrictions, the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) notified
researchers that the response time for records searches of the CHRIS database was significantly
delayed. Therefore, as part of the cultural resources study prepared for the proposed Project, a CHRIS
records search completed on July 22, 2020 for another project located in close proximity to the
present Project site (approximately 200 feet) was reviewed. This records search included previously
recorded cultural resources and investigations conducted within approximately 0.5-mile radius of the
present proposed Project site as well as their digitized collections of mapped pre and post contact
and historic archaeological resources; Department of Parks and Recreation site records; technical
reports; archival resources; and ethnographic references. Additional consulted sources included
historical maps of the project site, the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), the California
Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), the California Historic Property Data File, and the lists of
California State Historical Landmarks, California Points of Historical Interest, and the Archaeological
Determinations of Eligibility.

A supplemental records search employing a 0.5-mile radius was conducted in October 2024 capturing
any newly submitted reports and site records. The confidential records search results are provided in
Confidential Appendix B.

Previously Conducted Cultural Resource Investigations

Results of the cultural resources records search indicate that 31 previous cultural resource
studies have been conducted within the records search area between 1974 and 2011. Of these
studies, one study overlaps the proposed Project site (LA-0057). The remaining 30 cultural
resource studies are outside of the proposed Project site. Table 3, below, details all 31 previous
cultural resources studies, followed by a brief summary of the overlapping report.

Table 2. Previous Technical Studies Within 0.5-miles of the Proposed Project Site

Addresses

Authors Type of Study Project
Site (Y/N)

) Archaeological
00134 | Melntyre, Michael | o0, | Reconnaissance Report No.
J. 05-01-565-23: Fy 84 Bills

Archaeological,
Field study No
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Authors

Site Prep ARR

Type of Study

Addresses
Project
Site (Y/N)

00449

Desautels, Roger
J.

1978

Archaeological Survey
Report on Tentative Tract #
35190 Located in the
Pacific Palisades Area of
the County of Los Angeles

Archaeological,
Field study

No

00450

Desautels, Roger
J.

1978

Archaeological Survey
Report on Tentative Tract
#35190, Located in the
Pacific Palisades Area of
the County of Los Angeles

Archaeological,
Field study

No

00478

Rosen, Martin D.

1979

Assessment of the
Archaeological Resources
Located at 17340 Sunset
Blvd., Pacific Palisades, Los
Angeles County, California

Archaeological,
Field study

No

00557

Rosen, Martin D.

1979

Archaeological Records
Search and Field
Reconnaissance of 17490
Revello Drive, Tract No,
8923, Lot 1, Block 16, in the
Castellammare Section of
Pacific Palisades, California
EIR. Case No. 422-79-bp©

Archaeological,
Field study

Yes

00576

Hector, Susan M.

1979

An Archaeological
Resource Survey and
Impact Assessment of
Tentative Tract No. 38139
Los Angeles County

Archaeological,
Field study

No

00621

Greenwood,
Roberta S. and
Michael J.
Mclntyre

1979

Cultural Resource
Reconnaissance Lots 2and 3
Tract Number 10238 Pacific
Palisades, Los Angeles
County

Archaeological,
Field study

No

00646

Rosen, Martin D.

1979

An Archaeological Records
Search and Preliminary
Field Reconnaissance of
17501 and 17509 Posetano
Road, Castellammare
Section of Pacific Palisades,
City of Los Angeles,
California

Archaeological,
Field study

No

00674

Love, Bruce

1980

Assessment of the
Archaeological Resource
Located on Part of Block D,
Tramonto Drive, Pacific
Palisades, Los Angeles

Archaeological,
Field study

No
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Addresses
Authors Type of Study Project
Site (Y/N)
County
Archaeological Resource
Clowl Survey and Impact Archaeslogical
ewlow, rchaeological,
00961 | Wwilliarm C. Jr. 1977 Qsasfssjre“uer:tsoi{ :rjp&fﬁld Field study No
Getty Ranch
Archaeological Assessment | Archaeological,
01064 | Padon, Beth 1981 | in Santa Ynez Canyon, Los Field No
Angeles County, California study
Draft Environmental Impact
Report Los Liones Archaeological,
01118 | Ultrasystems 1974 | Townhouses Pacific Field study No
Palisades, California
Cultural Resource Survey
and Impact Assessment for
3.12 Acres Located A .
. rchaeological,
01193 | Singer, Clay A. 1982 | Adjacent to 17339 Field study No
Tramonto Drive, Pacific
Palisades
Archaeological
Reconnaissance Report: Archaeological,
01335 | Carey, Stephenie | 1978 | Thousand Words Mine Claim | Field study No
Operating Plan
Archaeological Resource
Survey and Impact
Colby, Susan M. Assessment of Proposed Archaeological,
01337 | and Matthew 1984 | Improvements to the Field study No
Boxt Grounds Adjacent to the J.
Paul Museum
Archaeological Surface
Reconnaissance of Land Archaeoloqical
. Located at the Northwest rchaeological,
01452 Romani, John F. 1978 Comer of Sunset Boulevard Field study No
and Palisades Drive
Malibu Wastewater Facilities .
] : -~ | Archaeological,
01538 Dillon, Brian D. 1986 | Plan: Archaeological Analysis Field stud No
Survey Report ' Y
Archaeological
Reconnaissance Report for
. the Proposed Sunset
01794 }J/Vlodarskl, Robert 1989 | Pumping Plant and Force Archaeological, No
' Main Project, Pacific Coast Field study
Highway, Los Angeles
County, California.
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02867

Authors

Skiles, Jeffery C.

1993

Results of Monitoring at
Pacific Coast Highway
Between Sunset Boulevard
and Porto Marina Way
Pacific Palisades, California

Type of Study

Monitoring

Addresses
Project
Site (Y/N)

No

03640

Uthe, Robert F., H.

Lee Warren, and
James M. Tryner

1976

The Santa Monica
Mountains State Parks

Management/
planning, Other
research

No

03801

Jertberg, Patricia
R.

1997

Prehistoric and Historic
Cultural Resource
Assessment for the
Unsurveyed Portion of the
Proposed Pacific Coast
Highway Bike Pathway
Extension, Will Rogers
Beach State Park, Pacific
Palisades, Los Angeles
County, California

Archaeological,
Field study

No

04016

McLean, Deborah
K.

1998

Archaeological Assessment
for Pacific Bell Mobile
Services
Telecommunications Facility
La 857-01, 17020 1/2 Sunset
Boulevard, City and County
of Los Angeles, California

Archaeological,
Field study

No

04018

McLean, Deborah
K.

1998

Archaeological Assessment
for Pacific Bell Mobile
Services Telecommunications
Facility La 858-01, 17815 1/2
Sunset Boulevard,

City and County of Los
Angeles, California

Literature search

No

04187

McLean, Deborah
K.

1998

Archaeological Assessment
for Pacific Bell Mobile
Services Telecommunications
Facility La 943-01, 17300 1/2
Pacific Coast Highway, City
and County of Los Angeles,
California

Archaeological,
Field study

No
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04532

Authors

Bissell, Ronald M.

1999

Cultural Resources Study,
Analysis of Off-Site
Alternatives (Humboldt
Street and Lake Shrine
Properties) for the Self
Realization Fellowship
Revised Master Plan
Environmental Impact
Report, Arroyo Seco and
Topanga Areas, Los Angeles,
Los Angeles County,
California

Type of Study

Literature search

Addresses
Project
Site (Y/N)

No

07841

Sylvia, Barbara

2001

Project Proposes to
Construct Curb Ramps at
Various Locations on
Pacific Coast Highway from
Pier Avenue to Topanga
Canyon Boulevard and on
Route 27 Mulholland Drive

Archaeological,
Field study

No

10095

Dice, Michael H.

2003

Records Search and Site
Visit Results for Sprint
Telecommunications
Facility Candidate
Lab4xc014a (pole
#20426spr), 17591/2 W.
Tramonto Drive, Los
Angeles, Los Angeles
County, California

Archaeological,
Field study

No

10098

Taniguchi,
Christeen

2003

Historic Architectural
Evaluations for Sprint
Telecommunications Facility
Candidate Lab4xc014a (pole
#20426spr), 179591/2 W.
Tramonto Drive, Los
Angeles, Los Angeles
County, California.

Archaeological,
Field study

No

10578

Fortier, Jana

2009

TEA21 Rural Roadside
Inventory: Native American
Consultation and
Ethnographic Study
Caltrans District 7, County
of Los Angeles

Management/
planning

No
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Addresses

Authors Type of Study Project
Site (Y/N)

California Outer Continental
Shelf, Archaeological

Pierson, Larry, Resource Study: Morro Bay | Archaeological,

111 hi | 1987 ) . . N
38 Shiner, Qera d.and 198 to Mexican Border, Final Field study °
Slater, Richard
Report.
Phase | Cultural Resources
Assessment, Sylmar )
11606 | Maxon, Patrick 2011 | Ground Return Archaeological, No

Replacement Project, Los Field study
Angeles County, California

Report LA-00557

An Archaeological Record Search and Field Reconnaissance of 17490 Rovello Dr., Track No.
8923, Lot one, Block 16, in the Castellammare Section of Pacific Palisades, California E.|.R. Case
No. 422-79 BP(C) (Rosen 1979) documents the results of an archaeological investigation
consisting of archival record search and reconnaissance survey. The area of study addresses the
eastern portion of the 17488 W. Revello Drive Project (APN 4416-0 11-010). The survey was
conducted by staff of the University of California Los Angeles Institute of Archaeology and
resulted in a negative finding. The report includes the following conclusion and
recommendations: “No archaeological remains, were encountered during our field inspection,
and it is very unlikely that any will be discovered during construction of the property. We,
therefore, recommend archaeological clearance for Track 8923, Lot one, Block 16”.

Previously Recorded Cultural Resources

SCCIC records indicate that a total of eight (8) previously recorded cultural resources fall within
0.5-mile of the proposed Project site, none of which were identified within the proposed Project
site. Of these, three (3) are precontact resources of Native American origin and five (5) historic
built environment resources. Historic built environment resources or non- archaeological
resources fall outside of the scope of the present study and will not be addressed in this report.
Table 4, below, summarizes archaeological resources identified within the records search area
followed by a summary of each resource to contextualize the archaeological sensitivity of the
surrounding area. A bibliography of all seven (7) resources is included in Appendix C of this report.
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Table 3. Previously Recorded Resources Within 0.5-miles of the Proposed Project Site

Resource ID

(CA-LAN-)

NRHP/CRHR
Eligibility

Description

Recording
Events

Proximity
to Project
Site

Village site with midden
deposit measuring 250
feet across and possibly 2
feet deep with evidence
of fire; artifacts identified
Not evaluated include points, scrapers, 1912 _ ~0.25 miles
000134 Precontact " | metates, manos, and (Nelson); southeast
pestles; site was 1950
destroyed in 1953; site is | (EPerhart);
“higher"” portion of 1961 (Ruby)
site P-19-000219/CA-
LAN- 000219.
Associated with “lower”
portion of Village site P- 1950 ~0.46 miles
000219 Precontact | Not evaluated. 19-000134/CA- LAN- Eberhart southeast
000134
Redeposited shell midden
Not evaluated as used_as fill dirt to level out _
area in the 1960s and 2004 (M. ~0.18 miles
100497 Precontact resource was .
redeposited. early 197Qs and_ is 25 to Mealey, Cal northeast
35 feet thick; original State Parks)
source unknown.

P-19-000134/CA-LAN-000134

CA-LAN-134 is a precontact site measuring 30 meters (100 feet) north to south by 90 meters
(300 feet) east to west at an elevation of 50 ft amsl and is located approximately 402 meters
(1,329 feet) southeast of and at an elevation of 150 feet lower than the proposed Project site.
CA-LAN-134 is documented as consisting of projectile points, scrapers, metates, manos, and
pestles. It was formally recorded in 1950 by Eberhart, who described the site as a village site
with midden and evidence of fire. A note is added to the site record by Eberhart stating, “During
the fall of 1953 this site was hauled away during construction of what is apparently going to be
a filling station. As far as | can tell the from surface observation, no site remains at all”. CA-LAN-
134 was documented informally in 1912 by Nelson, who described the site as a refuse heap
approximately 2 feet deep. Consequently, Nelson notes that no artifacts were found. There are
several hand-written notes throughout the site record stating CA-SBA-134 is a possible duplicate
of CA-SBA-219. Based on the site record, this resource has not been evaluated for listing on the
NRHP or CRHR. However, it appears the site has been destroyed and therefore, would not meet
the criteria of a resource eligible for listing on the NRHP, CRHR or as a local landmark neither
does it appear it would meet the criteria as a historical resource or a unique archaeological
resource.
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P-19-000219/CA-LAN-000219

CA-LAN-219 is a precontact site, measuring 30 meters (100 feet) north to south by 90 meters
(300 feet) east to west at an elevation of 50 feet amsl and is located approximately 402 meters
(1,329 feet) southeast of and at an elevation of 150 feet lower than the proposed Project site.
CA-LAN-219 is documented as consisting of projectile points, scrapers, metates, manos, and
pestles. It was formally recorded in 1950 by Eberhart, who describes the site as a village site
with midden and evidence of fire. A note is added to the site record by Eberhart stating, “During
the fall of 1953 this site was hauled away during construction of what is apparently going to be
a filling station. As far as | can tell the from surface observation, no site remains at all”. It should
be noted that, although CA-LAN-134 and CA-LAN-219 are mapped as different locations in the
CHRIS database, each site record contains the same locational information and the polygon
depicted on the CHRIS database maps do not match the resource size documented in the site
record. Based on the site record and that of CA-LAN-134, this resource has not been evaluated
for listing on the NRHP or CRHR. However, it appears the site has been destroyed and therefore,
would not meet the criteria of a resource eligible for listing on the NRHP, CRHR or as a local
landmark neither does it appear it would meet the criteria as a historical resource or a unique
archaeological resource.

P-19-100497

P-19-100497 is a site of Native American origin measuring 100 meters (330 feet) northwest to
southeast by 50 meters (165 feet) northeast to southwest at an elevation ranging from 150" to
120" amsl and is located approximately 290 meters (950 feet) northeast of the Proposed Project
site. P-19-100197 is documented as a shell midden redeposit 25 to 35 feet deep. It was formally
recorded in 2004 by Mealy, who states this site is a result of deposited fill material from multiple
locations in the late 1960s and early 1970s. The source of the fill is unknown. Based on the site
record, this resource has not been subject to subsurface testing or evaluated for listing on the
NRHP or CRHR.

5.2 Paleontological Records Search Results

A search of the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County (NHMLA) database of the closest
known fossil localities relative to the proposed Project site was requested to determine if the
project site is underlain by documented paleontological resources or by soils or geologic units
potentially containing paleontological resources. The NHMLA records indicate that no fossil
localities have been documented as lying directly within the proposed Project site. However,
nearby paleontological resource localities have been recorded in the surrounding area and within
the same sedimentary deposits that have the potential of occurring within the proposed Project,
either at the surface or at depth. Table 2 lists the documented fossil localities in the NHMLA
collection nearest the proposed Project site.
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Table 4. Paleontological Resources Localities Present Near the Project Site (NHML 2025)

Locality : : Proximity
Number Location Formation and Depth
LACM IP Santa Ynez Coal Canyon or 0.5-mile
Tuna Canyon Invertebrates (uncatalogued) east; depth -
63, 42762 | Canyon .
Formation Surface
2.5-mile
LACM IP Castle Rock : .
? - _
29627 Beach Pico(?) Formation | Invertebrates (uncatalogued) east; depth
Surface
Unknown 0-10-mile
LACM IP Rustic . southwest;
formation Invertebrates (uncatalogued)
325 Canyon . depth -
(Pleistocene
surface
Bivalves (Amiantis, Chione,
Chama, Dallocardia, Leptopecten,
Lucinisca, Macoma, Mytilus,
Mouth of Palos Verdes Nucula,. Tresus), scaphopods 1-mile west;
LACM IP (Dentalium), gastropods (Terebra,
Topanga Sand . depth -
25264 Canvon (Pleistocene) Calliostoma, Megastraea, surface
Y Kurtziella, Shaskyus, Sinum,
Callianax), coral (Paracyathus),
barnacles (Megabalanus), other
uncatalogued invertebrates

IP, Invertebrate Paleontology
5.3. Review of Historic Topographical Maps and Aerial Photographs

Langan reviewed both historical aerial photographs and topographic maps employing the
Nationwide Environmental Title Research, LLC (NETR) and University of California, Santa
Barbara's (UCSB) database. This analysis was conducted to 1) better understand the natural
environment in relation to the proposed Project; 2) identify natural and human-made changes to
the proposed Project site over time; and 3) better determine the potential for intact cultural
deposits to exist within the proposed Project site.

A review of all available historic aerial photographs was conducted and includes the following
years: 1927, 1928, 1947, 1952, 1964, 1967, 1972, 1980, 1985, 1989, 1992, 1993, 1994, 1995,
1996, 1997, 1998, 1999, 2000, 2002, 2003, 2005, 2009, 2010, 2012, 2014, 2016, 2018, 2020 and
2022 (NETR 2024b, UCSB 2024). Historic aerials were employed to obtain approximate dates of
built environment construction and alterations, whether the study area has been subjected to
alluvial deposits by way of flooding, debris flows or mudslides, and placement of artificial or
foreign fill soils that may have buried intact archaeological deposits.

A review of available topographic maps was conducted and includes the following years: 1903,
1908, 1913, 1924, 1928, 1929, 1932, 1937, 1944, 1947, 1953, 1957, 1960, 1965, 1968, 1973,
1982, 1985, 19995, 2012, 2015, 2018, and 2022 (NETR 2024a). Topographic maps depict
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elevation of the proposed Project and surrounding areas and illustrate the past and current
location of select roads, structural features and community services (e.g. Firehouses, Hospitals,
churches, community centers, etc.). Although topographic maps are not comprehensive and do
vary from year to year in their inclusion of information, they are another tool in determining the
nature of land use and the chronological development of a study area. Table 5 summarizes the
findings of the historic aerial and topographic map review.

Table 5. Historic Aerial and Topographic Map Review (NETR 2024)

Year Description

Historic Aerials

Proposed Project site: undeveloped and covered vegetation. The stairs that run from
north to south through the proposed project are visible. The current street layout is

present.
1927 . . . . .
Surrounding area: Development consists of two residential structures, one just east of

the proposed project site on Revello Drive and another west on Castellammare Dr.
There appears to be further Residential development in the greater surrounding area.

Proposed Project site: No apparent changes that suggest ground disturbance has

occurred.
1928 } _ .
Surrounding area: Increase of residential development; south on Stretto Way and

Castellammare Dr. Residential development continues in the greater surrounding area.

Proposed Project site: No apparent changes that suggest ground disturbance has
occurred.

1947 Surrounding area: One residential structure north of the proposed Project site, located
at 17407 Revello Drive. Residential development continues in the greater surrounding
area.

Proposed Project site: No apparent changes that suggest ground disturbance has
occurred.

Surrounding area: Development of three more residential structures on Ravello Drive,
1952 adjacent the proposed Project site. The residential structure located at 17445 Positano
Road, adjacent the proposed Project site, is built. This structure directly bounds the
Project site to the southeast and may have caused disturbance during its construction.
Residential development continues in the greater surrounding area.

Proposed Project site: No apparent changes that suggest ground disturbance has
1964 occurred.

Surrounding area: Residential development continues in the greater surrounding area.
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Year Description

Proposed Project site: Increased vegetation but there have been no apparent changes
within the proposed Project site that suggest ground disturbance has occurred.

1967 - 2022

Topographic Maps

Proposed Project site: Depicted as undeveloped at 250 ft. elevation with a stream

running along the Project’s northern boundary.
1903
Surrounding area: Is free of structures, West Sunset Boulevard and the coastal

highway are consistent with current alignments.

Proposed Project site and Surrounding area: There are no apparent changes that

1908 - 1924 suggest ground disturbance has occurred.

Proposed Project site: There are no apparent changes that suggest ground disturbance
1928 has occurred.

Surrounding area: Defined as Castellammare with current street layout depicted.

Proposed Project site and Surrounding area: Map depicts the same information as the

1929 1924 map.

Proposed Project site and Surrounding area: Map depicts the same information as the

1932 1928 map.

Proposed Project site and Surrounding area: Map depicts the same information as the

1937 1924 map.

Proposed Project site: There are no apparent changes that suggest ground disturbance

has occurred.
1944 . . .
Surrounding area: Structures depicted along Revello Drive, Posetano Road, Tramonto

Drive, Stretto Way, and Castellammare Drive.

Proposed Project site and Surrounding area: Map depicts the same information as the

1947 1924 map.

Proposed Project site: There are no apparent changes that suggest ground disturbance

has occurred.
1953 - 2020 ) .
Surrounding area: Street layout and some structures are depicted, such as churches,

schools, and fire stations. Santa Ynez Lake is depicted a quarter mile east.

Based on review of historic photographic aerials and topographic maps, the proposed Project site
has remained undeveloped since at least 1927; the parcel immediately adjacent and southeast
has been developed since at least 1952. Considering Revello Drive and the stairs transecting the
site are present in the 1927 aerial, the fill soils present on site may originate prior to 1927 when
Revello Drive was constructed.
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5.4 1937 Kirkman-Harriman Historical Map Review

Langan reviewed relevant scholarly and ethnographic literature for information pertaining to past
indigenous/Native American use of the proposed Project site and immediate vicinity. This review
included consideration of sources commonly identified through Tribal consultation, notably the
1937 Kirkman-Harriman Pictorial and Historical Map of Los Angeles County, A.D. 1860 (Kirkman-
Herriman Map) (see Image 1, below). (Image 1).

Image 1 Kirkman-Harriman Pictorial and Historical Map of Los Angeles County

Project Site

The Kirkman-Harriman map (1937) was prepared based on review of historic documents and
notes more than 100 years following secularization of the missions (in 1833) and as a result is
highly generalized due to scale and age and may be somewhat inaccurate with regard to distance
and location of mapped features. Additionally, the map contains no specific primary references;
however, it does match with the details documented by the Portola expedition (circa 1769-1770).
While the map is a valuable representation of post-mission history, it has some limitations, as
mentioned, and substantiation of the specific location and uses of the represented individual

features by review of archaeological or other primary documentation should be conducted on a
case-by-case basis.

Based on a comparative review of the Kirkman-Harriman map (1937) overlayed in Google Earth,
following are observations of features relative to the proposed Project site:
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e An east-west trending “ancient road” is mapped approximately 0.25 miles to the north
and another north-south trending “ancient road” is mapped 1.3 miles to the west.

e A watercourse, likely present-day Topanga Creek, similarly aligned to present-day
Topanga Canyon is depicted approximately 1.3 miles to the northwest. The general
hydrography and waterways of this type provide hospitable landscape for seasonal or
permanent hamlets, trade depots, and ceremonial religious sites.

e The nearest unnamed Native American village site is mapped approximately 2.7 miles to
the east and another unnamed village site is mapped approximately 4.2 miles to the
northwest and adjacent to the above-mentioned watercourse, within the foothills of the
Santa Monica Mountains.

e "“Rlan]cho Santa Monica” is mapped approximately 3.48 miles to the east.

e The route taken by the Spanish explorer Gaspar de Portola in 1769 is located 5.45 miles
to the northeast. In this location is where the route shifts from east/west to north/south
and where the expedition group is mapped as making a campsite on August 4, 1769.

No archaeological evidence of the nearest village on the 1938 Kirkman-Harriman map was
provided in the SCCIC records or as the result of a review of other archaeological information for
the proposed Project site. This suggests that the village is either likely no nearer than 0.5 miles
from the proposed Project site or if existent within the records search radius, surficial or
subsurface deposits associated with the village have not yet been discovered. Although no
archaeological evidence of the nearest village on the 1938 Kirkman-Harriman map was provided
in the digitally available SCCIC records or through additional archival research for the proposed
Project site and surrounding area, SCCIC records do indicate that the remains of a potential village
site  (P-19-000134/CA-LAN-000134 and P-19-000219/CA-LAN-000219) was identified
approximately 0.18 miles southeast of the proposed Project site and consisting of projectile
points, scrapers, metates, manos, and pestles with midden and evidence of fire.

One additional archaeological resource of Native American origin, P-19-100497, was identified
through SCCIC records (approximately 0.2 miles to the northeast of the proposed Project site)
and is described in the SCCIC records as redeposited shell midden that was used as fill soll
between the 1960s and early 1970s and the source of this soil is unknown. Neither of these
three (3) previously recorded resources of Native American origin have been evaluated or
subjected to subsurface testing, though as previously noted, two of the resources (P-19-
000134/CA-LAN-000134 and P-19-000219/CA-LAN-000219) have been destroyed since the mid-
twentieth century and one resource (P-19-100497) was identified out of context (not within its
primary depositional location).
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5.5 Native American Heritage Commission Sacred Lands File Search

The NAHC SLF search was conducted by Cultural Resources Analyst Matthew Lin to determine
the presence of any reported Native American cultural resources within close proximity to the
present Project site as listed in the NAHC maintained SLF. The NAHC SLF search results were
positive. The SLF record is maintained at a PLSS Section level, meaning, the negative or positive
result is respective of a general area covering approximately one-square mile (640 acres) rather
than the exact study area. Therefore, the recorded tribal cultural resource resulting in the positive
finding, could be anywhere within the one-square mile PLSS Section (640 acre) area.

The NAHC identified twenty-four Native American individuals who would potentially have specific
knowledge as to whether or not cultural resources, meeting the definition of a tribal cultural
resource (TCR) consistent with California PRC &8 21074, have been identified within or adjacent
to the proposed Project site and could be at-risk as a result of project implementation. The
following tribal contact was copied on the results email sent by the NAHC: gtongva@gmail.com.

It is important to understand that the Sacred Land Files maintained by the NAHC represent a
curation of "sacred lands” or TCRs provided by Tribal entities and Native American
representatives. For various reasons, Tribal entities and Native American representatives do no
not always report sacred lands or TCRs to the NAHC. As such, the NAHC's SLF is not a
comprehensive list, and searches of the SLF must be considered in concert with other research
and not used as a sole source of information regarding the presence of TCRs or cultural
resources.

5.6 Tribal Consultation

On January 15, 2025, in accordance with the Citywide Housing Element 2021-2029 and Safety
Element Updates Final Environmental Impact Report Mitigation Monitoring Program (MMP)
mitigation measure 4.15-1(a) Native American Consultation and Monitoring for Discretionary
Projects, the City sent notification letters to those California Native American tribes who have
previously requested formal notification of proposed Projects under the agency’s jurisdiction.
These letters included information about the proposed Project, an invitation to participate in
government-to-government consultation, how to contact the City, if the tribe desires to consult,
and that the request to consult must occur within 30 days of receipt of the letter. Additionally,
the City was contacted by the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians on August 20, 2026
prompted by their inclusion in an email authored by the NAHC providing results of the Sacred
Land Files search to the City. Communication that has occurred in support of the tribal
notification/consultation process is summarized in Table 5.
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Table 6. Native American Notification/Consultation Summary
Contact
Dates

Fernandeno Tataviam Band of Mission January
Indians, Rudy Ortega, Tribal President 15, 2025

Contact Name Record of Correspondence

No response received

Fernandeno Tataviam Band of Mission January

Indians, Miguel Luna, THCP Director 15, 2025 No response received

Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California

Tribal Council, Robert F. Dorame, January No response received
. 15, 2025

Chairperson

Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe, Charles January No response received

Alvarez, Chairperson 15, 2025

Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe, Sam Dunlap, January No response received

Cultural Resource Director 15, 2025

San Fernando Band of Mission Indians, | January No response received

Donna Yocum, Chairperson 15, 2025

Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians, | January No response received

Thomas Tortez, Chairperson 15, 2025
January 31, 2025: The Kizh emailed the City
to explain their concerns with specific
subsurface ground disturbance activities and
provide archival documentation about TCRs.
The Kizh also requested all information
regarding “the history of the subsurface soils
that will be impacted as part of this project’s
ground disturbance activities”. The Kizh
provided proposed mitigation measures and
requested written notification stating whether
and to what extent the mitigation measures
will be included.
February 11, 2025: The City responded to
the Kizh with questions about the documents
Kizh provided and how they relate to

Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians — January concerns about presence of and potential

impacts to TCRs.

March 3, 2025: The City sent a follow-up
email to the Kizh after not receiving response
to 2/11/25 email.

April 7, 2025: The City sent another follow-up
email after not receiving a response and also
asked for documentation on previously
recorded resources within the project site.
April 14, 2025: Kara Grant, on behalf of the
Kizh, responded to the City by stating the
information Kizh previously provided
“satisfies the evidentiary threshold required
under the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) and mandates the
implementation of mitigation measures
designed to reduce the project’s impacts on
tribal cultural resources below the threshold

Kizh Nation (Kizh), Admin Email Account | 15, 2025
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Contact Name ST Record of Correspondence
Dates
of significance.” Grant stated that the City
must comply with CEQA and AB52 by
incorporating mitigation measures and
formally requested notice of actions and
decisions by the City for the project.
April 17, 2025: The City responded stating
that they recognize the presence of the TCRs
in the area but were inquiring about any
additional locational information that may help
them assess the level of impact the project
would cause. The City provided mitigation
measures and stated “In the absence of that
information, | conclude, based on the
evidence provided, that the attached
Mitigation Measures are appropriate.” The
City requested that the Kizh review the
mitigation measures and inform the City
whether they agree with them. The City
offered to meet via phone or virtual meeting
to discuss further.
August 8, 2025: The City sent a follow-up
email to the Kizh after receiving no response.
As of the preparation of this report,
consultation was ongoing and had not
been closed.
Gabrielino/Tongva San Gabriel Band of
. : January .
Mission Indians, Anthony Morales, No response received
. 15, 2025
Chairperson
Gabrielino/Tongva Nation, Sandonne January No response received
Goad, Chairperson 15, 2025
Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians, Isaiah | January No response received
Vivanco, Chairperson 15, 2025
August 20, 2026: The SYBCI contacted the City
requesting consultation.
Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians August 27,.2026: The Ci_ty met with the SYBCI. Th.e .
SYBCI provided information about TCRs present within the
(SYBCI) - ) )
proximity of the proposed Project site.
As of the preparation of this report, consultation was
ongoing and had not been closed.

As explained in Table 5, one tribe requested and participated in government-to-government
consultation with the City regarding this proposed Project, the Gabrieleno Band of Mission
Indians — Kizh Nation (Kizh). During the consultation, the Kizh provided documentation to support
their assertion that TCRs exist within the proposed Project site that could be impacted by
implementation of the proposed Project. Langan reviewed all documents provided by the Kizh to
assist in determining whether the documentation provided substantial evidence that a tribal
cultural resource(s) exists within the proposed Project site and could potentially be adversely
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impacted by project implementation. The information provided by the Kizh is protected from
public view in accordance with PRC Section 20182.3(c) and therefore only a general description
of the documentation and the results of Langan’s and the City's review are provided in this report.

Based on the information provided by the Kizh, there is not sufficient evidence that a TCR exists
within the proposed Project site. Although the documentation provided by the Kizh demonstrates
land use and traditional practices occurred within the Los Angeles Basin and within the general
Project area understood to be the traditional Gabrielefo territory, it does not provide detail
adequate enough to support the contention that a TCR exists within the proposed Project site.
This determination was also supported by evidence provided in this report.

In their review of the documentation provided by the Kizh, the City came to the same conclusion
and stated in an email to the tribe that in the absence of substantial evidence that a TCR is present
within the proposed Project site, they propose compliance with the 4.15-1a and b. In accordance
with 4.15-1a, since substantial evidence was not identified that tribal cultural resources exist
within the proposed Project site that would potentially be impacted by Project implementation,
the Project is subject to compliance with all Environmental Protection Measures (EPMs) as
provided in the City of Los Angeles City Planning Chapter | Environmental Protection Measures
Handbook (see Section 4.3 Local). The measure also includes any noticing requirements, adopted
by the Director of City Planning as well as compliance with 4.15-1(b) Discovery of Potential Tribal
Cultural Resources.

The Kizh objected to the City’'s mitigation measures and presented their own mitigation measures
for the City's review. The City recognized the Kizh's concerns and requested additional
information that might provide substantial evidence of a TCR and consideration of the Kizh's
mitigation measures for implementation. As of the preparation of this report, no further
communication has been received from the Kizh; consultation between the City and the Kizh is
ongoing and has not been closed.

The Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians contacted the City

6.0 FIELDWORK

6.1 Field Survey Methods

Staff Archaeologists conducted an intensive-level archaeological pedestrian survey of the proposed
Project site on June 22, 2022. The survey was conducted employing parallel transects, spaced no
greater than 5 meters apart (approximately 15 feet), traversing north to south, where feasible and
safe to do so. Deviations from transects only occurred in areas containing steep slopes (greater than
30% slope), dense vegetation, or impassible natural features. The ground surface was inspected for
artifacts of Native American origin (e.g., flaked stone tools, tool-making debris, groundstone tools,
ceramics, fire-affected rock), soil discoloration that might indicate the presence of a cultural midden,
soil depressions, features indicative of structures and/or buildings (e.g., standing exterior walls, post
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holes, foundations), and historic artifacts (e.g., metal, glass, ceramics, building materials). Ground
disturbances such as rodent burrows, cut banks, landscaped areas, base of trees, and drainages, if
present, were also visually inspected for exposed subsurface materials. All field practices met the
Secretary of Interior's standards and guidelines for a cultural resources inventory.

6.2 Field Survey Results

The exposed soils within the periodic barren patches accounted for approximately 10 percent of the
proposed Project Site and provided very good to excellent ground surface visibility (80-100 percent).
Areas covered by vegetation accounted for approximately 90 percent of the proposed parcel and
provided non-existent to fair ground surface visibility (0-50 percent). Modern trash was found in
sporadic locations on the surface of the proposed Project site, but no cultural materials were
observed. Portions of the eastern parcels were not accessible due dense vegetation and fencing;
however, archaeologists completed a visual survey of this area including inspecting accessible barren
grounds along the perimeter. No cultural materials were observed during the survey of all six (6)
parcels.

Site 1 - 17502 and 17508 Revello Drive Project (APN 4416-011-011 and APN 4416-011-
010)

This parcel accounts for approximately 33 percent of the proposed Project site and is undeveloped.
Access impediments were encountered due to dense vegetation and fencing limiting the use of
transect survey strategy and requiring an opportunistic approach (observation of barren soils along
perimeter and within site and semi- remote visual survey). Approximately 90 percent of the parcel
was covered by vegetation at the time of the survey; however, the presence of sporadic patches of
barren ground located within the parcel and the employment of periodic surface scrapes to reveal
soils allowed for fair to excellent ground surface visibility (40-100 percent). No signs of previous
disturbance were observed except a poured concrete stairwell extending the entire eastern boundary
of parcel APN 4416-011-011.

Site 2 — 17488 and 17496 W. Revello Drive Project (APN 4416-008-026 and APN 4416-008-
027)

This parcel accounts for approximately 34 percent of the proposed Project site and is undeveloped.
The entirety of this proposed Project site was surveyed using 5-meter (approximately 15 feet)
transects. Approximately 50 percent of the parcel was covered by vegetation at the time of the
survey; however, the presence of sporadic patches of barren ground located throughout the parcel
and the employment of periodic surface scrapes to reveal soils allowed for good to excellent ground
surface visibility (80-100 percent). No signs of previous disturbance were observed except a poured
concrete stairwell extending the entire western boundary of parcel AIN 4416-008-026.

LANGAN



Archaeological, Paleontological and Tribal Cultural Resources Assessment Report August 2026
Revello-Posetano Project Page 35
17488, 17496, 17502, 17508 Revello Drive

17501, 17509 Posetano Road

Site 3 - 17501 and 17509 W. Posetano Road Project (APN 4416-011-012 and APN 4416-011-
013)

This parcel accounts for approximately 32 percent of the proposed Project site and is undeveloped.
Access impediments were encountered due to dense vegetation and fencing limiting the use of
transect survey strategy and requiring an opportunistic approach (observation of barren soils along
perimeter and within site and semi- remote visual survey). Approximately 90 percent of the parcel
was covered by vegetation at the time of the survey; however, the presence of sporadic patches of
barren ground located within the parcel and the employment of periodic surface scrapes to reveal
soils allowed for fair to excellent ground surface visibility (40-100 percent). No signs of previous
disturbance were observed except a poured concrete stairwell extending the entire eastern boundary
of parcel APN 4416-011-012.

All soils appear to be consistent with the USDA's characterization for the area (United States
Department of Agriculture Web Soil Survey, 2021). General ground surface visibility was limited in
approximately 60 percent of the proposed Project resulting in less than reliable findings for the survey.

7.0 FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

7.1 Soil Conditions

The soils mapped within the proposed Project site and surrounding area are categorized as Urban
Land - Xerorthents. “Urban Land” soils are defined as human-transported material consisting mostly
of colluvium and/or residuum weathered from sedimentary rock and can be a mix of artificial fill and
disturbed native soils. “Xerorthents” soils are defined as belonging to the Orthents soils group that
are primarily present on recent erosional surfaces induced by geologic forces such as landslides and
human activities such as cultivation, mining, or other activities.

There is very little to no likelihood of these soils possessing intact archaeological deposits. Since no
records were found to indicate the nature of the displaced soils and the area has documented
landslides the presence of intact tribal cultural resources is extremely unlikely, but displaced tribal
cultural resources cannot be completely ruled out.

The parent material from which these soils are derived is documented by USGS (McGill 1989) as
consisting of sedimentary rock of upper Pleistocene and Holocene (Qlo) age. Based on the
documented presence of paleontological resources within Pleistocene-era soils located as near as
than 0.46-mile east, 2.43-mile east, 0.10-mile southwest, and 1 mile west of the proposed Project
site, there is potential for finding intact paleontological resource deposits in the upper Pleistocene
stratum.
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7.2 Archaeological and Tribal Cultural Resources

Based on background research, the proposed Project sites (Site 1, 2 and 3) have not been previously
developed and only minimally disturbed by human activities such as vegetation clearing (including the
removal of trees) and construction of a wall and cement stairway on certain parcel boundaries.
However, the proposed Project site exists within the Tramonto Landslide that has a long history of
paleo and historic landslide activity. As such, the proposed Project sites have likely been modified by
the natural movement of significant amounts of soils in paleo and historic periods providing strong
evidence that if unknown cultural material does exist within the proposed Project site, it would likely
not exist within its original context and as a result not fit the criteria or meet the threshold of a
historical resource or unique archaeological resource. Additionally, the proposed Project sites are
located within slopes greater than 30 percent and in some areas, slopes as steep as 45 percent;
steep slopes are not conducive to habitation and domestic activities that would result in the potential
of buried cultural deposits. Although activities such as hunting or opportunistic tool making or
modification occurred on steep slopes, the cultural materials left behind are typically isolated and do
not have the ability to significantly contribute to an understanding of prehistoric and historic periods.

The CHRIS records indicate that no cultural resources have been identified within the proposed
Project site and include three (3) archaeological sites of Native American origin and five (5) historic
built environment resources have been previously recorded within the 0.50-mile radius of the
proposed Project site. The closest cultural resource (P-19-100497) is approximately 290 meters (950
feet) northeast of the Proposed Project site and is documented as redeposited cultural material in the
form of fill soils placed in the late 1960s and 1970s. This resource does not fit the criteria or meet the
threshold of a historical resource or unique archaeological resource and is not eligible for NRHP or
CRHR listing. The site records of the other two archaeological resources show strong evidence that
the two trinomials belong to the same archaeological resource. Furthermore, both site records
document the site/s as located at an elevation of approximately 150 feet and evidence demonstrates
that the resource/s was destroyed during the construction of a gas station in 1953. No cultural
resources or materials consistent with cultural activity were observed during the intensive pedestrian
survey conducted in support of this investigation. A previous cultural resources investigation,
including a pedestrian survey of the Project site proposed for current addresses 17496 and 17438
Revello Drive, determined that the potential for unrecorded archaeological resources to exist within
the study area was considered “highly unlikely”.

In consideration of all these factors, the potential to encounter intact cultural deposits containing
archaeological resources or human remains within soils from the current grade to the proposed depth
of disturbance is low and the potential to encounter intact cultural deposits is highly unlikely due to
the history of landslides in the area. However, there is always a possibility to encounter archaeological
resources and human remains during ground disturbance. In the event that unanticipated
archaeological resources or human remains are encountered during proposed Project
implementation, they must be treated in accordance with CEQA and public safety codes outlined in
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Section 4. Regulatory Context. As such, the following management recommendations are provided
to ensure that impacts to unanticipated archaeological resources and human remains would be
treated properly resulting in a less than significant impact.

In accordance with the Citywide Housing Element 2021-2029 and Safety Element Updates Final
Environmental Impact Report Mitigation Monitoring Program (MMP) mitigation measure 4.15-1(a)
Native American Consultation and Monitoring for Discretionary Projects, the City sent notification
letters to those California Native American tribes who have previously requested formal notification
of proposed Projects under the agency’s jurisdiction. One tribe, the Gabrielefo Band of Mission
Indians — Kizh Nation (Kizh), responded requesting government-to-government consultation. All
documentation and information provided by the Kizh was considered by the City and a good faith
effort was made by the City to come to an agreement with the Kizh regarding the protection of
TCRs.

The City determined that based on the information provided by the Kizh, there is not sufficient
evidence that a TCR exists within the proposed Project site. This determination was supported
by other evidence presented in this report and summarized in this section. In acknowledgement
of the Kizh's concerns, the City provided mitigation measures that include the development of a
cultural resources monitoring program by a qualified archaeologist in consultation with all
interested tribes prior to the commencement of any ground disturbing activities and that such
program shall include provisions and implementation of procedures in the of an inadvertent
discovery of tribal cultural resources.

7.3 Paleontological Resources

Based on the findings provided by the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County, no
paleontological resource localities have been documented within the proposed Project site.
However, nearby paleontological resource localities have been recorded in the surrounding area
and within the same sedimentary deposits that have the potential of occurring within the
proposed Project, either at the surface or at depth. The soils mapped within the proposed Project
site and surrounding area are categorized as Urban Land - Xerorthents. “Urban Land” soils are
defined as human-transported material consisting mostly of colluvium and/or residuum
weathered from sedimentary rock and can be a mix of artificial fill and disturbed native soils.
However, the parent material from which these soils are derived is documented by USGS (McGill
1989) as consisting of sedimentary rock of upper Pleistocene and Holocene (Qlo) age. Based on
the documented presence of paleontological resources within Pleistocene-era soils located as
near as than 0.46-mile east, 2.43-mile east, 0.10-mile southwest, and 1 mile west of the proposed
Project site, there is potential for finding intact paleontological resource deposits in the upper
Pleistocene stratum.
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7.3 Summary

In consideration of impacts to archaeological, paleontological and tribal cultural resources in
accordance with the Citywide Housing Element 2021-2029 and Safety Element Updates Final
Environmental Impact Report Mitigation Monitoring Program (MMP) and completion of the 2021-
2029 Citywide Housing Element Streamlining Checklist Form (Form) the following conclusions
have been made and are supported by the evidence provided in this report:

e No pre or post contact archaeological resources of Native American origin or historic
archaeological resources were identified within the proposed Project site and the
likelihood for yet unidentified resources of the same to exist with the proposed Project
site is low. Accordingly, it is recommended that the following mitigation measure be
implemented to support proper response and treatment in the event of an inadvertent
discovery of archaeological resources, 4.4-2(j) Archaeological Resources, and thereby
ensure that impacts remain less than significant.

e No substantial evidence of tribal cultural resources within the proposed Project was
identified as a result of tribal notification and consultation conducted in accordance with
the Citywide Housing Element 2021-2029 and Safety Element Updates Final
Environmental Impact Report MMP mitigation measure 4.15-1(a) Native American
Consultation and Monitoring for Discretionary Projects.1. Accordingly, it is recommended
that the following mitigation measure be implemented to support proper response and
treatment in the event of an inadvertent discovery of tribal cultural resources, 4.15-1(b)
Discovery of Potential Tribal Cultural Resources, and thereby ensure that impacts remain
less than significant. As of the preparation of this report, consultation between the City
and the Kizh is ongoing and has not been closed.

e No paleontological resources were identified within the proposed Project site. However,
resources of the same have been identified within close proximity and the proposed
Project site is underlain by soils or geologic units consistent within which paleontological
resources have been found and therefore, have the potential of containing paleontological
resources. Accordingly, it is recommended that the following mitigation measure be
implemented to support proper response and treatment in the event of an inadvertent
discovery of paleontological resources, 4.5-19 (d) Fossil Discovery, Salvage, and
Treatment, and thereby ensure that impacts remain less than significant.

8.0 MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS AND IMPACT ANALYSIS

Based on the available information and the resulting findings of our investigation, it is unlikely any
archaeological and tribal cultural resources and human remains will be encountered during and
adversely impacted as a result of Project construction. However, there is a low to moderate
potential that previously unrecorded paleontological resources may be inadvertently encountered
during project implementation specifically as a result of ground disturbances occurring below the
depth of 52 inches below current grade.
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To support appropriate adherence to Citywide Housing Element 2021-2029 and Safety Element
Updates Final Environmental Impact Report Mitigation Monitoring Program (MMP). Langan
recommends the following mitigation measures as well as those measures outlined in the Los
Angeles City Planning Chapter 1 Environmental Protection Measures Handbook (2025), that are
relevant to the protection and proper treatment archaeological, paleontological and tribal cultural
resources and human remains, be employed.

Prior to commencement of construction activities for all phases of project implementation, the
project applicant/owner/developer should retain qualified archaeological principal investigator
who meets the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualification Standards for Archaeology
and has experience and is well-acquainted with the history of the ancestral tribes geographically
connected to the Project site referred to here on as “Qualified Archaeologist”. Additionally, a
paleontological principal investigator who meets the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP)
Standards should be retained referred to here on as “Qualified Paleontologist”.

Archaeological Resources - MM 4.4-2(j)

In the event that historic (e.g., bottles, foundations, refuse dumps/privies, railroads, etc.) or
prehistoric (e.g., hearths, burials, stone tools, shell and faunal bone remains, etc.) archaeological
resources are unearthed, ground-disturbing activities shall be halted or diverted away from the
vicinity of the find so that the find can be evaluated. A 50-foot buffer within which construction
activities shall not be allowed to continue shall be established by the qualified archaeologist
around the find. Work shall be allowed to continue outside of the buffer area. All archaeological
resources unearthed by project development activities shall be evaluated by the qualified
archaeologist. If a resource is determined by the qualified archaeologist to constitute a “historical
resource” pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a) or a "“unique archaeological
resource” pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21083.2(g), the qualified archaeologist
shall coordinate with the applicant and the City to develop a formal treatment plan that would
serve to reduce impacts to the resources. The treatment plan established for the resources shall
be in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(f) for historical resources and Public
Resources Code Sections 21083.2(b) for unique archaeological resources. Preservation in place
(i.e., avoidance) is the preferred manner of treatment. If, in coordination with the City, it is
determined that preservation in place is not feasible, appropriate treatment of the resource shall
be developed by the qualified archaeologist in coordination with the City and may include
implementation of archaeological data recovery excavations to remove the resource along with
subsequent laboratory processing and analysis. Any archaeological material collected shall be
curated at a public, non-profit institution with a research interest in the materials, if such an
institution agrees to accept the material. If no institution accepts the archaeological material, they
shall be donated to a local school, Tribe, or historical society in the area for educational purposes.
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Fossil Discovery, Salvage, and Treatment - MM 4.5-1(d)

If paleontological resources are uncovered during construction activities (in either a previously
disturbed or undisturbed area), all ground-disturbing activities in the area of the find shall cease
until a qualified paleontologist has evaluated the find, and identified and prepared an appropriate
mitigation plan, in accordance with federal, state, and local guidelines, Construction activities in
the area of the discovery shall commence again only after the identified resource(s) are properly
processed by a qualified paleontologist, and if construction activities are cleared by the qualified
paleontologist to continue. If cleared by the qualified paleontologist, construction activity may
continue unimpeded on other portions of the project site that would not affect evaluation or
recovery of the identified resource(s).

The qualified paleontologist or designated paleontological monitor shall recover intact fossils
consistent with the mitigation plan and notify the City of any fossil salvage and recovery efforts.
Typically, fossils can be safely salvaged quickly by a single paleontologist and not disrupt
construction activity. In some cases, larger fossils (such as complete skeletons or large mammal
fossils) require more extensive excavation and longer salvage periods. In this case the
paleontologist shall have the authority to temporarily direct, divert or halt construction activity to
ensure that the fossil(s) can be removed in a safe and timely manner. Any fossils shall be handled
and deposited consistent with a mitigation plan prepared by the paleontological monitor. The
qualified paleontologist shall prepare a report according to current professional standards
including those of the SVP that describes the resource, how it was assessed, and disposition.
The report shall be submitted to the City.

Discovery of Potential Tribal Cultural Resources - 4.15-1(b)

In the event that Tribal Cultural Resources are discovered during Project activities, whether or
not a tribal monitor is present, and there is no CRMP or the CRMP does not cover treatment of
inadvertent discovery, all work within a 50-foot buffer of the find shall cease and a Qualified
Archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior’'s Professional Qualification Standards for
Archaeology shall assess the find. Tribes that are culturally and historically affiliated with the
Project area and have requested consultation shall be notified, should any potential tribal cultural
resource be discovered during project implementation. Construction personnel shall not collect
or move any tribal resources. Construction activity may continue unimpeded on other portions of
the project site. Unless agreed otherwise during the tribal consultation process or in a CRMP, if
tribal cultural resources are discovered during construction, the applicant and/or owner shall
retain a Qualified Tribal Monitor (as approved by the Tribe) if requested by the Tribe. Any and all
archaeological/cultural documents created as a part of the Project (isolate records, site records,
survey reports, testing reports, and monitoring reports) should be provided to consulting Tribes.
Any tribal cultural resources discovered shall be treated with appropriate dignity and protected
and preserved as appropriate with the agreement of the Tribal Representative and in accordance
with federal, state, and local guidelines. If not otherwise provided in the CRMP, the Lead Agency
and/or applicant shall, in good faith, provide all consulting Tribes the opportunity to consult on the
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disposition and treatment of resources. The location of the find of tribal cultural resources and
the type and nature of the find will not be published, except to provide information to the Qualified
Archaeologist, tribal representatives, and public agencies with jurisdiction or responsibilities
related to the resources. An agreement will be reached with the Tribal Representative to mitigate
or avoid any significant impacts to identified tribal cultural resources. Absent an agreement with
the Tribal Representative, as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21083.2, the find should
be preserved in place or left in an undisturbed state unless the Project would damage the
resource. \When preserving in place or leaving in an undisturbed state is not possible, excavation
should not occur until testing or studies prepared by a Qualified Archaeologist have adequately
documented the recovery of scientifically consequential information from and about the resource.
Construction activity may continue unimpeded on other portions of the project site if cleared by
the Qualified Tribal Monitor or Qualified Archaeologist. Ground Disturbance Activities in the area
where resources were found may commence once the identified resources are properly
assessed and processed by a Tribal Representative or, if no Tribal Representative is identified, a
Qualified Archaeologist.

Provided the prescribed measures are properly implemented, the potential impact to
archaeological, paleontological and tribal cultural resources and human remains is
considered to be less than significant.
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FIGURE 1. SITE VICINITY MAP
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Natural History Museum
of Los Angeles County
900 Exposition Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA gooo7

tel 213.763.DINO

NATURAL www.nhm.org
HISTORY

MUSEUM )
$0s ANCELS: CoilTY Research & Collections

e-mail: paleorecords@nhm.org

January 31, 2025

LANGAN
Attn: Marc Abramiuk

re: Expedited paleontological resources records search for the Revello Project
Dear Marc:

I have conducted a thorough search of our paleontology collection records for the locality and specimen
data for proposed development at the Revello project area as outlined on the portion of the Topanga
USGS topographic quadrangle map that you sent to me via e-mail on January 24, 2024. We do not have
any fossil localities that lie directly within the proposed project area, but we do have fossil localities
nearby from the same sedimentary deposits that may occur in the proposed project area, either at the
surface or at depth.

The following table shows the closest known localities in the collection of the Natural History
Museum of Los Angeles County (NHMLA).

Locality
Number Location Formation Taxa Depth
Coal Canyon or
LACM IP 63, Tuna Canyon
42762 Santa Ynez Canyon Formation Invertebrates (uncatalogued) Surface
LACM IP
29627 Castle Rock Beach  Pico (?)Formation Invertebrates (uncatalogued) Surface
Unknown formation
LACM IP 325 Rustic Canyon (Pleistocene) Invertebrates (uncatalogued) Surface
Bivalves (Amiantis, Chione,
Chama, Dallocardia, Leptopecten,
Lucinisca, Macoma, Mytilus,
Nucula, Tresus), scaphopods
(Dentalium), gastropods (Terebra,
Calliostoma, Megastraea,
Kurtziella, Shaskyus, Sinum,
Callianax), coral (Paracyathus),
LACM IP Mouth of Topanga Palos Verdes Sand  barnacles (Megabalanus), other
25264 Canyon (Pleistocene) uncatalogued invertebrates Surface

VP, Vertebrate Paleontology, IP, Invertebrate Paleontology,; bgs, below ground surface

This records search covers only the records of the NHMLA. It is not intended as a


mailto:smcleod@nhm.org
mailto:smcleod@nhm.org

paleontological assessment of the project area for the purposes of CEQA or NEPA. Potentially
fossil-bearing units are present in the project area, either at the surface or in the subsurface. As
such, NHMLA recommends that a full paleontological assessment of the project area be

conducted by a paleontologist meeting Federal (43 Code of Federal Regulations Part 49.110) or
Society of Vertebrate Paleontology standards.

Sincerely,

(Ueqpser sl

Alyssa Bell, Ph.D.
Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County
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