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This report contains confidential cultural resources location information and distribution of this
report is restricted. Cultural resources are nonrenewable, and their scientific, cultural, and
aesthetic values can be significantly impaired by disturbance. To deter vandalism, artifact
hunting, and other activities that can damage cultural resources, the locations of cultural resources
are confidential. The legal authority to restrict cultural resources information is in subdivision (1)
of Section 6254 and Section 6254.10 of the California Government Code;-,_subdivision (d) of
Section 15120 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations;-;_Section 304 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended:-, and Section 9 of the Archaeological Resources
Protection Act. [Note to reviewers: We will have to create a redacted version when the final
version of this complete report is approved by the team. Archacological data and locations of sites
are confidential and exempt from the CA public records act.]
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Introduction and Project Description Summary. The City of Inglewood (City) has retained | +~{ Formatted: Space Before: 0 pt

Environmental Science Associates (ESA) to conduct a cultural resources assessment for the
Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center (Proposed Project) in support of an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) pursuant to the Califomia Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA). The Project proposes the construction and operation of the Inglewood Basketball and
Entertainment Center (IBEC), which would include an approximately 915,000-square-foot (sf),
18,000-fixed-seat arena suitable for National Basketball Association (NBA) games, public plaza,
outdoor stage, community space, practice facility, sports medicine clinic, team offices,
retail/restaurants, a hotel, employee access pavilion, and a parking facilities for team and public
parking. These activities are referred to collectively as the Proposed Project. The City is the lead
agency pursuant to CEQA.

The Project Site is located in the southwestern portion of the City of Inglewood within Los
Angeles County, approximately 10 miles south/southwest of downtown Los Angeles. The 28-acre

= components (the Arena Site, the West Parkin,
2 Site, the Fast Parking i :
Hotel Site, and the Well Relocation Site) situated on the south side of West Century Boulevard,
near the intersection of South Prairie Avenue. There are two project variants that, while not part

Project Site consists of

of the Proposed Project, are being identitied and analyzed to provide the flexibility to allow the
City to approve them. The West Century Boulevard Pedestrian Bridge Variant would result in the
construction of a second pedestrian bridge across West Century Boulevard, connecting a retail
portion of the Arena Site to the Hollywood Park Specific Plan area to the north. The Alternate
South Prairie Avenue Access Variant would expand the boundary of the Arena Site portion of the
Project Site by adding two additional properties to the Proposed Project: 10204 South Prairie
Avenue and 10226 South Prairie Avenue.

Archival Research Summary. A records search for the Proposed Project was conducted on
May 7, 2018 by ESA staff at the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS)
South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) housed at California State University,
Fullerton. The records search included a review of all-recorded archaeological resources and I
previous studies within the Project Site and a 0.5-mile radius of the Project Site, and historic
architectural resource gtudigss within or adjacent to the Project Site. Additionally, the Nationad

Regisier of Historic Pla {National Register) and California Register of Historical Resources

{Califora Register) were reviewed 1o determine if listed resources are located within one nule of

the Project Site. The records search indicates that four cultural resources studies have been
conducted within a 0.5-mile radius of the Project Site. Of the four previous studies, only two
shudios (LA-10567 and LA-11150) are adjacent, s ione of i : iudien overlap the
Project Site. The records search also indicates that no eultural-archaeological resources have beer

previously recorded within the Project Site or the 0.5-mile 1 radius
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Executive Summary

. The only National or California Register-listed architectural historical resource

within one ~mile of the Proiect Site 1s The Forum ¢

The California Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) maintains a confidential Sacred
Lands File (SLF) which contains sites of traditional, cultural, or religious value to the Native
American community. The NAHC was contacted on April 24, 2018 to request a search of the
SLF. The NAHC responded to the request in a letter dated April 25, 2018 with negative finding.
Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) consultation conducted for the Project by the City is separately
documented in section 3.4, Cultural Resources, of the Draft EIR.

A desktop geoarchaeological review was conducted by Ghsis-baslewsod, PhiD. REAESA . The
deskiop review was ndormed by study of the geological mapping of the Proiect Site and vicinity,

historic fopographic maps, historic aerial photographs, mapped soils, and a review of the

geutechical data for the site. The purpose of the review was to characterize the geology of, and
assess the potential for the presence of, subsurface archaeological resources in; the Project Site.

The geoarchaeological review indicates that much of the Project Site is underlain by Pleistocene-
aged alluvium which has low potential for intact archaeological deposits. An area of Late
Pleistocene to Holocene alluvium is mapped along South Doty Avenue between the northern
portion of the Arena Site and Fast Parking Garage Site and Hotel Site; the Late Pleistocene to

Holocene alluvium has higher potential to contain buried archaeological deposits. However, the
entirety of the Project Site has been subject to prior disturbance that includes some or all of the
following: st s« development, subsgguent-demolition of structures and removal of
foundations and other components, and regular maintenance including grading and/or plowing.

The likely net effect of these actions, particularly in areas with little to no younger alluvium,

the development of land uses on the Project Site and to contribute to an assessment of the Project
Site’s archaeological sensitivity. The review indicates the Project Site and its vicinity remained
undeveloped until the 1920s-—-when residential development began. Between 1928 and 1963, the
area became nearly fully developed with single- and multi-family residences, while the properties
within the Project Site along West Century Boulevard and South Prairie Avenue transitioned
from residential to commercial use. Between 1952 and 1963 many of the single family residences
and lower density multi-family residences east of South Prairie Avenue were replaced with

apartment buildings, hotels, and commercial buildings that tesk-upe d most of any

mpasse
given parcel with zero or minimal lot line setbacks.

Survey Summary. Cultural resources surveys of the Project Site were conducted by ESA cultural
resources specialists on April 24 +, 2018. All individuals that conducted

survevs are specialisis in their field and meet the S +f the Interior’s Professional

Qualifications Standards. The surveys were aimed at identitying historic architectural resources

and archacological resources within-esimmedisteby-adineent-to the Project_Site. Areas with
visible ground surface were subject to pedestrian survey using transect intervals spaced no more
than 10 meters (approximately 30 feet) apart. Existing on-site buildings and structures, as well as
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Executive Summary

the immediate surroundings, were photographed.-fa-additisg; a reconnatvsanes survey-of the

forandireet-tmpacts to-offute-historieal resetress: Two historig-age architestural resvurses (Tuef
and Sky Motel and 10212 South Pratrie Avenie) were identified on the Project Stie that required

evaluation o detf‘mune if thev are hi s;tori«cal FESOUICES for the purposes of CEOA. Twokeus

neba il Slow Meotel-and 10313 -Seuth-Pratds xv erie \“ ere

Conclusions and Recommendations. There are two historic-age architectural resources (Turf

and Sky Motel and 1()212 South Prairie Avenue) on the Project Site. They were evaluated and are
Criteria A/1-D/4. As such, they do not qualify as hlst011cal resources under CEQA and the Project
would not result in a direct impact to historical resources. I1

#mpacts to adiasent-offsie
historical resources were ajso analyzed, The only listed listorical resouros g

he Forum, which

is approximately

i mile to the north. and-tlf was determined that the Proz ect would not
the Forum; therefore, the Project would not result in as-ind

materially alfer

simpacts to
historical resources. No further work is recommended for these resources.

c0n31st1ng of one historic-period 1901ate (bA‘» AN- 1) and one p0331b1e prehistoric isolate (W SN

: d-within the Project Site. Due to their isolated nature and lack of clear cultural
context, EAN-1 and WSN-1 are not eligible for listing in the National Register or California

Register and do not otherwise qualify as historical or unique archacological resources pursuant to
CEQA. The likelthood of encountering sivy-prehistoric and/or historic-perind archacological

deposits 1 low, especially Sgiven the degree of disturbance within the Project Site, which has

included the construction and demolition of residential and commercial buildings»;-gﬁelaisteaﬁ:e
adioehis

se-nerod-archacoisaesks
PErroaarenaerogt

related ground d1sturbance Whlch will extend t0 a maximum depth of 35~— feet below ground
disturbanees g, could encounter archaeological deposits that qualify as historical resources of
unique archaeological resources pursuant to CEQA. Therefore, recommended mitigation
measures for the retention of a qualified archaeologist, cultural resources sensitivity training,

archacological and Native American monitoring, and inadvertent discovery protocols are

provided in the Conclusion and Recommendations section at the close of this report.
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INGLEWOOD BASKETBALL AND
ENTERTAINMENT CENTER PROJECT

Cultural Resources Assessment Report

Introduction

The City of Inglewood (City) has retained Environmental Science Associates (ESA) to conduct a
cultural resources assessment for the Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center (Project) in
support of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) pursuant to the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). The Project proposes the construction and operation of the Inglewood
Basketball and Entertainment Center (IBEC), an approximately 915,000 square foot (st), 18,000-
fixed-seat arena suitable for National Basketball Association (NBA) games, public plaza, outdoor
stage, community space, practice facility, sports medicine clinic, team offices, retail/restaurants,
employee access pavilion, and a parking facilities for team and public parking. These activities
are referred to collectively as the Proposed Project. The City is the lead agency pursuant to
CEQA.

ESA personnel involved in the preparation of this report are as follows: Monica Strauss, MLA.,
RPA, Project Director; Sara Dietler, B.A., Project Manager; Amber Grady, M.A. and Michael
Vader, B.A., report authors; Chris Taylor, M.H.P., Vanessa Ortiz, M.A., RPA, and Amber-Marie
Madrid, B.A., surveyors; Chris Lockwood, Ph.D. geoarchaeological review, and Jessie Lee, GIS
specialist. Resumes of key personnel are included in Appendix A.

Project Location and Description

The Project Site is located in the southwestern portion of the City of Inglewood within Los
Angeles County, approximately 10 miles south/southwest of downtovm Los Angeles (Figure 1).
The 28-acre Project Site consists of ¥

i, situated south of West Century
Boulevard neal South Prairie Avenue (Figure 2). The Arena Site is
bounded by West Century Boulev ard on the north, South Prairie Avenue on the west, South Doty
traight line extending east from West 10?"i Street to
02" Street ;

Avenue on the east, and

South Doty Avenue to the south. A portion of *¥

to allow construction on the Arend Site. The Arena Site would be occupied by a proposed event
arena, team offices, a sports medicine clinic, a parking garage, a public plaza, community
facilities, and retail and restaurant uses.
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Introduction

The West Parking ite is an approximately 5-acre site on the
north and south sides of West 101* Street, bounded by West Century Boulevard to the north,
hotel and residential uses to the west, South Prairie A venue to the east, and West 102°¢ Street to
the south. A portion of West 101 Street i g £ i 3
would be vacated to allow construction of the parking garage. This site would

accommodate a new parking garage, and would include a pedestrian bridge across South Prairie
Avenue connecting the parking garage to retail uses on the Arena Site.

The Fast Parking
bounded by West Century Boulevard to the north
east and west:-, and West 102™ Street to the south. This site would include a

Site is an approximately S-acre site

industrial and commercial uses to the

The Well Relocation Site is an approximate 0.7-acre site located at 3812 West 102" Street,
surrounded by vacant land to the west and south and bounded by residential uses to the east. This
parcel would accommodate a new Water Well #8, including its associated infrastructure.

The Project Site is located within Section 3 and unsectioned portions of Township 3 South,
Range -14 West on the- Inglewood, CA (218} 7.5-minute U.S. Geologic Survey (USGS)
topographic quadrangle (Figure 3).

The Proposed Project would include demolition of approximately 54,098 sguare-feetsf of existing
on-site vacant and commercial uses across multiple parcels for the construction of the Proposed
Project.

Project Variants
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Introduction

West Century Boulevard Pedestrian Bridge Variant

The West Century Boulevard Pedestrian Bridge Variant would result in the construction of a
second pedestrian bridge across West Century Boulevard, connecting a retail portion of the Arena
Site to the Hollywood Park Specific Plan area to the north. The pedestrian bridge would provide a
vertical clearance of approximately 14-15 feet over West Century Boulevard. The pedestrian
bridge would connect with similar retail uses on the north side of West Century Boulevard. The
pedestrian bridge would be constructed of materials similar to the Proposed Project’s retail
building in the plaza or the arena structure. The West Century Boulevard Pedestrian Bridge
Variant could be incorporated into the development of either the Proposed Project or the
Alternate South Prairie Avenue Access Variant. No additional parcels wouldare needed to be
demeohshed-or acquired to implement this variant.

Formatted: 1.2 space,DCP Normal, No page break before
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Introduction

This variant is being included because it is unknown whether the property owner north of the

: a pedestrian bridge to their property on the'
north side of West Centurv Boulevard Ihe pedestrran bridge connection north of West Century
Boulevard could tie into future retail or other uses plannied on that site. Because there is

Project Site would &

uncertainty about whether a pedestrian bridge could tie into the property to the north, this element
is being evaluated as a project variant.

Alternate South Prairie Avenue Access Variant

This variant would expand the boundary of the Arena Site portion of the Project Site by adding
two additional properties to the Proposed Project: 10204 South Prairie Avenue and 10226 South
Prairie Avenue

1gure 4\ 2 21 - EHG hﬂg}ter 25 Pfu -ect-Leseriptiony. These two propcrtres
s restdential buildings:

K. Under thrs variant, 8 Would be acqurrcd

through vol untary %dles i owners to the project

applicant &

buildings

and site access to South Prairie Avenue be slightly shifted south to more closely align
with West 103" Street. However, the overall circulation plan for the Project Site would not

change.

This variant is being included because whether the owners of these residential propertres will

agree to sell them to the apphcant is unknown at this time. -

' For this reason, there is

uncertainty about Whether these parcels Will be acquired.
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Background

Background
Natural Setting

The Project Site is located within the fully urbanized City of Inglewood. The Project Site 1s

office, residential, parking, and sports stadium uses. Priorio-the-developm

arEn
LM e o X o a e

hHistoric topograplie maps dating to the 1920% and 1930s indicate a north-south trending

north of the Project Site’s northern boundary._The drainage was eventually impacted by the

development of Hollywood Park in the 19407,

Prehistoric Setting

Based on recent research in the region (Homburg et al., 2014), the following prehistoric
chronology has been divided into four general time periods: the Paleocoastal Period (12,000 to
8,000 Before Present [B.P.]), the Millingstone Period (8,000 to 3,000 B.P.), the Intermediate
Period (3,000 to 1,000 B.P.), and the Late Period (1,000 B.P. to the time of Spanish Contact in
A.D. 1542). This chronology is manifested in the archaeological record by particular artifacts and
burial practices that indicate specific technologies, economic systems, trade networks, and other
aspects of culture

Paleocoastal Period (12,000-8,000 B.P.)

While it is not certain when humans first came to California, their presence in southem California
by about 11,000 B.P. has been well documented. At Daisy Cave, on San Miguel Island, cultural
remains have been radiocarbon dated to between 11,100 and 10,950 B.P. (Byrd and Raab, 2007).
During this time period, the climate of southern California became warmer and more arid and the
human population, residing mainly in coastal or inland desert areas, began exploiting a wider
range of plant and animal resources (Byrd and Raab, 2007).

Possible evidence of a Paleocoastal occupation comes from site CA-LAN-61, located on a bluff
top east of Lincoln Boulevard about 4.75 miles northwest of the Project Site, and site CA-LAN-
63, located to the west of Lincoln Boulevard about 4.80 miles northwest of the Project Site. The
evidence of occupation includes artifact types that generally date to early periods, although no
radiocarbon dates from either site confirm an early occupation (Homburg et al., 2014).

Millingstone Period (8,000-3,000 B.P.)

During the Millingstone period, there is evidence for the processing of acoms for food and a shift
toward a more generalized economy. The first definitive evidence of human occupation in the
Los Angeles area dates to at least 98,000 years B.P. and is associated with the Millingstone
cultures (Wallace, 1955, Warren, 1968).
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Background

Millingstone cultures were characterized by the collection and processing of plant foods,
particularly acorns, and the hunting of a wider variety of game animals (Byrd and Raab, 2007,
Wallace, 1955). Millingstone cultures also established more permanent settlements that were
located primarily on the coast and in the vicinity of estuaries, lagoons, lakes, streams, and
marshes where a variety of resources, including seeds, fish, shellfish, small mammals, and birds,
were exploited. Early Millingstone occupations are typically identified by the presence of
handstones (manos) and millingstones (metates), while those Millingstone occupations dating
later than 5,000 B.P. contain a mortar and pestle complex as well, signifying the exploitation of
acorns in the region.

The earliest confirmed human occupation associated with the Millingstone Period dates to
approximately 8,000 to 7,000 B.P. Site CA-LAN-64, located at the top of the Westchester Hills
about 5.1 miles northwest of the Project Site, appears to have been occupied by small seasonal
foraging groups subsisting on a mix of terrestrial and marine resources (Altschul et al., 2007).

Intermediate Period (3,000-1,000 B.P.)

During the Intermediate period, many aspects of Millingstone culture persisted, but a number of
socioeconomic changes occurred (Erlandson, 1994; Wallace, 1955; Warren, 1968). The native
populations of southem California were becoming less mobile and populations began to gather in
small sedentary villages with satellite resource-gathering camps. Increasing population size
necessitated the intensified use of existing terrestrial and marine resources (Erlandson, 1994).
Evidence indicates that the overexploitation of larger, high-ranked food resources may have led to
a shift in subsistence, towards a focus on acquiring greater amounts of smaller resources, such as
shellfish and small-seeded plants (Byrd and Raab, 2007).

This period is characterized by increased labor specialization, expanded trading networks for both
utilitarian and non-utilitarian materials, and extensive travel routes. Although the intensity of
trade had already been increasing, it now reached its zenith, with asphaltum (tar), seashells, and
steatite being traded from southern California to the Great Basin. Use of the bow and arrow
spread to the coast around 1,500 B.P, largely replacing the dart and atlatl (Homburg et al., 2014).
Increasing population densities, with ensuing territoriality and resource intensification, may have
given rise to increased disease and violence between 3,300 and 1,650 B.P. (Raab et al., 1995).

-64, and -206, which are within 4.75 to 5.1 miles of the Project Site. Current data suggests that
during the Intermediate Period, sites on bluff tops and lowland areas were occupied at the same
time. At least some permanent settlements on bluff tops (CA-LAN-63, -64, and -206) appear to
have been highly structured, with areas set aside for refuse disposal, burials, ritual activities, and
food-processing. Sites in the lowland areas (CA-LAN-62) appear to have been utilized primarily
for resource procurement and processing. Recovery of numerous microblades from CA-LLAN-61
and the prevalence of stone beads with a decrease in shell beads, coupled with linguistic and
osteological data, have been interpreted as representative of a migration of desert (or non-
maritime) groups in to the area (Homburg et al., 2014; Sutton, 2009).
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Late Period (1,000 B.P.—A.D. 1542)

The Late Period is associated with the florescence of the people who later became known as the

“Gabrielino,” and who are estimated to have had a population numbering around 5,000 in the pre
contact period. The Gabrielino occupied what is presently Los Angeles County and northern
Orange County, along with the southern Channel Islands, including Santa Catalina, San Nicholas,
and San Clemente (Kroeber, 1925). This period saw the development of elaborate trade networks
and use of shell-bead currency. Fishing became an increasingly significant part of subsistence
strategies at this time, and investment in fishing technologies, including the plank canoe, are
reflected in the archaeological record (Erlandson, 1994; Raab et al., 1995). Settlement at this time
is believed to have consisted of dispersed family groups that revolved around a relatively limited
number of permanent village settlements that were located centrally with respect to a variety of
resources.

In contrast to other parts of southern California, occupation appears to decrease during the Late
Period, possibly due to drier conditions in the area. Sites with Late Period components include
CA-LAN-61, -62, and -63, which are within about 5 miles of the Project Site. During this time
period, a formal or dedicated cemetery was established at site CA-LAN-62, which would
continue in use into the Historic Period, which began after contact (Homburg et al., 2014).

Ethnographic Setting
Protohistoric Period {(A.D. 1542 to 1771)

The Project Site is located in a region traditionally occupied by the Gabrielino Indians. The term
“Gabrielino” is a general term that refers to those Native Americans who were administered by
the Spanish at the Mission San Gabriel Arcangel. Their neighbors included the Chumash and
Tataviam to the north, the Juafieno to the south, and the Serrano and Cahuilla to the east. The
Gabrielino are reported to have been second only to the Chumash in terms of population size and
regional influence (Bean and Smith, 1978). The Gabrielino language is part of the Takic branch
of the Uto-Aztecan language family.

At the time of Spanish contact in A.D. 1542, also the beginning of what is known as the
Protohistoric Period (A.D. 1542 to 1771), many Gabrielino practiced a religion that was centered
around the mythological figure Chinigchinich (Bean and Smith, 1978). This religion may have
been relatively new when the Spanish arrived, and at that time was spreading to other neighboring
Takic groups. The Gabrielino practiced both cremation and inhumation of their dead. A wide
variety of grave offerings, such as stone tools, baskets, shell beads, projectile points, bone and
shell ornaments, and otter skins, were interred with the deceased.

Coming ashore on Santa Catalina Island in October of 1542, Juan Rodriguez Cabrillo was the
first European to make contact with the Gabrielino; the 1769 expedition of Portola also passed
through Gabrielino territory (Bean and Smith, 1978). Native Americans suffered severe
depopulation and their traditional culture was radically altered after Spanish contact. Nonetheless,
Gabrielino descendants still reside in the greater Los Angeles and Orange County areas and
maintain an active interest in their heritage.
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Historic Setting
Spanish Period (A.D. 1769 — 1821)

Although Spanish explorers made brief visits to the region in 1542 and 1602, sustained contact
with Europeans did not commence until the onset of the Spanish Period. In 1769 Gaspar de
Portola led an expedition from San Diego, passing through the Los Angeles Basin and the San
Fernando Valley, on its way to the San Francisco Bay (McCawley, 1996). Father Juan Crespt,
who accompanied the 1769 expedition, noted the suitability of the Los Angeles area for
supporting a large settlement. This was followed in 1776 by the expedition of Father Francisco
Garcés (Johnson and Earle, 1990).

In the late 18th century, the Spanish began establishing missions in California and forcibly
relocating and converting native peoples as well as exposing them to diseases that they had no
resistance to. Mission San Gabriel Arcangel was founded on September 8, 1771 and Mission
San Fernando Rey de Espaiia on September 8, 1797. By the early 1800s, the majority of the
surviving Gabrielino had entered the mission system, either at San Gabriel or San Femando.
Mission life offered some degree of security in a time when traditional trade and political
alliances were failing and epidemics and subsistence instabilities were increasing. This lifestyle
change also brought with it significant negative consequences for Gabrielino health and cultural
integrity.

On September 4, 1781, El Pueblo de la Reina de los Angeles was established not far from the site
where Portola and his men camped during their 1769 excursion, with a land grant of 28 acres
issued to California Goveror Felipe de Neve in 1781 (Gumprecht, 2001). The pueblo was
established in response to the increasing agricultural needs of Spanish missions and presidios in
California. The original pueblo consisted of a central square surrounded by twelve houses and a
series of agricultural fields. Thirty-six fields occupied 250 acres between the town and the river to
the east (Gumprecht, 2001).

By 1786, the flourishing pueblo attained self-sufficiency and funding by the Spanish government
ceased. Fed by a steady supply of water and an expanding irrigation system, agriculture and
ranching grew;; and by the early 1800s the pueblo produced surplus wheat, com, batley, and
beans for export. A large number of livestock, including cattle and sheep, grazed in the
surrounding lands (Gumprecht, 2001).

A Gabrielino village, or “rancheria,” known as Guaspet, or Guasna or Gaucha, appears to have
been located northwest of the Project Site. Based on mission baptism records, the rancheria
appears to have been occupied from about 1790 to 1820 (Reedy, 2015). At least 193 people are
known to have lived at the rancheria and been baptized. Records suggest that recruitment into the
mission system did not occur until native populations in closer proximity to Mission San Gabriel
had been assimilated, and after grazing expanded into the Project Site vicinity, bringing native
inhabitants of the region into closer contact with Spanish-era ranchers (Stoll et al., 2009). Two
archaeological sites with components dating to the Spanish era (CA-LAN-62 and -211), located
within about 4-73-4e-4.75 miles from the Project, may be the location of Guaspet, although this
has not been contirmed in the historical record (Reedy, 2015).
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A 19374 map titled The Kirkman-Harriman Pictorial and Historical Map of Los Angeles Couﬂ’}"
1860 A.D.-1937 A.D. depicts approximate locations of Gabrielino villages in Los Angeles

(Figure #:4). It depicts the location of unnamed villages about 2 to 5 miles north of the Project l
Site.
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Mexican Period (A.D. 1821-1848)

After Mexico gained its independence from Spain in 1821, Los Angeles became the capital of the
California territory in 1835 (Gumprecht, 2001). Mexico continued to promote settlement of
California with the issuance of land grants. In 1833, Mexico began the process of secularizing the
California missions, reclaiming the majority of mission lands and redistributing them as land grants
throughout California. According to the terms of the Secularization Law of 1833 and Regulations
of 1834, at least a portion of the lands would be returned to the Native populations, but this did
not always occur (Milliken et al., 2009). Because of the disbursement that the Gabrielino
populations suffered during the Mission period no land was returned to the Gabrielino Tribes.

During the Mexican Period many ranchos continued to be used by settlers for cattle grazing.
Hides and tallow from cattle became a major export for Mexican settlers in California, known as
Californios, many of whom became wealthy and prominent members of society. The Californios
led generally easy lives, leaving the hard work to vaqueros and Indian laborers (Pitt, 1994,

Starr, -2007).

American Period (A.D. 1848-present)

Mexico ceded California to the United States as part of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hildalgo in
1848. California officially became one of the United States in 1850. While the treaty recognized
the right of Mexican citizens to retain ownership of land granted to them by Spanish or Mexican
authorities, the claimant was required to prove their right to the land before a patent was given.
The process was lengthy and generally resulted in the claimant losing at least a portion of their
land to attormey’s fees and other costs associated with proving ownership (Starr, 2007).

When the discovery of gold in northern California was announced in 1848, an influx of people
from other parts of North America flooded into California and the population of Los Angeles
tripled between 1850 and 1860. The increased population led to additional demand of the
Californios’ cattle. As demand increased, the price of beef skyrocketed and Californios reaped the
benefits. However, a devastating flood in 1861, followed by droughts in 1862 and 1864, led to a
rapid decline of the cattle industry; over 70 percent of cattle perished during these droughts
(McWilliams, 1946, Dinkelspiel, 2008). These natural disasters, coupled with the burden of
proving ownership, caused many Californios to lose their lands during this period. Former
ranchos were subsequently subdivided and sold for agriculture and residential settlement
(Gumprecht, 2001; McWilliams, 1946).

Los Angeles was connected to the Transcontinental Railroad via San Francisco on September 5,
1876 and the population again exploded. The city would experience its greatest growth in the
1880s when two more direct rail connections to the East Coast were constructed. The Southern
Pacific Railroad completed its second transcontinental railway, the Sunset Route from Los
Angeles to New Orleans, in 1883 (Orsi, 2005). In 1885, the Santa Fe Railroad completed a
competing transcontinental railway to San Diego, with connecting service to Los Angeles
(Mullaly and Petty, 2002). The resulting fare wars led to an unprecedented real estate boom.
Despite a subsequent collapse of the real estate market, the population of Los Angeles increased
350 percent from 1880 to 1890 (Dinkelspiel, 2008). Los Angeles continued on its upward
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trajectory in the first few decades of the 20th century with the rise of tourism, automobile travel,
and the movie industry (McWilliams, 1946).

History of Inglewood

Settlement of Inglewood

During the rancho period. The City of Inglewood was part of the Rancho Aguajiie de la Centinela
and the Rancho Sausal Redondo. A vyear after Mexico gained independence from Spain and
control of California in 1822, Los Angeles resident Antonio Avila received a land grant for

Rancho Sausal Redondo and grazed cattle there as well. The rancho encompassed i
are pow the Ciiies of Redondo Beach, Inglewood, Hawthorne, El Segundo, Lawndale, Manhattan

Beach and Hermosa Beach. In 1834 Ygnacio Machado, one of the original leather jacket soldiers
that escorted settlers to Los Angeles, built the Centinela Adobe, The Centinela Adohe, located

~became a 2,200-acre

approximately 2 S-miles from the PrO_] ect Srte was in the center of what

ranch-ever

S

g ek on a portion of the Ranch() Sausal Redondo

Machado had moved onto what he claimed was still public land, s«
3 a~which was granted to him as the Rancho Aguaje de la Centinela.

Soon after, Machado traded #-the Kanche Aguaie de ln Centinelo for a keg of whiskey and a

home in the Pueblo of Los Angeles. The property traded hands many times and was eventually
acquired by a Scottish noble man named Robert Burnett who eventually added the much larger
eventually returned to bcotland and leased the ranch toa Canadran 1rnrn1grant Who was
considered by many to be the founding father of lnglewood‘ Daniel Freemen. In spite of drought
it from Burnette with gold in 1885. Freeman Went on to beeome a maj or land developer in
Inglewood (Kielbasa, 1998).

Centinella Springs (Califommia Historical Landmark 3633, or Aguaje de Centinela, was a valued
source of spring water for the Rancho Aguaje de la Centinela snd was described as continuously

Formatted: Font: Italic

existing since the Pleistocene Era:and-ts-nww-California Historienl-bandmark-363. The site is still
located at the comer of Centinela Avenue and Florence Boulevard, approximately 2-miles north
of the Project Site in the City of Inglewood (OHP 2019).

Excursion trains from Los Angeles brought many prospective land buyers to Inglewood and it
was able to grow to 300 residents by 1888 On May 21 1888, a school opened with 33 students.
drug store, a plannlng rnrll, a wagon repair shop, a plumbrng shop, a hvery stable, and five real
estate offices, were built on Commercial Street (now La Brea) (Waddingham, 1994). With a
population of about 1,200, Inglewood was incorporated on February 10, 1908. That same year,
the high school building was completed (Waddingham, 1994).

On the evening of June 21, 1920, a large earthquake struck Inglewood. While there was a lot of
damage to buildings, there was no loss of life. The next few days saw a large number of tourists
coming to Inglewood to shesk-eutview the damage. The climate impressed-many-of the visitors
who had previously never been to Inglewood, and many settled there. The population grew to
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3,286 in 1920, and in the next two years: the population doubled, making Inglewood the fastest
growing city in the nation at that time (Waddingham, 1994).

The Andrew Bennett Ranch was leased by the City of Los Angeles and converted into Mines
Field in 1927, the airport of Los Angeles. National Air Races were held on Mines Field in 1927,
and the first passenger tlight to-Minestisld-landed in 1928. In 1929, the Graf Zeppelin (a Germari
hydrogen filed ridged airship) landed on the Mines Field (Waddigham, 1994).

The 1932 Olympic Game: held in Los Angeles, whish b s-u-tglewond:
asand three Inglewood High School alumni won medals. Many bu11dmg§ in Inglewood were use

as training facilities, and the marathon route went through the town (Waddingham, 1994). Until
World War II, Inglewood had largely been supported by agricultural industry. The defense
industries, in response to WWII, transformed Inglewood into an urban community when l
industrial activities brought more people to live in the city. In 1946, major airlines moved

L airport and two new hangers needed to be constructed (Waddingham, I

operations to the i/
1994). In 1949, the airport was designated as an intercontinental air terminal by the federal
government (Waddingham, 1994).

In 1967, The Forum;-
0[ the i

_was opened as the hom J
and the {.« Kings :f
It also hosted a number of events such as concerts, rodeos, boxing,
the circus, and ice shows (Waddmé,ham 1994) fy Onc’chfew—
guattersofa

In the 1970s, a new health center was built on Manchester, north of the Project Site, and high-rise
office buildings were being constructed on La Brea, northwest of the Project Site (Waddingham,
1994). A new civic center was dedicated in 1973. Airport Park Hotel opened between Hollywood
Park Race Track and The Forum (Waddingham, 1994). Many senior housing developments were
also built in Inglewood during the 1970s. Preject-site—spesific-listoryisincinded below-in-th

iollewing sections:

Proiect Satte-specific history is included in the following sections.

Architectural Themes

The following themes were developed to provide a context for evaluation of the existing
buildings on the Project Site and their potential to qualify as historical resources: Hotels and
Motels, and Apartment Hotels.
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Hotels and Motels

In early America, lodging for travelers typically took the form of the public house or tavern,
establishments svhiok-that were granted licenses to serve alcohol in exchange for offering public
lodging (Sandoval-Strausz, 2007). Following the Revolution and the War of 1812, a new
generation of American hotels emerged, with a boom in hotel construction from about 1820 to
1830. By 1840, the hotel was ubiquitous across the eastern half of the United States {Sandoval-
Strausz, 2007). The first hotel in the City of Los Angeles was the Bella Union, built on Main
Street in downtown Los Angeles in 1835 (Figure 4£). The Bella Union was typical of mid-19th
century hotels in Los Angeles, which tended to be small operations in modest buildings. After the
Civil War, larger and more luxurious hotels began to appear in downtown Los Angeles, including
the Pico House Hotel built in 1864, and the Hotel Nadeau, which opened in 1882 (Figure
(Wallach, et al., 2008).

SOURCE: University of Southern California

Figure ¢
The Bella Union hotel, as it appeared in 1871 after
several remodels
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SOURCE: University of Southern California

Figure ¥

The Hotel Nadeau circa 1905 in downtown Los Angeles
At the end of the 19th century, American tourism began to expand rapidly as a result of increased
leisure time and the availability of long-distance transportation in the form of the railroad. The
expansion of the rail lines to the West Coast allowed many middle-class Americans the chance to
venture west, tempted by reports of dramatic landscapes and healthful climates. The first major
hotel in southern California was the Hotel Raymond, built in the fledgling town of Pasadena in
1886 (Figure #7). The success of the Hotel Raymond and subsequent hotels established Pasadené
as a resort destination and helped bring tourists and settlers to the greater Los Angeles area
(Wallach et al., 2008). By the first decades of the 20th century, Los Angeles was experiencing
tremendous growth. In the first thirty years of the century, the population of Los Angeles grew
from 100,000 to 1,000,000, surpassing San Francisco as the largest city in the state. In accordance
with this impressive growth, Los Angeles moved away from its humble pueblo beginnings as the
commercial core shifted south to the new major thoroughfares of Main, Spring, Broadway, Hill,
and Olive streets. The buildings (including hotels) that rose up in this new commercial district
were architect-designed structures meant to rival the architecture of San Francisco and the cities
of the East Coast. Major hotels in early 20th century Los Angeles included the Alexandria Hotel
(1906), the Rosslyn Hotel (1914), and the Biltmore Hotel (1923) (Figure 3%).
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SOURCE: University of Southern California

Figure &
The Hotel Raymond in Pasadena circa 1890

SOURCE: University of Southern California .
Figure

The Biltmore Hotel (1923) in downtown Los Angeles,
as pictured circa 1937-1938
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The early 20th century also marked the beginning of a business model that would come to
dominate the hotel mdustry by the postwar period: the chain hotel. Rather than catering to an elite
class looking for luxurious accommodation, the chain hotels of the 20th century focused on
appealing to the masses. An early champion of this model was E.M. Statler, who opened his first
hotel in Buffalo, New York in 1908. Statler poured his money into designs and fumishings that
exuded home comfort, de-emphasizing location and luxury in the process. For a price aimed to
draw salesmen and families on the road, Statler’s hotel offered many of the amenities that are
now the staple of every hotel in America, including “private baths, telephones, clocks, full-length
mirrors, readings lamps, and stationery” (Wallach et al., 2008). The hotel was an instant success
and launched Statler into a career running a national hotel chain, based on a foundation of
standardization and affordability that became the new standard for American hotels (Wallach et
al., 2008). Indeed, Statler’s influence was even felt in Los Angeles when in 1950 he opened the

Hotel Statler at the corner of Figueroa Street and Wilshire Boulevard (Figure |

The rising importance of the automobile had a profound influence on the American hotel.
Initially, car owners abandoned the hotel for “autocamping,” but the rise of the new motor hotel,
or motel, offered the highway traveler a hotel experience along the roadside, often far from urban
centers. By about 1940, motels outnumbered hotels in the United States and became the dominant
form of lodging for the American traveler during the postwar years (Sandoval-Strausz, 2007).

SOURCE: University of Southern California

Figure i}
The Hotel Statler at Figueroa and Wilshire, circa 1950s

The middle of the 20th century also saw the rise of the hotel chain. Among the largest and most
successtul American hotel chains were Holiday Inn (discussed further below), Hilton, and
Sheraton. Conrad Hilton entered the hotel business in Texas in 1919 and opened the first Hilton
in Dallas in 1925. His company expanded across the nation and in 1943 Hilton became the first
coast-to-coast hotel chain. In 1954, Hilton acquired the Statler Hotels. Similarly, Sheraton began
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in Springfield, Massachusetts in 1937 and quickly grew into a large chain with hotels stretching
the length of the east coast from Florida to Maine (Sheraton, 2016). Both Sheraton and Hilton
became publicly traded companies in the 1940s and ultimately became buge-largs international
corporations.

Many smaller hotel chains also emerged during the postwar years. The Doric Company was a
relatively small operator of hotels and motels in the western United States during this period. In
1963, operations included eight hotel:/s-s=motels in Washington State, one in Oregon, three in
Idaho, and eight in California. In contrast, while Holiday Inn had humble beginnings in the motor
hotel sector it grew into a successful hotel chain in the second half of the 20th century. The first
Holiday Inn was opened by Kemmons Wilson in Memphis, Tennessee, in 1952. Wilson
developed his hotel after finding his lodging options during family road trips expensive and
lacking in amenities. With considerable government funds pouring into highway expansion in
1956, Wilson expanded his operation to cover growing demand for motels on the nation’s roads.
The company went public in 1967:-the-same vens-it-aeaquired-the hotel-vn the-subjest-property.
Holiday Inn wentengrew to be an international hotel chain and in 1972 became the first chain to

fiRAAS

exceed $1 billion in revenues (Orrill, 2015).

Apartment Hotels

Apartment hotels are structures that provide a room or a suite of rooms, which include facilities
for food preparation as well as amenities found in standard hotels such as traditional common
spaces and housekeeping services. Buildings that were advertised as apartment hotels began to be
built prior to World War [. Most of these structures were large, with around 100 units per
building. They were fully furished and usually located in central business districts (SurveyLA,
2017). The construction of apartment hotels tapered after the Great Depression and did not
resume again after World War 11 : : they were not well suited to the automobile. Their
function was replaced with motels with kitchenettes after World War II (SurveyLA, 2017).

Regulatory Framework

Numerous laws and regulations require state and local agencies to consider the effects a project
may have on cultural resources. These laws and regulations define important cultural resources,
stipulate a process for compliance, define the responsibilities of the various agencies proposing
the action, and prescribe the relationship among other involved agencies.

State
California Environmental Quality Act

CEQA is the principal statute governing environmental review of projects occurring in the state
and is codified at 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,
mcluding significant effects on lhistorical or unique archaeological resources. Under CEQA (PRC
section 21084.1), a project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
historical resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment.
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The CEQA Guidelines (Title 14 California Code of Regulations (CCR) section 15064.5)
recognize that historical resources include: (1) a resource listed in, or determined to be eligible by
the State Historical Resources Commission, for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources (California Register); (2) a resource 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 object, building, structure, site,
area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead agency determines to be historically significant or
significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social,
political, military, or cultural annals of California may be considered o be an historical resource |

fy-the bend-ageney-provided the lead agency’s determination is supported by substantial eVidencJ:
in light of the whole record. The fact that a resource does not meet the three criteria outlined
above does not preclude the lead agency from determining that the resource may be an historical
resource as defined in PRC sections 5020.1(j) or 5024.1.

If a lead agency determines that an archaeological site is a historical resource, the provisions of
section 21084.1 of CEQA and section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines 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 section 21083,
which is as 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.

Pursuant to PRC section 21083.2, if the lead agency determines that a project would have a
significant effect on unique archaeological resources, the lead agency may require reasonable
efforts be made to permit any or all of these resources to be preserved in place (PRC section
21083.1(a)). If preservation in place is not feasible, mitigation measures are required. The CEQA
Guidelines note that if an archaeological resource is neither a unique archaeological nor a
historical resource, the effects of the project on those resources shall not be considered a
significant effect on the environment (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)). 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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A. Convey its historical significance and that justify its inclusion in, or eligibility for,
inclusion in the Califoria Register; or

B. Account for its inclusion in a local register of historical resources pursuant to section
5020.1(k) of the Publie-BesourcesodePRL or its identification in a historical resources
survey meeting the requirements of PRC section 5024.1(g), unless the public agency
reviewing the effects of the project establishes by a preponderance of evidence that the

resource is not historically or culturally significant; or

C. 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 (Standards) (Weeks and Grimer, 1995) is considered to have
mitigated its impacts to historical resources to a less-than-significant level (CEQA Guidelines
section 15064.5(b)(3)).

California Register of Historical Resources

The Galiternie-Register-of Histerisal Reseuwrees-(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” (PRC section 5024.1[a]). The
criteria for eligibility for the California Register are based upon National Register criteria (PRC
section 5024.1[b]). Certain resources are determined by the statute 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. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
California’s history and cultural heritage;

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

3. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction,
or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values; 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
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:
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e California properties listed on the National Register and those formally determined eligible
for the National Register;

e California 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 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 Individual historical resources;
e Historical resources contributing to historic districts; and

o 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 section 7050.5 requires that in the event human remains are
discovered, the County Coroner is required to be contacted to determine the nature of the
remains. In the event the remains are determined to be Native American in origin, the Coroner is
required to contact the NAHC within 24 hours to relinquish jurisdiction.

Public Resources Code Section 5097.98

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

dlscovcry that yatil certain reguired steps have been taken the discovery umith-eerinia-reguired
sep-is adequately protected according to generally accepted cultural and
archaeoloclcal standa1 ds, and that further activities take into account the possibility of multiple
burials. PRC section 5097.98 further requires the NAHC, upon notification by a County Coroner,
designate and notity a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) regarding the discovery of Native

American human remains.

= 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 land owner 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.
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Assembly Bill 52 and Related Public Resources Code Sections

Assembly Bill (AB) 52 was approved by Govemnor Brown on September 25, 2014. The act
amended PRC section 5097.94, and added PRC sections 21073, 21074, 21080.3.1, 21080.3.2,
21082.3,21083.09, 21084.2, and 21084.3. AB 52 applies specifically to projects for which a
Notice of Preparation (NOP) or a Notice of Intent to Adopt a Negative Declaration or Mitigated
Negative Declaration (MND) is filed.

The primary intent of AB 52 is to include California Native American firibes early in the
environmental review process and to establish a new category of resources related to Native
Americans, known as 'iribal cultural resources, that require consideration under CEQA. PRC
section 21074(a)1) and (2) defines §iribal cultural resources as “sites, features, places, cultural
landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a California Native American
#'{'iribe” that are either included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the California

Register or included in a local register of historical resources, or a resource that is determined to
be a {tribal cultural resource by a lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial
evidence. On July 30, 2016, the California Natural Resources Agency adopted the final text for

the Office of Administrative Law on September 27, 2016.

PRC section 21080.3.1 requires that within 14 days of a lead agency determining that an
application for a project is complete, or a decision by a public agency to undertake a project, the
lead agency provide formal notification to the designated contact, or a [iribal representative, of
California Native American | iribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the
geographic area of the project (as defined in PRC section 21073) and who have requested in
writing to be informed by the lead agency (PRC section 21080.3.1(b)). Tribes interested in
consultation must respond in writing within 30 days from receipt of the lead agency’s formal
notification and the lead agency must begin consultation within 30 days of receiving the {iribe’s
request for consultation (PRC sections 21080.3.1(d) and 21080.3.1(e)).

PRC section 21080.3.2(a) identifies the following as potential consultation discussion topics: the
type of environmental review necessary; the significance of iribal cultural resources; the
significance of the project’s impacts on the [‘iribal cultural resources; project altematives or
appropriate measures for preservation; and mitigation measures. Consultation is considered
concluded when either: (1) the parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect,
if a significant effect exists, on a {iribal cultural resource; or (2) a party, acting in good faith and
after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot be reached (PRC section
21080.3.2(b)).

If a California Native American firibe has requested consultation pursuant to PRC section
21080.3.1 and has failed to provide comments to the lead agency, or otherwise failed to engage in
the consultation process, or if the lead agency has complied with Section 21080.3.1(d) and the
California Native American | iribe has failed to request consultation within 30 days, the lead
agency may certify an EIR or adopt an MND (PRC Section 21082.3(d)(2) and (3)).

PRC section 21082.3(c)(1) states that any information, including, but not limited to, the location,
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American iribe during the environmental review process shall not be included in the '
environmental document or otherwise disclosed by the lead agency or any other public agency to

the public without the prior consent of the }ribe that provided the information. If the lead agencjf
publishes any information submitted by a California Native American tribe during the
consultation or environmental review process, that information shall be published in a

i that provided the '
information consents, in writing, to the disclosure of some or all of the information to the public.

confidential appendix to the environmental document unless the

Senate Bill 18

Senate Bill 18 (SB 18) (Statutes of 2004, Chapter 905), which went into etfect January 1, 2005,
requires local governments (city and county) to consult with Native American

before making certain planning decisions and to provide notice to :Eribes at certain key points in
the planning process. The intent is to “provide California Native American i g

; an
opportunity to participate in local land use decisions at an early planning stage, for the purpose of
protecting, or mitigating impacts to, cultural places” (Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, 2005).

The purpose of involving iiribes at these early planning stages is to allow consideration of
cultural places in the context of broad local land use policy, before individual site-specific,
project-level, land use designations are made by a local government. The consultation
requirements of SB 18 apply to general plan or specific plan processes proposed on or after
March 1, 2005.

According to the Tribal Consultation Guidelines: Supplement (o General Plan Guidelines
(Govemor’s Office of Planning and Research, 2005), the following are the contact and
notification responsibilities of local governments:

s  Prior to the adoption or any amendment of a general plan or specific plan, a local government
must notify the appropriate {iribes (on the contact list maintained by the NAHC) of the |
opportunity to conduct consultations for the purpose of preserving, or mitigating impacts to,
cultural places located on land within the local government’s jurisdiction that is affected by
the proposed plan adoption or amendment. Tribes have 90 days from the date on which they
receive notification to request consultation, unless a shorter timeframe has been agreed to by
the Tiribe (Government Code section 65352.3).

e Prior to the adoption or substantial amendment of a general plan or specific plan, a local
government must refer the proposed action to those Firibes that are on the NAHC contact lis{
and have traditional lands located within the city or county’s jurisdiction. The referral must
allow a 45-day comment period (Government Code section 65352). Notice must be sent
regardless of whether prior consultation has taken place. Such notice does not initiate a new
consultation process.

e Local government must send a notice of a public hearing, at least 10 days prior to the hearing,
ibes who have filed a written request for such notice (Government Code section 65092)1.
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Archival Research
SCCIC Records Search

A records search for the Proposed Project was conducted on May 7, 2018 by ESA staff at the
California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) South Central Coastal Information
Center (SCCIC) housed at California State University, Fullerton. The records search included a
review of all recorded archaeological resources and previous studies within the Project Site and
within a 0.5-mile radius of the Project Site, as well as higted end-historic architectural resources

within er-adrasent-tag of the Project Site.

Previous Cultural Resources Investigations

The records search results indicate that four cultural resources studies have been conducted
within a 0.5-mile radius of the Prqeut Slte (T able 1). Of the four previous studies, two
(1.A-10567 and 11150)
West Century Boulevard swbiteds-overlap with the Project
Site. LA-10567 is a linear survey report that covers several communities for a pipeline alignment,
and LA-11150 is a memorandum from the Office of Historic Preservation regarding the

adjacent to the Project Site along

Section 106 process for the same project.

TaBLE 1
Previous CULTURAL RESOURCES INVESTIGATIONS ON FiLE wiTH SCCIC

Author Fol A= Title Year
. Draft Report: A Phase 1 Cultural Resources Literature

Gary E. Stickel, ERA 02904 Search for the West Basin Water Reclamation Project 1993
’J\IZJIZEagr;gﬁv%zgasf!at};oﬁé;gl—:ngy Identification and Evaluation of Historic Properties:

’ o Y 10567%  West Basin Municipal Water District Harbor-South Bay 2005
Shaker, and Casey Tibbitt, CRM N y . - !
TECH Water Recycling Project Proposed Project Laterals
Pamela Maxwell, U.S. Army Corps of 11150* West Basin Municipal Water District Harbor/ South Bay 2003
Engineers Water Recycling Project
Metro 11973 Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project FEIS/FEIR 2011
NOTE:

*Indicates study overlaps the Project Site.

The records search results indicate that no archaeolugical resources have been previously

historical architectural resources have been previouslv recorded within or adjacent to the Project
Site, The Forum

i 18 located approximately ong-mile north of the Project Site

and 13 Hsked on the Mational Register: it 1s the only National Register-tisied property within one

and
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mile of the Project Site. There are no California Register or California Landmarks within one

mile of the Project Site,

Sacred Lands File Search

The NAHC maintains a confidential Sacred Lands File (SLF) which contains sites of traditional,
cultural, or religious value to the Native American community. The NAHC was contacted on
April 24, 2018 to request a search of the SLF.

: (Appendix B).

Geoarchaeological Review

The following desktop geoarchaeological review is provided to characterize the geology of the
Project Site and assess the potential for the presence of subsurface archaeological resources in the
Project Site. The desktop review was informed by study of the geological mapping of the Pmiecd

Site and vicinitv, historic topographic maps, historic acrial photographs, mapped soils. and a

review of the geotechnical data for the site.

Geology

The Project Site is located on the alluvial Torrance Plan and is situated approximately 0.6 miles
east of the Newport-Inglewood Fault Zone at the intersection of West Century Boulevard and
Crenshaw Boulevard. Elevation within the Project Site ranges between 87 and 106 feet above

mean sea level and slopes towards the south and west. Presewthyrt]

Geologically, the Project Site is situated within the West Coast Basin portion of the greater Los
Angeles Basin, a broad trough formed by tectonic activity and stream erosion of nearby
mountains, and filled with Quaternary-aged terrestrial and shallow marine sediments overlying
Tertiary-aged marine sediments. Older geological mapping (DWR, 1961) depicts shallow
sediments underlying the Project Site as Pleistocene-aged Lakewood Formation sand, silt, silty
sand, and silty clay with occasional gravel lenses (EKI, 2017). Jennings (1962) identifies
sediments beneath the Project Site as river terrace deposits. Recent maps by Dibblee and Minch
(2007) and Saucedo et al. (2016) are generally consistent with earlier maps in identifying
Pleistocene-aged alluvium beneath the Project Site; however, these maps additionally identify a
small area of Late Pleistocene to Holocene alluvial sediment {(Jabeled Gae on the geological

maps) in the vicinity of South Doty Avenue (Figure

. A review of historic topographic map
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(1921, 1924, and 1934) and aerial photos (1923 and 1928) ¢

PR FR Y '1:-  shows an
intermittent stream flowing from north to south across lhe PrOJecl glle m%%ae&kwsuééemng

a source of the sediment ¢ 15 . As a result of the

construction of the Hollywood Park racetrack in 1938, the stream is no longer evident on maps
and aerial photographs.

Soils

Mapped soils for the Project Site consist of Urban land-Windfetch-Centinela complex east of
South Doty Avenue, and Urban land-Windfetch-Typic Haploxerolls complex west of South Doty
(NRCS, 2018). These soils develop on uplifted alluvial terraces and fan remnants in human
transported material overlying alluvial parent material. The alluvial soil constituents exhibit well
developed and deep soil B-horizons, which imply substantial landform stability over a long-
period of time. However, the Urban land designation reflects a high degree of urbanization and
development, which tends to obscure natural soil or pedological characteristics, and impart
anthropogenic or artificial soil characteristics. Urban land is recognized by human disturbances to
natural soil characteristics resulting from development such as grading and filling.

Prehistoric Archaeological Sensitivity

Based on previous geological and geotechnical work, the Project Site is likely to contain alluvial
sedimentary deposits dating to the Late Pleistocene and Holocene. These deposits are expected to
be most prevalent in the vicinity of South Doty Avenue between the northern portion of the Arena
Site and the East Parking Garage and Hotel Site, which formerly contained a drainage channel.

Based on age and environment, these middle/late Holocene sediments are considered more
sensitive for buried, intact cultural resources than areas to the east and west, which are underlain
by older alluvium. The older alluvial unit has low sensitivity to contain buried cultural resources
since these landforms remained have remained relatively stable through the Holocene; if cultural
remains had been left behind they would have tended to remain at or near ground surface, and
subject to decay or other destructive forces.
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Project Site Geology
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The entirety of the Project Site has been sub]ect to prior s 2 that includes

some or all of the followings-; |

removal of foundations and other components atd-Hhe- s s“ﬁme -wf-the-portions of the pre >§eﬁ
effect of these actions, partleularly in areas with httle to no younger alluvmm, Would be to
destroy or disturb cultural resources--further reducing the prehistoric archacological sensitivity of
these areas.

Additional Research

census data. The results of this research have been ineorporated into the Historic Settmg section
of this report. A review of historic maps, aerial photographs, and building permits was also
conducted, and the results of this research are provided in the following section.

Historic Maps and Aerial Photographs

land uses of the Project Site and to contribute to an assessment of the Project Site’s

s-minute series 1924 and

archaeological sensitivity. Available topographic maps include the 7
1934 Venice Quadrangles, the 7 3¢-minute series 1948 Inglewood Quadrangle, the 1896 and
1944 Redondo Quadrangles, and the 1902 and 1921 Santa Monica Quadrangles. Sanborn Fire
Insurance maps were not available for the area i
i However, aerial photographs were available for the years 1923, 1928, 1938, 1947 1932
1963, 1977, 1979, 1981, 1983, 1989, 1994, 2002, 2005, 2009, 2010, and 2012 (EDR, 15:3

The available historic maps and aerial photographs indicate that the vicinity of the Project Site

was largely rural until the early 1920s. An aerial image of the area from 1923 shows a mixture of
residential development and agricultural properties (Figare 1:3). In 1928, the area remained
sparsely developed but the agricultural properties appear uncultivated or developed with
residential buildings (Figure 1.54). Between 1928 and 1963, the area became nearly fully
developed with single- and multi-family residences, while the properties in the Project Site along

West Century Boulevard and South Prairie Avenue transitioned from residential to commercial
use (Figure 1 Between 1952 and 1963 many of the single family residences and lower
density multi-family residences east of South Prairie Avenue were replaced with apartment

buildings, hotels and commercial buildings that took up most of any given parcel with zero or
minimal lot line setbacks.

Building Permits

Building permit information obtained from the City of Inglewood’s Building Safety Division

Inglewood and i Center 34 ESA /171236
Cultural Resources Assessment faich Januany-2019
inary - Subject to




Archival Research

Figure

1923 Aerial Photograph
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Figure

1928 Aerial Photograph
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Figure

1963 Aerial Photograph
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TABLE 2
CiTy oF INGLEWOOD BUILDING PERMITS

Permit#
Issued {BLARC-} Owner Contractor  Architect Valuation Description
3940 West Century Blvd,
1983-06-
6/25/1993 00446 - - - $18,000 Mansard and canopy
1993-08- Remodel 32 units. Create arches
8191993 o603 B B B $80,000 along interior exit balconies.
1993-12- 10 foot high monument sign and
1271995 50910 - - - 83600 5%t by 8 foot wall sign
19984-03- Add two faundry rooms on 1st floor
81301994 513 B i B 820,000 two linen rooms an 2nd floor
199-01- Add two laundry rooms on 1st floor
1/22/1999 00037 - - - $20,000 and two linen rooms on 2nd floor
(renewed previous permit)
10212 South Prairie Ave,
121111953 41617 Chris Chris Leserer  None g100 Oneroom, one story, 25 sq. f,
Leserer wash room
New building, 990 sq. ft., one story,
5/27/11965 53687 JR%S;%? éir;tr?:rny J. None $5,000 stucco & masonry, delicatessen and
beauty shop;
52711965 53689 None listed ég:‘grny b None $250 Demolish commercial building
. New building, 800 sq. ft., one story,
9/27/1965 57686 E_osettl s :aydgntSmall None $500 stucco exterior walls, restaurant and
izza ssociates beauty shop
. . Replace sign pane! on existing pole
5/24/1976 125586 gf)é;es B kﬂaar;:ukt)esr\g:ce None $1,000 structure, existing signs on parapst
to be removed.

. {Not United Fire Dry chem hood system, piping and
sinert (Not legible) legible) Intelligence None $400 dry extinguisher system over hood
62211977 141361 None listed  Owner None s567 Mierior alterations, 67x 6" addtion,

Talmus None Change face of existing double
71101974 — Hodaes Jim’'s Lighting None listed faced sign (5'x5'), additional painted
g window sign
Victor Victor Darrull :
12811998 8237-0109 Morales Morales Srith $30,000 Interior remodel
¥ . Alpha Hood & duct fire suppression
8/30/2000  0238-0238  Mi Terra Systems None $1,200 system
10204 South Prairie Ave,
Lottie T New three unit apartment building,
10/20/1952 03226 Blak : Max Porter None $12,480 stucco, comp. roof, 12 rooms,
aKe 1560 .sq. ft., lot size 58.6x87
Lottie T New double garage, two rooms,
10/20/1952 03227 Blake : Max Porter None $1,020 stucco, comp. roof, 408 sq. ft., lot
size 58.6x87
05/17/2005 5137-0118 I(eﬁg:;glte) Five Constru.  None $5,900 Replace shingles
Remodel kitchens & baths in three
Mohamad it :
03/07/2011 1106601-1- (act (same as None $30,000 (3) units; remove and install
222 logibl owner) windows, doors and drywall
egible) throughout as needed.
10226 Saiith Praitie Ave.
No permits were on file for this property.
SOURCE: City of Inglewood i, 2018
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Cultural Resources Survey

Methods

An initial site visit was conducted on April 24, 2018 by ESA staff Sara Dietler, B.A. and
Christian Taylor, M.H.P, to develop the appropriate survey methodology. On May 10, 2018, ESA
staff Vanessa Ortiz, M.A., RPA, and Amber-Marie Madrid, B.A. conducted an intensive survey
of the entire Project Site for drchaeologlcal resources. The s

archaeologlcal resources within-es

almed at 1dent1fvmg = 2 S
schately-adiacent-te the Project Site. Areas with visible ground surface were subject to

pedestrian survey using transect intervals spaced no more than 10 meters (approximately 30 feet)
apart. Existing on-site bulldmgs and structures, as well as the 1mmedlale surroundm gs, were

photographed. > :
south-of the ijert-fbi—te W urmkm&-é— by {Jh—wvti—aﬂ iﬂfvi—ei '\4 H Poand- Ma*r{ Ledm St

Gf:-i-iﬁ{)iBtE:‘rt&-te-49§§S§{%-}B&f€)f§%£-f&SB&i:G@&ﬁﬁdif@e@-‘iﬁ}ml.i‘:i—&:---{-h@--&&i‘%‘@y—-ﬁf@a:-Wi’:s—-bmi-ﬂd@ﬁi--by--“f@&?

56 i1, 2 rared . - g oot TOEHR Qi o 4] ST TP el
HIF Steeetio-the north: South- Bely-Avenue to-the cast Weat W6 Bireetto-the-southand Seuth

Ereoman-Avenue-to-thewest-Doue 1o the hiehly developed nature of the area surrounding the

Proicct Site the possibility of tnpacts to offsite architectural bistonical resources dinunishes
greatly as distance from the Project Site increased. Additionally, South Prairie Avenue and West

Century Boulevard are wide, four-lane roads that provide additional buffer between the Project

Site and tho areas to the west and north. All resources on the Project Site meeting the OHP’s 45-

year age threshold were documented on California Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR)

523 forms (Appendix C). Survey coverage is depicted in Figure 1

Results

¢ discontinuous areas as described on page [ under
2 (4032-001-039 and -049, 4032-007-

The Project Site is comprised of
Provect Description and Location, above. £
(35 and 4032-008-002 -006, and -035)

: The northern portion of the Arena Site contains

bu1ldmgs within its noﬁhwcstem and south central portions, as well as a construction staging

yard in its eastern half (Figure 14%). The undeveloped portions of the Project Site were subject t

ontain low-lying non-native grasses

archaeological pedestrian survey and -
which obscured ground surface resulting in ground surface visibility ranging from 30 to 70
percent (Figures 1’ CAlL:
mcluding plastic, é] ass, metal, ceramic, cement, and brick fragments. One historic-period isolate,
a clear-glass beverage bottle (EAN-1), and one abalone shell fragment (WSN-1), were identified
as a result of the survey (see Figure

-parcels contained modem debris

Two historic-age architectural resources were identified on the Project Site as a result of the
ineludeare

survey. |

located at 3940 West Ceﬁmry' Boulevard within the northwest portion of Arena Site, and a
i located at 10212 South Prairie Avenue,
+4). fn-addition: the-neighberheed

commercial building

within the southern portion of the Arena Site (see Figure
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resources were identified within the . b b : : !
Variant-: 10204 South Prairie Avenue and 10226 South Prairie Avenue.

The resources documented as part of the survey are described in detail below.
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SOURCE: ESA 2018

Staging yard within northern portion of Arena Site (view to East)

SOURCE: ESA 2018

Survey conditions in Well Relocation Site (view to south)
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SOURCE: ESA 2018 .
Figure

Survey conditions in East Parking and Hotel Site (view to SE)

SOURCE: ESA 2018

Survey conditions in West Parking and Transportation Hub Site
(view to north)
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Resource Descriptions

Archaeological Resources
EAN-1

This resource is a historic-period isolate consisting of a concave-base beverage bottle with a
screw top finish and a stippled base with “6” embossed on it (Figure ). The bottle contains
no diagnostic markings; however, the screw top finish indicates that it was manufactured on an

automatic bottling machine and most likely postdates 1905 (Society for Historical Archaeology,
2018). Given the degree of previous disturbances within the Project Site, it is unclear ss-te
whether the isolate originated from on site. The 1solate was identified within the northwestern
portion of Arena Site.

WSN-1

This resource is an isolate consisting of an abalone shell fragment identified within the northern
portion of the West Parking and Transportation Hub Site. The shell fragment is worn, possibly

due to surficial exposure to the elements, and does not exhibit any modification (Figure 23#%). It

Architectural Resources

The following includes evaluations of all historic-age architectural resources on the Project Site
as well as within the footprint of the Alternate South Prairie Avenue Access Variant. Table 3

provides a list of all ¢gisting buildings located wwithog the Project Site andor on
boundary expansion variant.

the project

TABLE 3
BuiLDINGS PRESENT ON PROJECT SITE AND ALTERNATE SOUTH PRAIRIE AVENUE ACCESS VARIANT

Building Date(s) Evaluated Project Site or

Address Parcel # of Construction {YiN} Variant

3940 West Century Boulevard 4032-001-049 1955 Y Project Site

10212 South Prairie Avenue 4032-008-035 1965 Y Project Site

10204 South Prairie Avenue 4032-008-002 1952 Y

10226 South Prairie Avenue 4032-008-006 1928 Y

10004 South Prairie Avenue 4032-001-039 1977 N Project Site

3838 West 102 Street 4032-007-035 1990 N Project Site

NOTE:

Cnly buildings that are historic-age were evaluated.
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SOURCE: ESA 2018

SOURCE: ESA 2018

Detail of WSN-1
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Turf and Sky Motel

Architectural Description

Inn)

The former Turf and Sky Motel (now the Inn) is located at 3940 West
Century Boulevard on the south side of West Century Boulevard and the east side of South

and modest interpretation of the Spanish Colonial Revival style. The hotel was originally
constructed in 1955 and has an “O” shaped footprint with a rectangular courtyard situated in the
middle that includes a driveway providing access to the surface parking lot at the rear of the

ng is oriented toward the north with horizontal massing. It is clad in
stucco and has a mansard roof with clay tiles. The hotel is set back from the road behind an

asphalt parking lot. Planters are located on the east and west sides of the parking lot with mature
palm trees and shrubbery. There is also a planter centered on the front property line and flanked

by two driveways (Figure 231). There is a conerete wall present at the side (east and west) and

rear (south) property lines.

SOURCE: ESA 2018

Figure 2:
Landscaping and hardscaping of the Hotel

The north (front) fagade has a large portico in the center leading to the courtyard and rear parking
lot. On the second story, there are column and arch detailing. There are four aluminum sliding
windows. The entrance is & wood snd glass door locaied west of the portico under an awning. ¥s

There are six aluminum sliding windows. There are box planters to the

B

west of the entrance door (Figure

4#). The hotel rooms are accessed from entrances in the
center courtyard. All the hotel rooms have inward facing windows. There are balconies and stairs
). The east and west (side) fageades have no

leading to the second story hotel rooms (Figure
windows (Figure 23
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SOURCE: ESA 2018

North (front) facade, view facing south

SOURCE: ESA 2018

North (primary) fagade with a view into the courtyard
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5
SOURCE: ESA 2018

East (side) fagade, view facing west

Construction History

The building located at 3940 West Century Boulevard was originally constructed in
1955 ( (Los Angeles County Assessor’s Records). A limited number of building
permits were available for this property, and all were filed during the 1990s. Based on a review of

available building permits, historic aerial photographs, and other archival materials, it 1s apparent
that the building been significantly altered from its original date of construction. A number of
alterations have been completed, including the removal of the pool, addition of a mansard roof
and arches along the interior exit balconies, removal or stuccoing over of first floor siding,
replacement of windows, alteration of window openings, and interior remodeling of rooms
(addition of two laundry room, two linen rooms, and signs).
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SOURCE: [HYPERLINK "https:/fpicclick.com/™ ]

Figure

Turf and Sky Apartment Motel Postcard

- \ Formatted: Strong

10212 South Prairie Avenue

Architectural Description

The property at 10212 South Prairie Avenue {Figure 13) includes a one-story commercial
building (Figure -275) that was constructed in 1965-(Figure-363. The commersial nalding$
abuts the west property line, and the primary (west) fagade faces South Prairie Avenue. It is
rectangular in plan and does not represent any particular architectural style. It has a flat roof with

a mansard parapet covered in Spanish-style roof tiles. The primary fagade is symmetrical and
features a pair of glazed, metal-frame doors flanked by two large plate glass windows. This
fagade is clad in stucco and large rocks while the secondary facades are clad only in stucco. One
smaller accessory building, which is noted on one building permit application as a detached
garage, is located along the east property line. This building is clad in stucco and has a hipped
roof with shallow eves and composite shingles.
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10212 South Prairie Avenue, looking east

Construction History

Early topographic maps and aerials indicate that the site was developed as early as 1930, likely
with a residential building(s) similar to those still present in the neighborhoods to the south and
west of the Project Site. The existing building located at 10212 South Prairie Avenue was

constructed in 1965, replacing an earlier building (Los Angeles County Assessor’s Records). In
1965, the one-story building measured 800 square feet, was clad in stucco, and featured a roof-

mounted sign : * The roof sign was altered and a new painted window

sign was added in 1974 In 1976, the signs on the parapet were

removed and the sign panels on the existing pole sign were replaced |

In 1977, a 36-square foot addition was constructed at the “left rear corner” of the bulldmg and a
i “The interior was
The site plan included in the

dry chemical hood system was installed
remodeled between 1998 and 2000 ¢
permit application in 2000 shows a 1,158-square foot restaurant at the property line adjacent to

the sidewalk; a detached two-car garage at the rear (east) property line; and a concrete block
enclosure around a trash bin at the northeast comer of the parcel.
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10204 South Prairie Avenue

Architectural Description

There are two buildings on parcel 4032-008-002 (Figures 15, 2 , addressed as 10204
soladieg a single story tri-plex, -sad-w-dutached:

South Prairie Avenue, Fhe fest bulding
double-sarege- Entrances for the residences appear to be on the north and south sides of the main
building with a secondary (side) fagade fronting South Prairie Avenue. The tri-plex has an
irregular footprint and a cross-hipped roof that is clad in composite shingles. The exterior walls
are clad in stucco. Windows and doors are modern replacements and there are no distinct
architectural details. The seeond building s g detached, doubls garage. The garage has an 1-
shaped footprint and a flat roof. Modern roll up garage doors are located on the west fagade. It is
also clad in stucco and devoid of architectural detailing.

Construction History

The existing buildings located at 10204 South Prairie Avenue were constructed in 195
. i A permit was issued in 2005 for replacement of roof shingles. In 2011, a
permit was issued to remodel the kitchens and baths in all three units and install new windows,
doors and drywall throughout as needed.

SOURCE: ESA, 2018 - Figure 2 |
10204 South Prairie Avenue, looking southeast
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SOURCE: ESA, 2018 Figure 2
10204 South Prairie Avenue, looking west

10226 South Prairie Avenue
Architectural Description

A single family home currently occupies 10226 South Prairie Avenue (p ' 4032-008-006)
. The residence appears to have been rectangular in plan originally. A large

(Figures 13 and 3%
addition on the south side is visible from the right-of-way, A -sd-ess small addition g visible on
aerial photographs. The front gabled roof projects out over a porch that runs the full length of the

original, west (primary) fagade. The west facade 1s asymmetrical and includes a single pedestrian
door and two aluminum slider windows. The exterior is clad in stucco. Security bars cover many
of the windows.

Construction History

Assessor’s records indicate that the residence was constructed in 1928. No permit records were
on file; however, there are a number of obvious additions and alterations including the large
addition to the south facade, the smaller addition on the east (rear) facade at the southeast comer,
replacement of the windows and front door, and the addition of security bars over the window
and door openings.
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SOURCE: ESA, 2018 Figure

10226 South Prairie Avenue, looking west

Significance Evaluations

Archaeological Resources
EAN-1 and WSN-1

Two isolates were documented as a result of the cultural resources survey. EAN-1 is an historic-
period isolate consisting of a machine-made, concave base beverage bottle, and WSN is an isolate
consisting of an abalone shell fragment of unknown age. Given the degree of previous
disturbance associated with the Project Site it is unclear as-to-whether the isolates are in-situ. Duei
to the isolated nature and lack of clear cultural context, isolates are generally considered
ineligible for inclusion in the Califomia Register unless the artifact itself is of exceptional
significance. EAN-1 and WSN-1 do not appear to be of exceptional significance nor do they have
the potential to yield information important to the study of history. Therefore, neither isolate is
eligible for listing in the California Register, nor do they meet the criteria for an historical or
unique archaeological resource under CEQA.
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Architectural Resources
Turf and Sky Motel (Now the R

The building located at 3940 West Century Boulevard was evaluated for eligibility for listing on

#

Inn)

the National and California registers under the following architectural theme: Hotels and Motels.
Criterion 4/1: Events

Inglewood began to take shape in the late 19th century as the Butterfield Overland Stage route
opened in 1858, followed by the California Southern Railroad line in 1882, which greatly
increased the number of people coming to Southem California. Specifically, in 1888 excursion
trains brought people to the area now known as Inglewood. The Project Site was initially
developed for residential uses, generally single-family homes and low-density multi-family
residences, on parcels measuring one-half acre or larger. Over time, portions of the Project Site
were converted to denser multi-family residences, hotel/motels, commercial uses such as
restaurants, and other community-serving uses such as churches and schools.

The building at 3940 West Century Boulevard was constructed in 1955 as the Turf & Sky Motel,
and it was not one of the first commercial lodgings in Inglewood. The building was-contributed to
the transition of this area from primarily single-family residences to commercial uses between
1953 and 1963.

The building at 3940 West Century Boulevard does not reflect the early settlement patterns of
Inglewood. Although it is associated with the transition of this area from residential to more
commercial uses during the mid-20th century, that is not considered a significant event in the
history of the City of Inglewood or the more specific historic context of the vicinity. No evidence
relating the building to any specific, significant historic events was identified during the course of
this evaluation. Therefore, 3940 West Century Boulevard is not recommended eligible for listing
under National Register Criterion A or California Register Criterion 1.

Criterion B/2: Significant Persons

The building at 3940 West Century Boulevard is listed in city directories as the “Turf & Sky
Motel” until 1964, at which time it is listed as the “Turf Sky Apts Motel.” A limited number of
building permits were available for this property, and all were filed during the 1990s. Archival
research identified only one individual associated with the property: “H. Chittenden” is listed in
the 1964 city directory. Research on H. Chittenden did not reveal that he/she was a prominent
member of the local community or an important person in the development of the City of
Inglewood.

There does not appear to be any known significant association between 3940 West Century
Boulevard and personages important to national, state, or local history. For this reason, 3940
West Century Boulevard is not recommended eligible for listing under National Register
Criterion B or California Register Criterion 2.

Criterion C/3: Design/Construction

A limited number of building permits were available for this property, and all were filed during
the 1990s. Based on a review of available building permits, historic aerial photographs, and other
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archival materials, it is apparent that the building been significantly altered from its original date
af-construction. Alterations include the removal of the swimming pool, addition of a mansard
roof and arches along the interior exit balconies, removal or stuccoing over of first-floor siding,
replacement of windows, alteration of window openings, and interior remodeling of rooms (e.g.,
addition of two laundry rooms, two linen rooms, and signage). The building is not architecturally
distinctive and does not exemplify any particular architectural style. The architect is unknown,
and the building does not appear to represent a notable work of a master builder or architect.
Therefore, it is not recommended eligible under National Register Criterion C or California
Register Criterion 3.

Criterion D/4: Data Potential

While most often applied to archaeological districts and sites, Criterion ID/4 can also apply to
buildings, structures, and objects that contain important information. In order for these types of
properties to be eligible under Criterion /4, they themselves must be, or must have been, the
principal source of the important information. The building at 3940 West Century Boulevard does
not appear to yield significant information that would expand our current knowledge or theories
of design, methods of construction, operation, or other information that is not already known.
Therefore, 3940 West Century Boulevard has not yielded and is not likely to yield information
important to prehistory or history and do not appear to satisfy National Register Criterion D or
California Register Criterion 4.

Integrity Analysis

In order to be eligible for listing in the National and/or California registers, a property must be
significant under one or more of the four criteria and retain sufficient integrity to convey that
significance. As stated above, 3940 West Century Boulevard does not appear to be eligible for
listing under any criteria. Therefore, an integrity analysis is not necessary.

Eligibility Assessment

therefore not considered to be a historical resource pursuant to CEQA.

10212 South Prairie Avenue

The building located at 10212 South Prairie Avenue was evaluated for eligibility for listing on the
National and California registers.

Criterion A/1: Events

Inglewood began to take shape in the late 19th century as the Butterfield Overland Stage route
opened in 1858, followed by the California Southern Railroad line in 1882, which greatly
increased the number of people coming to Southem California. Specifically, in 1888 excursion
trains brought people to the area now known as Inglewood. The Project Site was initially
developed for residential uses, generally single-family homes and low-density multi-family
residences, on parcels measuring one-half acre or larger. Over time, portions of the Project Site
were converted to denser multi-family residences, hotel/motels, commercial uses such as
restaurants, and other community-serving uses such as churches and schools.
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While the 10212 South Prairie Avenue property was developed as early as 1930, likely with a
single-family residence, it is currently developed with a commercial building, a detached garage,
and a walled enclosure. The detached garage likely predates the main building that now occupies
the site. According to building permits, the main building at 10212 South Prairie Avenue was
constructed in 19635 as a small commercial building to house Rosetti’s Pizza, and/or a
delicatessen, and a beauty shop. The owner is listed as Joseph Rosetti. City directories indicate
that Joseph and Angela Rosetti were residents of Los Angeles and that Angela Rosetti is
associated with Angela’s Hair Fashion. It is likely that Angela’s Hair Fashion occupied 10212
South Prairie in 1965. A variety of business have occupied the site since its construction
including Hoges (Hodges) BBQ, Mi Terra, and “Let’s Have a Cart Party.”

The buildings at 10212 South Prairie Avenue do not reflect the early settlement patterns of
Inglewood. Furthermore, no evidence relating the buildings to any other specific significant
historic events was identified during the course of this evaluation. Therefore, 10212 South Prairie
Avenue is not recommended eligible for listing under National Register Criterion A or California
Register Criterion 1.

Criterion B/2: Significant Persons

The commercial building currently at 10212 South Prairie Avenue was constructed in 1965 for
commercial uses as a restaurant and beauty shop. Permit records indicated that by 1974 the
property was owned by Talmus Hodges. Research on Joseph and Angela Rosetti and Talmus
Hodges does not indicate that these individuals were significant to the development of the City of
Inglewood or any other significant events.

There do not appear to be any known significant associations between 10212 South Prairie
Avenue and personsgss important to national, state, or local history. The property is not
recommended eligible for listing under National Register Criterion B or California Register
Criterion 2.

Criterion C/3: Design/Construction

The buildings on the subject property are not architecturally distinctive and have undergone
alterations including the addition of the mansard roof and various interior alterations. Research
did not reveal any significant architects associated with either the original construction or any
subsequent alterations to the property. Only one contractor was identified on the 1965 permit,
Anthony J. Fisher. City directories indicate that in 1942 Mr. Fisher was an aircraft worker and in
1947 he was plasterer. The property does not represent a notable work of a master builder or
architect.

For these reasons, 10212 South Prairie Avenue is not recommended eligible under National
Register Criterion C or California Register Criterion 3.

Criterion D/4: Data Potential

While most often applied to archaeological districts and sites, Criterion D/4 can also apply to
buildings, structures, and objects that contain important information. In order for these types of
properties to be eligible under Criterion /4, they themsel ves must be, or must have been, the
principal source of the important information. 10212 South Prairie Avenue does not appear to
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yield significant information that would expand our current knowledge or theories of design,
methods of construction, operation, or other information that is not already known and it is not
likely to yield information important to prehistory or history. Therefore, 10212 South Prairie
Avenue is recommended not eligible under National Register Criterion D or California Register
Criterion 4.

Integrity Analysis

In order to be eligible for listing in the National and/or California registers, a property must be
significant under one or more of the four criteria and retain sufficient integrity to convey that
significance. As stated above, 10212 South Prairie Avenue does not appear to be eligible for
listing under any criteria. Therefore, an integrity analysis is not necessary.

Eligibility Assessment

In summary, 10212 South Prairie Avenue is not recommended eligible under any of the four
criteria

is therefore not considered to be a historical resource pursuant to CEQA.

10204 South Prairie Avenue

The building located at 10204 South Prairie Avenue was evaluated for eligibility for listing on the
National and California registers.

Criterion A/1: Events

Inglewood began to take shape in the late 19™ century as the Butterfield Overland Stage route
opened in 1858, followed by the California Southern Railroad line in 1882, which greatly
mereased the number of people coming to Southem California. Specifically, in 1888 excursion
trains brought people to the area now known as Inglewood. The Project Site was initially
developed in 1920s for residential uses, generally single-family homes and low-density multi-
family residences, on parcels measuring one-half acre or larger. Over time, portions of the Project
Site were converted to denser multi-family residences, hotel/motels, commercial uses such as
restaurants, and other community-serving uses such as churches and schools.

The 10204 South Prairie Avenue property is currently developed with a multi-family residence
and a detached, double garage; it was constructed in 1952, well outside of the initial period of
development for the neighborhood. The original owner is listed as Mrs. Lottie T. Blake. In the
1933 City Directory she is listed as living at 10200 South Prairie Avenue and in the 1947 City
Directory she is listed as living at 10202 South Prairie Avenue. It is unclear asds-whether senat
this fisiing refers to one of the units on the subject property or aiig a residence next door.

The building at 10204 South Prairie Avenue does not reflect the early settlement patterns of
Inglewood. Furthermore, no evidence relating the buildings to any other specific significant
historic events was identified during the course of this evaluation. Theretore, 10204 South Prairie
Avenue is not recommended eligible for listing under National Register Criterion A or California
Register Criterion 1.
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Criterion B/2: Significant Persons

The residential building currently at 10204 South Prairie Avenue was constructed in 1952 as a tri-
plex. It is likely that the original owner, Lottie T. Blake, occupied one of the units, along with her
husband Fred Blake, and rented out the other two. Research on Lottie and Fred Blake did not
indicate that these individuals were significant to the development of the City of Inglewood or
any other significant events. As a rental property there have likely been numerous tenanty over

the years. No gvidence has been found rogarding the identity of

the

individnal wer

There do not appear to be any known significant associations between 10204 South Prairie
Avenue and personages important to national, state, or local history. The property is not
recommended eligible for listing under National Register Criterion B or California Register
Criterion 2.

Criterion C/3: Design/Construction

The buildings on the subject property are not architecturally distinctive and have undergone
alterations including the replacement of doors and windows and various interior alterations.
Research did not reveal any significant architects associated with either the original construction

ot

or any subsequent alterations to the property. £3uiy-{3une contractor was identified on the 1952

permit. ~-Max Porter Mo svidense has been found mdicating thet Mr. Portsy was @ msster builder

ot architert and, theretore ~Fthe property does not represent a notable work of a master builder or

architect.

For these reasons, 10204 South Prairie Avenue is not recommended eligible under National
Register Criterion C or California Register Criterion 3.

Criterion D/4: Data Potential

While most often applied to archaeological districts and sites, Criterion 1D/4 can also apply to
buildings, structures, and objects that contain important information. In order for these types of
properties to be eligible under Criterion D/4, they themselves must be, or must have been, the
principal source of the important information. 10204 South Prairie Avenue does not appear to
yield significant information that would expand our current knowledge or theories of design,
methods of construction, operation, or other information that is not already known and it is not
likely to yield information important to prehistory or history. Therefore, 10204 South Prairie
Avenue is recommended not eligible under National Register Criterion D or California Register
Criterion 4.

Integrity Analysis

In order to be eligible for listing in the National and/or California registers, a property must be
significant under one or more of the four criteria and retain sufficient integrity to convey that
significance. As stated above, 10204 South Prairie Avenue does not appear to be eligible for
listing under any criteria. Therefore, an integrity analysis is not necessary.
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Eligibility Assessment

In summary, 10204 South Prairie Avenue is not recommended eligible under any of the four
criteria aud is therefore not considered to be a historical resource pursuant to CEQA.

10226 South Prairie Avenue

The building located at 10226 South Prairie Avenue was evaluated for eligibility for listing on the
National and California registers.

Criterion A/1: Events

Inglewood began to take shape in the late 19® century as the Butterfield Overland Stage route
opened in 1858, followed by the California Southern Railroad line in 1882, which greatly
increased the number of people coming to Southem California. Specifically, in 1888 excursion
trains brought people to the area now known as Inglewood. The Project Site was initially
developed for residential uses, generally single-family homes and low-density multi-family
residences, on parcels measuring one-half acre or larger. Over time, portions of the Project Site
were converted to denser multi-family residences, hotel/motels, commercial uses such as
restaurants, and other community-serving uses such as churches and schools.

The residential building currently at 10226 South Prairie Avenue was constructed in 1928 likely
as a single family residence. The building st-H3:326-Seuth-Prairte-Avenus-does not reflect the

early settlement patterns of Inglewood. Furthermore, no evidence relating the buildings to any
other specific significant historic events was identified during the course of this evaluation.
Therefore, 10226 South Prairie Avenue is not recommended eligible for listing under National
Register Criterion A or California Register Criterion 1.

Criterion B/2: Significant Persons

The residential building currently at 10226 South Prairie Avenue was constructed in 1928 likely
as a single family residence. City directories revealed a number of occupants including J.A.

Evans in 1933 and 1935, Mrs. A.B. Evans in 1940 D.R. Adams in 1942 P B Llay in 1947 R.O.
Madden in 1950, and J. Anger in 1964. Hg sesayoh E
that these individuals were significant to the development of the Clty of Inglewood or any other
significant events. No

F rEsig wve boen wentified. 1 1s Jughly unlikely £ even it a

=sident were an important figure in history, the resident’ s axsociahion with the biding

ihat sipnificane

There do not appear to be any known significant associations between 10226 South Prairie
Avenue and personages important to national, state, or local history. The property is not
recommended eligible for listing under National Register Criterion B or California Register
Criterion 2.

Criterion C/3: Design/Construction

The buildings on the subject property are not architecturally distinctive and have undergone
alterations including the large addition to the south facade, the smaller addition on the east (rear)
fagade at the southeast corner, replacement of the windows and front door, and the addition of
security bars over the window and door openings. Research did not reveal any significant
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architects associated with either the original construction or any subsequent alterations to the
property. The property does not represent a notable work of a master builder or architect.

For these reasons, 10226 South Prairie Avenue is not recommended eligible under National
Register Criterion C or California Register Criterion 3.

Criterion D/4: Data Potential

While most often applied to archaeological districts and sites, Criterion D/4 can also apply to
buildings, structures, and objects that contain important information. In order for these types of
properties to be eligible under Criterion D/4, they themselves must be, or must have been, the
principal source of the important information. 10226 South Prairie Avenue does not appear to
yield significant information that would expand our current knowledge or theories of design,
methods of construction, operation, or other information that is not already known and it is not
likely to yield information important to prehistory or history. Therefore, 10226 South Prairie
Avenue is recommended not eligible under National Register Criterion D or California Register
Criterion 4.

Integrity Analysis

In order to be eligible for listing in the National and/or California registers, a property must be
significant under one or more of the four criteria and retain sufficient integrity to convey that
significance. As stated above, 10226 South Prairie Avenue does not appear to be eligible for
listing under any criteria. Therefore, an integrity analysis is not necessary.

Eligibility Assessment

In summary, 10226 South Prairie Avenue is not recommended eligible under any of the four
criteria g

Impacts Analysis

Direct Impacts

The buildings at 3490 West Century Boulevard, 10212 South Prairie Avenue, 10204 South
Prairie Avenue, and 10226 South Prairie Avenue are not recommended eligible for listing in the
National Register or Califomia Register. As such, they do not meet the definition historical
resources as outlined in CEQA Guidelines section 15064.5(a)(1) or (2). } i reasom, and-the
Proposed Project, including the Alternate South Prairie Avenue Access Variant, would not have a
direct impact on historical resources.

--analyzed to determine if # :
would result in a substantial adverse change to the integrity-efadjacent-srnearby of listed
historical resources_within one mile of the Project Site. The indireet impaste-study-arege
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1 Therefore, Sal

Conclusions and Recommendations

Historic Architectural Resources

Two historic-age buildings ( § v Inn, formerly the Turf and Sky Motel and 10212
South Prairie Avenue) were 1dcnt1ﬂcd within the Project Site and two additional historic-age

buildings (10202 and 10226 South Prairie Avcnuc) were identified within the project boundary
cxpansmn variant. Nonc ¥ commmendndar chglblc for listing in the Nanonal or

the only isxtcd resouree in the vicinity of the Proposed Project is ic Forum., Ehc I OrUnL s 1stcd

on the Mational Reeister and is located approximately one- mile north of the Project Site. i
i impacts to_otfsite-adiacent historical resources were analyzed; and-the Proposed PI”OJ ect,

1nc1ud1ng the Altematc South Pramc Avenue Access Variant, would not result in ay :
7 4 = X se. No turther work with rcgalds

to historic architectural resources is recommcnded.

Archaeological Resources
Known Resources

As a result of the archival research and archaeological resources survey two archaeological
resources consisting of one historic-period isolate (EASN-1) and one shell isolate of
undeizrmined age (WSN-1) were identified within the Project Site. Due to their isolate nature and
lack of clear cultural context, EAN-1 and WSN-1 are not eligible for listing in the California
Register and do not otherwise qualify as historical or unique archacological resources pursuant to
CEQA.
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Unknown Resources

The geoarchaeological review indicates that much of the Project Site is underlain by Pleistocene-
aged alluvium which has low potential for intact archaeological deposits. An area of Late
Pleistocene to Holocene alluvium is mapped along South Doty Avenue between the Arena Site
and the East Parking and Hotel Site; the Late Pleistocene to Holocene alluvium has higher
potential to contain buried archaeological deposits. Furthermore, the historic map and aerial
photograph review indicates the Project Site was developed by the 1920s with residential
subdivisions, which were largely replaced by commercial buildings sometime in the 1960s. As
such, there may be historic-period archaeological deposits associated with the early residential
development of the Project Site. Given the degree of disturbance within the Project Site, which
has included the construction and demolition of residential and commercial buildings, prehistoric
and/or historic-period archaeological deposits that may have underlain the Project Site eould

Tribal consultation conducted in accordance with AB 52 and summarized in Chapter 3.4 Culbiura)

Resources of the FIR. did not result in the nding of any known iribal culiural resources within

the Project Site. However, due to iribal concerns about possaible prehistoric archaeological
sensitivity, archacological and Native American montloring is recommended, and mutigation

measures are provided below,

Although the likelihood of encountering prehistoric and/or historic-period archaeological deposits
is low, there remains the possibility that Project-related ground disturbance, which could extend

to depths of 35 feet below ground disturhasessur
that qualify as historical resources or unique archaeological resources pursuant to CEQA.

Therefore, recommended mitigation measures for the retention of a qualified archaeologist,
cultural resources sensitivity training, archacological and Native American Monitoring, and

inadvertent discovery protocols are provided below.

Mitigation Measure CUL-1.

a} _Retention of Qualified Archaeologist. Prior to the start of ground-disturbing | Formatted: Numbered + Level: 1 + Numbering Style: a, b,
activities associated with the Project, including demolition, trenching, grading, ¢ .. + Startat: 1 + Alignment: Left + Aligned at: 0.75" +
i p b el i ) ; Indent at: 1"
and utility installation, the ¢ shall retain a qualified |

archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications
Standards for archaeology (U.S. Department of the Interior, 2008) to carry out all
mitigation related to cultural resources.

i. Monitoring and Mitigation Plan, Prepare, dosign and implementa | { Formatted: Font: Not Italic

monitoring and mitigation program for the Project, The Plan shall defing _,,,.{ Formatted: Font: Not Italic

pre-~consiruction soordination, construction monitonng for excavalions
based on the activities and depth of disturbance planned for each portion
of the Project Site, data recovery (including halting or diverting

construction so that archacological remains can be evaluated and | { Formatted: Font: Not Italic
recovered in a timelv manner), artifact and feature troatment ———{ Formatted: Font: Not Italic
procurement, and reporting. The Plan shall be prepared and approved byl ™

‘(Formatted: Font: Not Italic

the City prior 1o the issuance of the first grading pernmit,

- M{ Formatted: Font: Not Italic

A A A
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°The quaiiﬂcd archamimist ,_/—{ Formatted: Font: Not Italic

shail conduct construciion worker archacological ___,,,( Formatted: Font: Not Italic

ensitivity training at the Project kick-off meeting prior to the
art of ground disturbing activities (including vegetation removal

TOROUICe

s

pavement removal, ete) and will present the Plan as outlined in (1. for e { Formatted: Font: Not Italic

all construction personnel conducting, supervising. or associated with
demuolition and ground disturbance, mcluding utility work, for the
Proiect. In the evend consiruchion crews are phased or rotated, additiongd
traiming shall be conducted for new construction personnel working on
ground-disturbing activities. Construction personnel shall be informed of
the types of prehisioric and hisioric archasclogical resources that may be
encountered, and of the proper procedures to be enacted in the event of
an inadvertent discovery of archasological resources or buman remains,

Documentation shall be retained by the qualified archacologist _,_,/{ Formatted: Font: Not Italic

demonstrating that the appropriate cunstruction personnel attended the

¢ mev

Indent at: 1"

""""""" Formatted: Numbered + Level: 1 + Numbering Style: a, b,
, ... + Start at: 1 + Alignment: Left + Aligned at: 0.75" +

_/,—/( Formatted: Not Highlight

Archasclogical and Native American Monitoring. The qualified e _,—f{ Formatted: Font: Not Italic

archaeologist will oversee archasological and Native American moniions \( Formatted

who shall be present during consiniction excavations such as grading
trenching, or any other construction excavation activity associated with

the Froject 25 defined in the Monutoring and Mitigation Plan. The

frequency of monitoring shall be based on the rate of excavation and =~ ( Formatted: Font: Not Italic

grading activites. the matenials being excavated. and the depth of
excavation, and it found. the abundance and tvpe of archasclogical
resources encountered. Full-time monitoring mav be reduced to part-time

and
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mspections. or ceased entirelv, if determined adequate by the qualified
archacologist and the Wative American monitor.

in the event of the discovery of any archaecdogical materials during

implementation of the Project, all work shall immediately cease within
30 feet of the discovery until it can be evaluated bv the qualified
archaeslogist. Construciion shall not resume uniil the guslified
archaeologist has made a deternunation on the significance of the
resources) and provided recommendations regarding the handling of the
find. I{ the resource 15 deternuned to be significant, the qualified
archaeologist will confer with the project applicant regarding
recommendation for treatment and ultimate disposition of the

e
§

1f 1t 18 determined that the discovered archaeological resource constitute:

Vi,

a historical resatiree or o unique archacological resource pursuant io
CEQOA . avoidance and preservation in place is the preferred manner of
mitigatton. Preservation in place mav be accomplished by, butis not
linuted to, avoidance, neorporating the resource bido open. space,
capping. of deeding the site inlo a permanent conservalion easement.

{n the event that preservation in place is demonstrated to be infeasible

Vii,

and data recovery through excavation is the only feasible mitigation
available, a Cultural Resources Treatment Plan shall be prepared and
implemenied by the gualified archaeoiogist in consuliation with the
project applicant, and appropriate Native American representatives (if
the find is of Native American orizin). The Cultural Resources
Treatment Plan shall provide for the adequate recovery of the
scientifically consequential information contained in the archaeological
TE50HITE.

If the resource s ideniified as a Native American, the gualified

Viii.

archaeclogist and project applicant shall consult with appropriate Mative
American representatives, as identified through the AB 52 consultation
process m defermining treatment for prehistoric or Native Ainerican
resources 1o ensure enltural values asoribed to the resource, bevond that
which 1s scientifically bnportant, are considered, to the exient feasible.

rttigation-Measare CUb-3- Inadvertent- Pisesverk
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Prepare a final monitoring and mitigation report for submittaltothe | [ Formatted: Font: Not Italic }
Applicant, City, and the SCCIC wworder-to document the results of the | { Formatted: Font: Not Italic }
archacological and Native Amertcan, montioring, If there are significant \\\{ o tads Fants ot Tl }
disgoverigs, artifact and feature analysis and fnal disposition shall be T

meluded with the final repart which will be submitied to the appropriate \\\\( Formatted: Font: Not Italic }
repesitorSCCIC, the Applicant, and the City. The final monitoring \{ Formatted: Font: Not Italic }
report shall be submitted to the Applicant within 90 davs of completion | ™~ { Formatted: Font: Not Italic }
of excavation and other ground disturbing activities that require \[ Formatted: Font: Not Italic }
montonng, -‘{ Formatted: Font: Not Italic }

<

~onstruchion-shall-notresume

n-the-event-ot the -

and

Center 65 ESA /171236

Cultural Resources Assessment

'y — Subject to

Formatted:

Indent at: 1"

Numbered + Level: 1 + Numbering Style: a, b,

¢, ... + Start at: 1 + Alignment: Left + Aligned at: 0.75" +




Conclusions and Recommendations
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the event of the unannclpated discovery of human remains during excavation or ¢ ... + Startat: 1 + Alignment: Left + Aligned at: 0.75" +

other ground disturbance related to the Project, all work shall immediately cease Indent at: 1"
within 100 feet of the discovery and the County Coroner shall be contacted in
accordance With PRC section 5097.98 and Health and Safety Code section
determmes that the remains are Natlve Ameucan, the California Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) shall be notified in accordance with
Health and Safety Code section 7050.5, subdivision (¢), and PRC section
5097.98 (as amended by AB 2641). The NAHC shall designate a Most Likely
Descendant (MI D) for the remdins per PRC Qection 5097 98 Until lhe

50-foot radivs arcund- theimmediste w,m&%j& Where the dlscovery occurred is not
disturbed by further activity, is adequately protected according to generally
accepted cultural or archaeological standards or practices, and that further
activities take into account the possibility of multiple burials.
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