
July 23, 2019 

 

VIA EMAIL AND FEDEX 

 

Michelle C. Messinger 

Department of Parks and Recreation 

Office of Historic Preservation 

1725 23rd Street, Suite 100 

Sacramento, CA  95816 

 

Re:  STB_2019_0610_001, STB Docket No. AB 6 (Sub-No. 499X) 

 

Dear Michelle,  

 

I am writing to reply to the attached letter dated July 5, 2019 from Julianne Polanco.   

 

Peter Denton and I represent BNSF Railway Company (BNSF) in an abandonment proceeding 

before the Surface Transportation Board (STB Docket No. AB 6 (Sub-No. 499X)).  BNSF is 

seeking to abandon a freight rail easement over approximately 5.93 miles of track on the Harbor 

Subdivision in Los Angeles County, California.  The physical assets of the line are owned by the 

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA).  LACMTA desires to 

construct the Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project, which will consist of on- and 

off-street bicycle and pedestrian/multipurpose paths within existing street rights-of-way and 

within the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  The project will require BNSF to abandon 

its freight rail easement over the Harbor Subdivision.  

 

An environmental and historic review was conducted for the LACMTA project.  The attached 

Categorical Exclusion documentation summarizes on pages 37-41 the historic preservation 

analysis completed by LACMTA.  Also attached is Appendix B to the Categorical Exclusion 

documentation, which is a Cultural Resources Study conducted by Rincon Consultants, Inc.  On 

page 48, Rincon Consultants, Inc. provides its recommendation of a finding of no effect to 

historic properties and no impact on historical resources for the current undertaking. 

 

We trust that the provided documents are sufficient to meet the needs addressed in your letter. 

We would appreciate receipt of any written comments that the Office of Historic Preservation 

may have based on these documents. 

Sally Mordi* 

202 429 6287 

smordi@steptoe.com 

 

*Admitted in Maryland only and practicing under the  

supervision of an active member of the District of Columbia Bar. 

1330 Connecticut Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20036-1795 

202 429 3000 main 

www.steptoe.com 
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Please call me directly with any questions.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Sally Mordi 

Attorney for BNSF Railway Company 

 

Enclosures as stated 

 

Cc:    Julianne Polanco, State Historic Preservation Officer 

          Peter W. Denton, Steptoe & Johnson LLP 

          Jill Rugema, BNSF Railway Company 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
Rincon Consultants, Inc. (Rincon) was retained by Terry A. Hayes & Associates, Inc. to conduct 
a Phase I cultural resources survey of the Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor 
Project (project) in Los Angeles County. The project is approximately 6.4 miles in total and is 
generally located north of West Slauson Avenue. The 6.4-mile corridor is primarily centered 
within the City of Los Angeles, but extends through Inglewood, and Huntington Park in Los 
Angeles County, California.  
 
This project will receive funding through the Federal Transit Administration; therefore, this 
cultural resources study has been conducted in accordance with the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA), and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). The 
project is also subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). This cultural 
resources study has been prepared in accordance with these guidelines and includes the 
delineation of an area of potential effects (APE), a cultural resources records search, Native 
American scoping which includes assistance with Assembly Bill (AB) 52 consultation in the 
form of document preparation, historic group consultation, an intensive pedestrian survey, and 
this technical report.  
 
On July 14, 2016, Rincon conducted a search of the California Historical Resources Information 
System (CHRIS), at the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) located at California 
State University, Fullerton. The SCCIC records search identified a total of 31 previous studies 
within a 0.25-mile radius of the project APE, eleven of included a portion of the project APE. In 
addition, the records search identified 20 previously recorded cultural resources within a 0.25-
mile radius of the project APE, none of which are located within the APE.  
 
Rincon contacted the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) to request a review of 
the Sacred Lands File (SLF); we received the results from the NAHC on July 20, 2016, which 
stated that the SLF request produced negative results. The NAHC provided a list of 8 groups or 
individuals to contact regarding information on cultural resources in or near the APE. Rincon 
prepared and mailed letters to each of the 8 contacts on July 20, 2016, and made follow-up 
phone calls on August 25, 2016. As of August 26, 2016, Rincon has received no response. The 
coordination with local Native American Groups Table documents responses. 
 
Rincon initiated historic group consultation for the project on July 20, 2016. Rincon mailed 
letters to the Los Angeles Conservancy, Historical Society of Centinela Valley, Los Angeles City 
Historical Society, Office of Historic Resources for the City of Los Angeles, and Historic 
Preservation for the City of Huntington Park, requesting consultation for the proposed project. 
Follow-up consultation was conducted via telephone on August 2 and August 9, 2016. As of 
August 26, Rincon has received two responses: Ms. Anna Skylar of the Los Angeles City 
Historical Society forwarded the request for consultation to the society President and Ms. Janet 
Hansen at the City of Los Angeles, Office of Historic Resources recommended that Rincon 
review the HistoricPlacesLA database. Rincon reviewed this database and did not locate any 
resources within the APE. 
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Rincon archaeologists conducted a cultural resources survey of the APE on August 18, 2016. 
Investigation constraints consisted of personal safety concerns and areas under construction. 
Rincon conducted an intensive pedestrian survey of approximately 22 acres of the APE and a 
reconnaissance-level survey of approximately 5 acres of the APE that were inaccessible due to 
safety concerns. This report was completed in August 2016. 
 
Neither the background research nor the field survey identified any archaeological resources 
within the APE. One historic-era built environment resource, a 6.4 mile section of the Harbor 
Subdivision rail line, was identified during the pedestrian survey. Rincon recorded the Harbor 
Subdivision rail line and evaluated it as part of the current study. The rail line is ineligible for 
listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and is not an historical resource under 
CEQA. Development within the APE has caused substantial disturbance and has likely 
destroyed any archaeological resources that may have existed within the APE. Based on these 
facts, Rincon recommends a finding of no effect to historic properties and no impact on historical 
resources for the current undertaking. Furthermore, Rincon recommends no further cultural 
resources work for the project. The following measures are recommended in case of 
unanticipated discoveries: retain a qualified archaeologist in the event that archaeological 
resources or human remains are identified as a result of the project; stop work within the 
immediate area if unanticipated cultural deposits or human remains are discovered; and 
comply with existing regulations. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
Rincon Consultants Inc., (Rincon) was retained by Terry A. Hayes & Associates, Inc. to conduct 
a cultural resources study of a 6.4 linear mile inactive metro rail line. The project site is 
generally located north of West Slauson Avenue, and is bounded by West Boulevard to the west 
and South Santa Fe Avenue to the east in south Los Angeles County, California (Figure 1).  
 
This project will receive funding through the Federal Transit Administration therefore this 
cultural resources study has been conducted in accordance with the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA), and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). The 
project is also subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). This cultural 
resources study includes a cultural resources records search, Native American scoping 
including providing AB 52 assistance, historic group consultation, pedestrian survey, and the 
preparation of this report.  
 

1.1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION 
 
The proposed project involves improvements along a 6.4-mile-long corridor of underutilized 
Metro owned railroad Right-of-Way (ROW) that travels through the cities of Inglewood, Los 
Angeles, and Huntington Park, and is located in Township 2 S, Range 14 W, Sections 13, 15, 16, 
17, 18, 22, 23, and 24 of the United States Geological Survey (USGS) Inglewood and South Gate, 
CA 7.5-minute topographic quadrangles and is limited to the Metro-owned right of way (ROW) 
(Figure 2).The project proposes to redevelop the ROW with bicycle and pedestrian 
transportation linkage improvements. Where possible, existing rail tracks will be left in place; 
however, where the ROW does not exceed 50 feet rail tracks will be removed. Additional 
improvements include upgrades to crosswalk markings, curb ramps, repainted advanced stop 
bars, and signage both for alerting right-turn drivers to the presence of pedestrian and bicycle 
traffic on the corridor as well as signage for bicyclist and pedestrians utilizing the corridor. 
 
Additional improvements will include landscaping using low growing, drought tolerant and 
native plantings, solar lighting, and way finding and regulatory signage. Recycled railroad ties 
will be repurposed as places to sit or as barriers where needed unless the ties are designated as 
hazardous materials and/ or contaminated as identified in environmental site assessments. 
 

1.2 AREA OF POTENTIAL EFFECTS 
 
36 CFR 800.16(d) of Section 106 defines the Area of Potential Effects (APE) of an undertaking as 
the “geographic area or areas within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause 
changes in the character or use of historic properties, if any such properties exist.”  
 
The current undertaking’s APE for archaeological and built-environment resources (or direct 
APE) comprises the 6.4-mile section of the metro rail, which is bounded by West Boulevard to 
the west and South Santa Fe Avenue to the east. Along this corridor the ROW ranges from 25 
feet to 105 feet in width. The depth of ground disturbance for this project is not expected to 
exceed 2 feet. Because the proposed project will retain the existing railroad ROW in its current 
alignment for continued use as a transportation corridor, the project has no potential to directly 
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or indirectly impact any historic properties adjacent to the ROW. The area surrounding the 
project APE is developed with industrial and commercial properties as well as multi-family and 
single-family residential properties. The proposed undertaking will not significantly change the 
existing setting nor diminish the historic integrity of any potential resources within the vicinity 
of the APE. Therefore, the APE was limited to the direct project footprint. 
 

1.3 PERSONNEL 
 
Rincon cultural resources specialists Stephanie Duncan and William Huey conducted the 
pedestrian survey. Rincon Archaeologist Breana Campbell, M.A., served as primary author of 
this report. Rincon Architectural Historian Susan Zamudio-Gurrola served as the co-author of 
this report. Cultural Resources Principal Investigator Laura Hoffman, M.A., Registered 
Professional Archaeologist (RPA) served as principal investigator for this study. Senior 
Architectural Historian Shannon Carmack, B.A. managed this project and reviewed the 
architectural history components of the report.  GIS Analyst Allysen Valencia, prepared the 
figures found in this report. Rincon Principal Joe Power, AICP CEP, reviewed this report for 
quality control. 
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2.0 REGULATORY SETTING 
 
This section includes a discussion of the applicable federal, state, and local laws, ordinances, 
regulations, and standards governing cultural resources, which must be adhered to before and 
during implementation of the proposed project. The project is subject to the environmental 
review requirements of Section 106 of the NHPA (Section 106), NEPA and CEQA.  
 

2.1 FEDERAL 
 
The definition of a federal undertaking in 36 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 800.16(y) 
includes projects requiring a Federal permit, license or approval and/or projects receiving 
Federal funding. Cultural resources are considered during federal undertakings chiefly under 
Section 106 of the NHPA of 1966 (as amended) through one of its implementing regulations, 36 
CFR 800 (Protection of Historic Properties), as well as NEPA. Properties of traditional religious 
and cultural importance to Native Americans are considered under Section 101(d)(6)(A) of the 
NHPA, and Section 106 36 CFR 800.3–800.10. Other federal laws include the Archaeological 
Data Preservation Act of 1974, the American Indian Religious Freedom Act (AIRFA) of 1978, the 
Archaeological Resources Protection Act (ARPA) of 1979, and the Native American Graves 
Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) of 1989, among others. 
 
Section 106 of the NHPA (16 United States Code [USC] 470f) requires federal agencies to take 
into account the effects of their undertakings on any district, site, building, structure, or object 
that is included in or eligible for inclusion in the NRHP and to afford the Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation a reasonable opportunity to comment on such undertakings (36 CFR 
800.1). Under Section 106, the significance of any adversely affected historic property is assessed 
and mitigation measures are proposed to reduce any impacts to an acceptable level. Historic 
properties are those significant cultural resources that are listed in or are eligible for listing in 
the NRHP per the criteria listed below (36 CFR 60.4; Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
2000).  

 
The quality of significance in American, state, and local history, architecture, archaeology, 
engineering, and culture is present in districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that possess 
integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association and that: 
 

(a) Are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 
our history; or 

(b) Are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or 
(c) Embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of installation, or that 

represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a 
significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or 

(d) Have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 
 

2.2 STATE 
 
CEQA requires a lead agency to determine whether a project may have a significant effect on 
historical resources (Public Resources Code [PRC], Section 21084.1). A historical resource is a 
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resource listed in, or determined to be eligible for listing, in the California Register of Historical 
Resources (CRHR), a resource included in a local register of historical resources or any object, 
building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript that a lead agency determines to be 
historically significant (State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5[a][1-3]). A resource shall be 
considered historically significant if it:  
 

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

2) Is associated with the lives of persons important 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.  
 
In addition, if it can be demonstrated that a project will cause damage to a unique archaeological 
resource, the lead agency may require reasonable efforts be made to permit any or all of these 
resources to be preserved in place or left in an undisturbed state. To the extent that resources 
cannot be left undisturbed, mitigation measures are required (PRC, Section 21083.2[a], [b], and 
[c]). 
 
PRC, Section 21083.2(g) defines a unique archaeological resource as 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: 
 

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

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

3) Is directly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic 
event or person. 

 

2.3 ASSEMBLY BILL 52 
 
As of July 1, 2015, California Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) was enacted and expands the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) by establishing a formal consultation process for California 
tribes within the CEQA process. The bill specifies that any project that may affect or cause a 
substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource would require a lead 
agency to “begin consultation with a California Native American tribe that is traditionally and 
culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project.” According to the 
legislative intent for AB 52, “tribes may have knowledge about land and cultural resources that 
should be included in the environmental analysis for projects that may have a significant impact 
on those resources.” Section 21074 of AB 52 also defines a new category of resources under 
CEQA called “tribal cultural resources.” Tribal cultural resources are defined as “sites, features, 
places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a California Native 
American tribe” and is either listed on or eligible for the California Register of Historical 
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Resources or a local historic register, or if the lead agency chooses to treat the resource as a 
tribal cultural resource. See also PRC 21074 (a)(1)(A)-(B).  

 

3.0 NATURAL SETTING 
 
The project APE is situated within the Los Angeles basin and is south of the San Gabriel 
Mountains. Prior to development in the region, the landscape was largely chaparral shrubland. 
Land use within the APE is primarily industrial with mixed commercial activities. Residential 
areas surround Slauson Avenue to the north and south. The elevation for the project site is 
approximately 60 meters (196 feet) above mean sea level. Vegetation in the surrounding area is 
limited to mostly non-native plants and scattered ornamental trees. 
 

4.0 CULTURAL SETTING 
 

4.1 PREHISTORIC CONTEXT 
 
Numerous chronological sequences have been devised to aid in understanding cultural changes 
within southern California. Building on early studies and focusing on data synthesis, Wallace 
(1955, 1978) developed a prehistoric chronology for the southern California coastal region that is 
still widely used today and is applicable to near-coastal and many inland areas. Four periods 
are presented in Wallace’s prehistoric sequence: Early Man, Milling Stone, Intermediate, and 
Late Prehistoric. Although Wallace’s (1955) synthesis initially lacked chronological precision 
due to a paucity of absolute dates (Moratto 1984:159), this situation has been alleviated by the 
availability of thousands of radiocarbon dates that have been obtained by southern California 
researchers in the last three decades (Byrd and Raab 2007:217). Several revisions have been 
made to Wallace’s (1955) synthesis using radiocarbon dates and projectile point assemblages 
(e.g., Koerper and Drover 1983; Mason and Peterson 1994; Koerper et al. 2002). 
 

4.1.1 Horizon I- Early Man (ca. 10,000 – 6000 B.C.) 
 
When Wallace defined the Horizon I (Early Man) period in the mid-1950s, there was little 
evidence of human presence on the southern California coast prior to 6000 B.C. Archaeological 
work in the intervening years has identified numerous pre-8000 B.C. sites, both on the mainland 
coast and the Channel Islands (e.g., Erlandson 1991; Johnson et al. 2002; Moratto 1984; Rick et al. 
2001:609). The earliest accepted dates for occupation are from two of the northern Channel 
Islands, located off the coast of Santa Barbara. On San Miguel Island, Daisy Cave clearly 
establishes the presence of people in this area about 10,000 years ago (Erlandson 1991:105). On 
Santa Rosa Island, human remains have been dated from the Arlington Springs site to 
approximately 13,000 years ago (Johnson et al. 2002). Present-day Orange and San Diego 
counties contain several sites dating to 9,000 to 10,000 years ago (Byrd and Raab 2007:219; 
Macko 1998a:41; Mason and Peterson 1994:55–57; Sawyer and Koerper 2006). Known sites 
dating to the Early Man period are rare in western Riverside County. One exception is the 
Elsinore site (CA-RIV-2798-B), which has deposits dating as early as 6630 calibrated B.C. 
(Grenda 1997:260). 
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Recent data from Horizon I sites indicate that the economy was a diverse mixture of hunting 
and gathering, with a major emphasis on aquatic resources in many coastal areas (e.g., Jones et 
al. 2002) and on Pleistocene lakeshores in eastern San Diego County (see Moratto 1984:90–92). 
Although few Clovis-like or Folsom-like fluted points have been found in southern California 
(e.g., Dillon 2002; Erlandson et al. 1987), it is generally thought that the emphasis on hunting 
may have been greater during Horizon I than in later periods. Common elements in many sites 
from this period, for example, include leaf-shaped bifacial projectile points and knives, 
stemmed or shouldered projectile points, scrapers, engraving tools, and crescents (Wallace 
1978:26–27). Subsistence patterns shifted around 6000 B.C. coincident with the gradual 
desiccation associated with the onset of the Altithermal climatic regime, a warm and dry period 
that lasted for about 3,000 years. After 6000 B.C., a greater emphasis was placed on plant foods 
and small animals. 

 

4.1.2 Horizon II- Milling Stone (6000 – 3000 B.C.) 
 
The Milling Stone Horizon of Wallace (1955, 1978) and Encinitas Tradition of Warren (1968) 
(6000–3000 B.C.) are characterized by subsistence strategies centered on collecting plant foods 
and small animals. Food procurement activities included hunting small and large terrestrial 
mammals, sea mammals, and birds; collecting shellfish and other shore species; near-shore 
fishing with barbs or gorges; the processing of yucca and agave; and the extensive use of seed 
and plant products (Kowta 1969). The importance of the seed processing is apparent in the 
dominance of stone grinding implements in contemporary archaeological assemblages, namely 
milling stones (metates and slabs) and handstones (manos and mullers). Milling stones occur in 
large numbers for the first time during this period, and are more numerous still near the end of 
this period. Recent research indicates that Milling Stone Horizon food procurement strategies 
varied in both time and space, reflecting divergent responses to variable coastal and inland 
environmental conditions (Byrd and Raab 2007:220).  

Milling Stone Horizon sites are common in the southern California coastal region between Santa 
Barbara and San Diego, and at many inland locations, including the Prado Basin in western 
Riverside County and the Pauma Valley in northeastern San Diego County (e.g., Herring 1968; 
Langenwalter and Brock 1985; Sawyer and Brock 1999; Sutton 1993; True 1958). Wallace (1955, 
1978) and Warren (1968) relied on several key coastal sites to characterize the Milling Stone 
period and Encinitas Tradition, respectively. These include the Oak Grove Complex in the Santa 
Barbara region, Little Sycamore in southwestern Ventura County, Topanga Canyon in the Santa 
Monica Mountains, and La Jolla in San Diego County. The well-known Irvine site (CA-ORA-64) 
has occupation levels dating between ca. 6000 and 4000 B.C. (Drover et al. 1983; Macko 1998b).  

Stone chopping, scraping, and cutting tools made from locally available raw material are 
abundant in Milling Stone/Encinitas deposits. Less common are projectile points, which are 
typically large and leaf-shaped, and bone tools such as awls. Items made from shell, including 
beads, pendants, and abalone dishes, are generally rare. Evidence of weaving or basketry is 
present at a few sites. Kowta (1969) attributes the presence of numerous scraper-planes in 
Milling Stone sites to the preparation of agave or yucca for food or fiber. The mortar and pestle, 
associated with pounding foods such as acorns, were first used during the Milling Stone 
Horizon (Wallace 1955, 1978; Warren 1968). 
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Cogged stones and discoidals are diagnostic Milling Stone period artifacts, and most specimens 
have been found within sites dating between 4000 and 1000 B.C. (Moratto 1984:149). The cogged 
stone is a ground stone object with gear-like teeth on its perimeter. Discoidals are similar to 
cogged stones, differing primarily in their lack of edge modification. Discoidals are found in the 
archaeological record subsequent to the introduction of the cogged stone. Cogged stones and 
discoidals are often purposefully buried, and are found mainly in sites along the coastal 
drainages from southern Ventura County southward, with a few specimens inland at Cajon 
Pass, and heavily in Orange County (Dixon 1968:63; Moratto 1984:149). These artifacts are often 
interpreted as ritual objects (Eberhart 1961:367; Dixon 1968:64–65), although alternative 
interpretations (such as gaming stones) have also been put forward (e.g., Moriarty and Broms 
1971). 

Characteristic mortuary practices of the Milling Stone period or Encinitas Tradition include 
extended and loosely flexed burials, some with red ochre, and few grave goods such as shell 
beads and milling stones interred beneath cobble or milling stone cairns. “Killed” milling 
stones, exhibiting holes, may occur in the cairns. Reburials are common in the Los Angeles 
County area, with north-oriented flexed burials common in Orange and San Diego counties 
(Wallace 1955, 1978; Warren 1968). 

Koerper and Drover (1983) suggest that Milling Stone period sites represent evidence of 
migratory hunters and gatherers who used marine resources in the winter and inland resources 
for the remainder of the year. Subsequent research indicates greater sedentism than previously 
recognized. Evidence of wattle-and-daub structures and walls has been identified at several 
sites in the San Joaquin Hills and Newport Coast area (Mason et al. 1991, 1992, 1993; Koerper 
1995; Strudwick 2005; Sawyer 2006), while numerous early house pits have been discovered on 
San Clemente Island (Byrd and Raab 2007:221–222). This architectural evidence and seasonality 
studies suggest semi-permanent residential base camps that were relocated seasonally (de 
Barros 1996; Koerper et al. 2002; Mason et al. 1997) or permanent villages from which a portion 
of the population left at certain times of the year to exploit available resources (Cottrell and Del 
Chario 1981).  

 

4.1.3 Horizon III- Intermediate (3000 B.C. – A.D. 500) 
 
Following the Milling Stone Horizon, Wallace’s Intermediate Horizon and Warren’s Campbell 
Tradition in Santa Barbara, Ventura, and parts of Los Angeles counties, date from 
approximately 3000 B.C. to A.D. 500 and are characterized by a shift toward a hunting and 
maritime subsistence strategy, along with a wider use of plant foods. The Campbell Tradition 
(Warren 1968) incorporates David B. Rogers’ (1929) Hunting Culture and related expressions 
along the Santa Barbara coast. In the San Diego region, the Encinitas Tradition (Warren 1968) 
and the La Jolla Culture (Moriarty 1966; Rogers 1939, 1945) persist with little change during this 
time. 

During the Intermediate Horizon and Campbell Tradition, there was a pronounced trend 
toward greater adaptation to regional or local resources. For example, an increasing variety and 
abundance of fish, land mammal, and sea mammal remains are found in sites along the 
California coast during this period. Related chipped stone tools suitable for hunting are more 
abundant and diversified, and shell fishhooks become part of the tool kit during this period. 
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Larger knives, a variety of flake scrapers, and drill-like implements are common during this 
period. Projectile points include large side-notched, stemmed, and lanceolate or leaf-shaped 
forms. Koerper and Drover (1983) consider Gypsum Cave and Elko series points, which have a 
wide distribution in the Great Basin and Mojave deserts between ca. 2000 B.C. and A.D. 500, to 
be diagnostic of this period. Bone tools, including awls, were more numerous than in the 
preceding period, and the use of asphaltum adhesive was common. 

Mortars and pestles became more common during this period, gradually replacing manos and 
metates as the dominant milling equipment. Hopper mortars and stone bowls, including 
steatite vessels, appeared in the tool kit at this time as well. This shift appears to correlate with 
the diversification in subsistence resources. Many archaeologists believe this change in milling 
stones signals a shift away from the processing and consuming of hard seed resources to the 
increasing importance of the acorn (e.g., Glassow et al. 1988; True 1993). It has been argued that 
mortars and pestles may have been used initially to process roots (e.g., tubers, bulbs, and corms 
associated with marshland plants), with acorn processing beginning at a later point in 
prehistory (Glassow 1997:86) and continuing to European contact. 

Characteristic mortuary practices during the Intermediate Horizon and Campbell Tradition 
included fully flexed burials, placed facedown or face-up, and oriented toward the north or 
west (Warren 1968:2–3). Red ochre was common, and abalone shell dishes were infrequent. 
Interments sometimes occurred beneath cairns or broken artifacts. Shell, bone, and stone 
ornaments, including charmstones, were more common than in the preceding Encinitas 
Tradition. Some later sites include Olivella shell and steatite beads, mortars with flat bases and 
flaring sides, and a few small points. The broad distribution of steatite from the Channel Islands 
and obsidian from distant inland regions, among other items, attest to the growth of trade, 
particularly during the latter part of this period. Recently, Raab and others (Byrd and Raab 
2007:220–221) have argued that the distribution of Olivella grooved rectangle (OGR) beads 
marks “a discrete sphere of trade and interaction between the Mojave Desert and the southern 
Channel Islands.” 

 

4.1.4 Horizon IV- Late Prehistoric (A.D. 500 – Historic Contact) 
 
In the Late Prehistoric Horizon (Wallace 1955, 1978), which lasted from the end of the 
Intermediate (ca. A.D. 500) until European contact, there was an increase in the use of plant 
food resources in addition to an increase in land and sea mammal hunting. There was a 
concomitant increase in the diversity and complexity of material culture during the Late 
Prehistoric, demonstrated by more classes of artifacts. The recovery of a greater number of 
small, finely worked projectile points, usually stemless with convex or concave bases, suggests 
an increased usage of the bow and arrow rather than the atlatl (spear thrower) and dart for 
hunting. Other items include steatite cooking vessels and containers, the increased presence of 
smaller bone and shell circular fishhooks, perforated stones, arrow shaft straighteners made of 
steatite, a variety of bone tools, and personal ornaments made from shell, bone, and stone. 
There is also an increased use of asphalt for waterproofing and as an adhesive. 

Many Late Prehistoric sites contain beautiful and complex objects of utility, art, and decoration. 
Ornaments include drilled whole venus clam (Chione spp.) and drilled abalone (Haliotis spp.). 
Steatite effigies become more common, with scallop (Pecten spp. and Argopecten spp.) shell 
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rattles common in middens. Mortuary customs are elaborate and include cremation and 
interment with abundant grave goods. By A.D. 1000, fired clay smoking pipes and ceramic 
vessels began to appear at some sites (Drover 1971, 1975; Meighan 1954). The scarcity of pottery 
in coastal and near-coastal sites implies ceramic technology was not well developed in that area, 
or that ceramics were obtained by trade with neighboring groups to the south and east. The lack 
of widespread pottery manufacture is usually attributed to the high quality of tightly woven 
and watertight basketry that functioned in the same capacity as ceramic vessels. 

Another feature typical of Late Prehistoric period occupation is an increase in the frequency of 
obsidian imported from the Obsidian Butte source in Imperial County, California. Obsidian 
Butte was exploited after ca. A.D. 1000 when it was exposed by the receding waters of Holocene 
Lake Cahuilla (Wilke 1978). A Late Prehistoric period component of the Elsinore site (CA-RIV-
2798-A) produced two flakes that originated from Obsidian Butte (Grenda 1997:255; Towner et 
al. 1997:224–225). Although about 16 percent of the debitage at the Peppertree site (CA-RIV-463) 
at Perris Reservoir is obsidian, no sourcing study was done (Wilke 1974:61). The site contains a 
late Intermediate to Late Prehistoric period component, and it is assumed that most of the 
obsidian originated from Obsidian Butte. In the earlier Milling Stone and Intermediate periods, 
most of the obsidian found at sites within Riverside County came from northern sources, 
primarily the Coso volcanic field. This appears to be the case within Prado Basin and other 
interior sites that have yielded obsidian (e.g., Grenda 1995:59; Taşkiran 1997:46). The presence 
of Grimes Canyon (Ventura County) fused shale at southern California archaeological sites is 
also thought to be typical of the Late Prehistoric period (Demcak 1981; Hall 1988). 

During this period, there was an increase in population size accompanied by the advent of 
larger, more permanent villages (Wallace 1955:223). Large populations and, in places, high 
population densities are characteristic, with some coastal and near-coastal settlements 
containing as many as 1,500 people. Many of the larger settlements were permanent villages in 
which people resided year-round. The populations of these villages may have also increased 
seasonally. 

In Warren’s (1968) cultural ecological scheme, the period between A.D. 500 and European 
contact is divided into three regional patterns. The Chumash Tradition is present mainly in the 
region of Santa Barbara and Ventura counties; the Takic or Numic Tradition is present in the 
Los Angeles, Orange, and western Riverside counties region; and the Yuman Tradition is 
present in the San Diego region. The seemingly abrupt changes in material culture, burial 
practices, and subsistence focus at the beginning of the Late Prehistoric period are thought to be 
the result of a migration to the coast of peoples from inland desert regions to the east. In 
addition to the small triangular and triangular side-notched points similar to those found in the 
desert regions in the Great Basin and Lower Colorado River, Colorado River pottery and the 
introduction of cremation in the archaeological record are diagnostic of the Yuman Tradition in 
the San Diego region. This combination certainly suggests a strong influence from the Colorado 
Desert region. 

In Los Angeles, Orange, and western Riverside counties, similar changes (introduction of 
cremation, pottery, and small triangular arrow points) are thought to be the result of a Takic 
migration to the coast from inland desert regions. This Takic or Numic Tradition was formerly 
referred to as the “Shoshonean wedge” or “Shoshonean intrusion” (Warren 1968). This 
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terminology, used originally to describe a Uto-Aztecan language group, is generally no longer 
used to avoid confusion with ethnohistoric and modern Shoshonean groups who spoke Numic 
languages (Heizer 1978:5; Shipley 1978:88, 90). Modern Gabrielino/Tongva, Juaneño, and 
Luiseño in this region are considered the descendants of the prehistoric Uto-Aztecan, Takic-
speaking populations that settled along the California coast during this period or perhaps 
somewhat earlier. 

4.2 ETHNOGRAPHIC CONTEXT 
 
The project site is in an area historically occupied by the Gabrielino. The archaeological record 
indicates that the Gabrielino arrived in the Los Angeles Basin around 500 B.C. Many 
contemporary Gabrielino identify themselves as descendents of the indigenous people living 
across the plains of the Los Angeles Basin and use the native term Tongva (King 1994). This 
term is used in the remainder of this section to refer to the pre-contact inhabitants of the Los 
Angeles Basin and their descendants. Surrounding native groups included the Chumash and 
Tataviam to the northwest, the Serrano and Cahuilla to the northeast, and the Juaneño and 
Luiseño to the southeast. 

The name “Gabrielino” denotes those people who were administered by the Spanish from the 
San Gabriel Mission, which included people from the Gabrielino area proper as well as other 
social groups (Bean and Smith 1978:538; Kroeber 1925: Plate 57). Therefore, in the post-Contact 
period, the name does not necessarily identify a specific ethnic or tribal group. The names by 
which Native Americans in southern California identified themselves have, for the most part, 
been lost. Many modern Gabrielino identify themselves as descendants of the indigenous 
people living across the plains of the Los Angeles Basin and refer to themselves as the Tongva 
(King 1994:12). This term is used in the remainder of this section to refer to the pre-Contact 
inhabitants of the Los Angeles Basin and their descendants. 

Tongva lands encompassed the greater Los Angeles Basin and three Channel Islands, San 
Clemente, San Nicolas, and Santa Catalina. The Tongva established large, permanent villages in 
the fertile lowlands along rivers and streams, and in sheltered areas along the coast, stretching 
from the foothills of the San Gabriel Mountains to the Pacific Ocean. A total tribal population 
has been estimated of at least 5,000 (Bean and Smith 1978:540), but recent ethnohistoric work 
suggests a number approaching 10,000 (O’Neil 2002). Houses constructed by the Tongva were 
large, circular, domed structures made of willow poles thatched with tule that could hold up to 
50 people (Bean and Smith 1978). Other structures served as sweathouses, menstrual huts, 
ceremonial enclosures, and probably communal granaries. Cleared fields for races and games, 
such as lacrosse and pole throwing, were created adjacent to Tongva villages (McCawley 
1996:27). Archaeological sites composed of villages with various sized structures have been 
identified. 

The Tongva subsistence economy was centered on gathering and hunting. The surrounding 
environment was rich and varied, and the tribe exploited mountains, foothills, valleys, deserts, 
riparian, estuarine, and open and rocky coastal eco-niches. Like that of most native Californians, 
acorns were the staple food (an established industry by the time of the early Intermediate 
Period). Acorns were supplemented by the roots, leaves, seeds, and fruits of a wide variety of 
flora (e.g., islay, cactus, yucca, sages, and agave). Fresh water and saltwater fish, shellfish, birds, 
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reptiles, and insects, as well as large and small mammals, were also consumed (Bean and Smith 
1978:546; Kroeber 1925:631–632; McCawley 1996:119–123, 128–131). 

A wide variety of tools and implements were used by the Tongva to gather and collect food 
resources. These included the bow and arrow, traps, nets, blinds, throwing sticks and slings, 
spears, harpoons, and hooks. Groups residing near the ocean used oceangoing plank canoes 
and tule balsa canoes for fishing, travel, and trade between the mainland and the Channel 
Islands (McCawley 1996:7). Tongva people processed food with a variety of tools, including 
hammerstones and anvils, mortars and pestles, manos and metates, strainers, leaching baskets 
and bowls, knives, bone saws, and wooden drying racks. Food was consumed from a variety of 
vessels. Catalina Island steatite was used to make ollas and cooking vessels (Blackburn 1963; 
Kroeber 1925:629; McCawley 1996:129–138).  

At the time of Spanish contact, the basis of Tongva religious life was the Chinigchinich cult, 
centered on the last of a series of heroic mythological figures. Chinigchinich gave instruction on 
laws and institutions, and also taught the people how to dance, the primary religious act for this 
society. He later withdrew into heaven, where he rewarded the faithful and punished those 
who disobeyed his laws (Kroeber 1925:637–638). The Chinigchinich religion seems to have been 
relatively new when the Spanish arrived. It was spreading south into the Southern Takic groups 
even as Christian missions were being built and may represent a mixture of native and 
Christian belief and practices (McCawley 1996:143–144). 

Deceased Tongva were either buried or cremated, with inhumation more common on the 
Channel Islands and the neighboring mainland coast and cremation predominating on the 
remainder of the coast and in the interior (Harrington 1942; McCawley 1996:157). Cremation 
ashes have been found in archaeological contexts buried within stone bowls and in shell dishes 
(Ashby and Winterbourne 1966:27), as well as scattered among broken ground stone 
implements (Cleland et al. 2007). Archaeological data such as these correspond with 
ethnographic descriptions of an elaborate mourning ceremony that included a wide variety of 
offerings, including seeds, stone grinding tools, otter skins, baskets, wood tools, shell beads, 
bone and shell ornaments, and projectile points and knives. Offerings varied with the sex and 
status of the deceased (Johnston 1962:52–54; McCawley 1996:155–165; Reid 1926:24–25). At the 
behest of the Spanish missionaries, cremation essentially ceased during the post-Contact period 
(McCawley 1996:157). 

4.3 HISTORY 
 
Post-Contact history for the state of California is generally divided into three periods: the 
Spanish Period (1769–1822), Mexican Period (1822–1848), and American Period (1848–present). 
Although Spanish, Russian, and British explorers visited the area for brief periods between 1529 
and 1769, the Spanish Period in California begins with the establishment in 1769 of a settlement 
at San Diego and the founding of Mission San Diego de Alcalá, the first of 21 missions 
constructed between 1769 and 1823. Independence from Spain in 1821 marks the beginning of 
the Mexican Period, and the signing of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo in 1848, ending the 
Mexican-American War, signals the beginning of the American Period when California became 
a territory of the United States. 
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4.3.1 Spanish Period (1769–1822) 
 
Spanish explorers made sailing expeditions along the coast of southern California between the 
mid-1500s and mid-1700s. In search of the legendary Northwest Passage, Juan Rodríquez 
Cabríllo stopped in 1542 at present-day San Diego Bay. With his crew, Cabríllo explored the 
shorelines of present Catalina Island as well as San Pedro and Santa Monica Bays. Much of the 
present California and Oregon coastline was mapped and recorded in the next half-century by 
Spanish naval officer Sebastián Vizcaíno. Vizcaíno’s crew also landed on Santa Catalina Island 
and at San Pedro and Santa Monica Bays, giving each location its long-standing name. The 
Spanish crown laid claim to California based on the surveys conducted by Cabríllo and 
Vizcaíno (Bancroft 1885:96–99; Gumprecht 1999:35). 

More than 200 years passed before Spain began the colonization and inland exploration of Alta 
California. The 1769 overland expedition by Captain Gaspar de Portolá marks the beginning of 
California’s Historic period, occurring just after the King of Spain installed the Franciscan Order 
to direct religious and colonization matters in assigned territories of the Americas. With a band 
of 64 soldiers, missionaries, Baja (lower) California Native Americans, and Mexican civilians, 
Portolá established the Presidio of San Diego, a fortified military outpost, as the first Spanish 
settlement in Alta California. In July of 1769, while Portolá was exploring southern California, 
Franciscan Fr. Junípero Serra founded Mission San Diego de Alcalá at Presidio Hill, the first of 
the 21 missions that would be established in Alta California by the Spanish and the Franciscan 
Order between 1769 and 1823. 

The Portolá expedition first reached the present-day boundaries of Los Angeles in August 1769, 
thereby becoming the first Europeans to visit the area. Father Crespi named “the campsite by 
the river Nuestra Señora la Reina de los Angeles de la Porciúncula” or “Our Lady the Queen of 
the Angeles of the Porciúncula.” Two years later, Friar Junípero Serra returned to the valley to 
establish a Catholic mission, the Mission San Gabriel Arcángel, on September 8, 1771 (Kyle 
2002:151). 
 
In 1781, a group of 11 Mexican families traveled from Mission San Gabriel Arcángel to establish 
a new pueblo called El Pueblo de la Reyna de Los Angeles (The Pueblo of the Queen of the 
Angels). This settlement consisted of a small group of adobe-brick houses and streets and 
would eventually be known as the Ciudad de Los Angeles (City of Angels).  

 
4.3.2 Mexican Period (1822–1848) 
 
A major emphasis during the Spanish Period in California was the construction of missions and 
associated presidios to integrate the Native American population into Christianity and 
communal enterprise. Incentives were also provided to bring settlers to pueblos or towns, but 
just three pueblos were established during the Spanish Period, only two of which were 
successful and remain as California cities (San José and Los Angeles). Several factors kept 
growth within Alta California to a minimum, including the threat of foreign invasion, political 
dissatisfaction, and unrest among the indigenous population. After more than a decade of 
intermittent rebellion and warfare, New Spain (Mexico and the California territory) won 
independence from Spain in 1821. In 1822, the Mexican legislative body in California ended 
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isolationist policies designed to protect the Spanish monopoly on trade, and decreed California 
ports open to foreign merchants (Dallas 1955:14). 

Extensive land grants were established in the interior during the Mexican Period, in part to 
increase the population inland from the more settled coastal areas where the Spanish had first 
concentrated their colonization efforts. Approximately fifty-five land grants were made in the 
Los Angeles area (Banham 2009). The secularization of the missions following Mexico’s 
independence from Spain resulted in the subdivision of former mission lands and establishment 
of many additional ranchos. The current undertaking is located in an area that was considered 
public land and was not part of a land grant. 

During the supremacy of the ranchos (1834–1848), landowners largely focused on the cattle 
industry and devoted large tracts to grazing. Cattle hides became a primary southern California 
export, providing a commodity to trade for goods from the east and other areas in the United 
States and Mexico. The number of nonnative inhabitants increased during this period because of 
the influx of explorers, trappers, and ranchers associated with the land grants. The rising 
California population contributed to the introduction and rise of diseases foreign to the Native 
American population, who had no associated immunities.  

 
4.3.3 American Period (1848–Present) 
 
War in 1846 between Mexico and the United States precipitated the Battle of Chino, a clash 
between resident Californios and Americans in the San Bernardino area. The Mexican-American 
War ended with the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo in 1848, ushering California into its American 
Period. 

California officially became a state with the Compromise of 1850, which also designated Utah 
and New Mexico (with present-day Arizona) as U.S. Territories (Waugh 2003). Horticulture and 
livestock, based primarily on cattle as the currency and staple of the rancho system, continued 
to dominate the southern California economy through 1850s. The Gold Rush began in 1848, and 
with the influx of people seeking gold, cattle were no longer desired mainly for their hides but 
also as a source of meat and other goods. During the 1850s cattle boom, rancho vaqueros drove 
large herds from southern to northern California to feed that region’s burgeoning mining and 
commercial boom. Cattle were at first driven along major trails or roads such as the Gila Trail or 
Southern Overland Trail, then were transported by trains when available. The cattle boom 
ended for southern California as neighbor states and territories drove herds to northern 
California at reduced prices. Operation of the huge ranchos became increasingly difficult, and 
droughts severely reduced their productivity (Cleland 2005:102–103). 

4.3.4 City of Los Angeles 
 
The city of Los Angeles incorporated on April 4, 1850, only two years after the Mexican-
American War and five months prior to California achieving statehood. Settlement of the Los 
Angeles region continued in the early American Period. The County of Los Angeles was 
established on February 18, 1850, one of 27 counties established in the months prior to 
California acquiring official statehood in the United States. Many of the ranchos in the area now 
known as Los Angeles County remained intact after the United States took possession of 
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California; however, a severe drought in the 1860s resulted in the sale or acquisition of many of 
the ranchos Americans. Most of these ranchos were subdivided into agricultural parcels or 
towns (Dumke 1944). Nonetheless, ranching retained its importance, and by the late 1860s, Los 
Angeles was one of the top dairy production centers in the country. By 1876, Los Angeles 
County reportedly had a population of 30,000 persons (Dumke 1944).  

Los Angeles maintained its role as a regional business center, and the development of 
citriculture in the late 1800s and early 1900s further strengthened this status (Caughey and 
Caughey 1977). These factors, combined with the expansion of port facilities and railroads 
throughout the region, contributed to the impact of the real estate boom of the 1880s on Los 
Angeles (Caughey and Caughey 1977; Dumke 1944).  

By the late 1800s, government leaders recognized the need for water to sustain the growing 
population in the Los Angeles area. Irish immigrant William Mulholland personified the city’s 
efforts for a stable water supply (Dumke 1944; Nadeau 1997). By 1913, the City of Los Angeles 
had purchased large tracts of land in the Owens Valley and Mulholland planned and completed 
construction of the 240-mile aqueduct that brought the valley’s water to the city (Nadeau 1997).  

Los Angeles continued to grow in the twentieth century, in part due to the discovery of oil in 
the area and its strategic location as a wartime port. The county’s mild climate and successful 
economy continued to draw new residents in the late 1900s, with much of the county 
transformed from ranches and farms into residential subdivisions surrounding commercial and 
industrial centers. Hollywood’s development into the entertainment capital of the world and 
southern California’s booming aerospace industry were key factors in the county’s growth in 
the twentieth century.  

4.3.5 Harbor Subdivision Railway 
 
The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway (also known as the “Santa Fe” or ATSF) acquired 
ownership of all of the Southern California Railway’s leases south of Barstow, California, in 
1906. These became known as the Los Angeles Division of the Coast Lines, Atchison, Topeka 
and Santa Fe. The zone of tracks between downtown Los Angeles and the city of Wilmington 
was assigned the name “Harbor District” (Applied Earthworks 2001).  

The ATSF operated the Harbor Subdivision line which ran south from the Redondo Junction 
near downtown Los Angeles, then ran west/southwest to El Segundo, passed through the 
South Bay and then traveled southeast to near Wilmington. At Redondo Junction the Harbor 
Subdivision linked with the ATSF main line where the national freight rail system could be 
accessed. The Harbor Subdivision line came to have a total length of approximately 28 miles 
(Wilbur Smith Associates et al. 2002; Wilbur Smith Associates et al. 2006). Upon reviewing 
historical maps it is noted that portions of the line were constructed as early as the 1890s, 
although not in its present configuration (Sanborn Map Company 1892, 1910, 1916). By 1926 the 
ATSF rail line connected to the Belt Line Railroad waterfront tracks at the Los Angeles Harbor 
(Los Angeles Board of Harbor Commissioners 1926).  

The Harbor Subdivision provided rail service to oil facilities and other industrial uses in the 
area south and west of Los Angeles. It served as a main line to the ports of Long Beach and Los 
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Angeles for several decades but was later reduced to a branch line (Wilbur Smith Associates et 
al. 2006; Freericks 2006).  

The ATSF owned the Harbor Subdivision until 1992 when it was sold to the Los Angeles 
County Transportation Commission (LACTC). ATSF retained a freight rail service easement to 
run freight trains, service shippers, and access the San Pedro Bay area ports (Wilbur Smith 
Associates et al. 2002).  

In 1995, the ATSF was purchased by Burlington Northern Railroad, and the combined company 
became known as the Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway (BNSF). Also, in 1993 the 
LACTC merged with the Southern California Regional Transit District to become the present 
day Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), also known as 
Metro. BNSF shifted its port-related traffic to the Alameda Corridor, which was completed in 
2002 (Wilbur Smith Associates et al. 2002; Alameda Corridor Transportation Authority 2016). 
BNSF continued to maintain the Harbor Subdivision after the Alameda Corridor opened 
(Wilbur Smith Associates et al. 2002).  

Freight service on the Harbor Subdivision line has diminished since the opening of the Alameda 
Corridor in 2002 (Metro 2009). The railroad line’s use and importance has changed from its 
historical use – it once served as a main line to the ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles, 
eventually was reduced to a branch line, and BNSF ultimately divested itself of the line, 
transferring it to Metro. Although the entire Harbor Subdivision line was not surveyed and 
evaluated, the 2006 Harbor Subdivision Transit Analysis report noted that the bulk of the rail on 
the line was installed in 1965 with further replacement rails installed in the 1980s and 1990s. 
Ties were also replaced in 1979-80 and 1994-95. The portion of the Harbor Subdivision line that 
runs through the project area has not had regular use in recent years. At the time of the 2006 
Harbor Subdivision Transit Analysis, the portion of the line that ran parallel to Slauson Avenue 
from approximately Long Beach Boulevard to just past Western Avenue was known to have 
been utilized for switching three days a week; the portion of the line west of that, through West 
Boulevard (and beyond), had no regular train service (Wilbur Smith Associates et al. 2006). 

5.0 BACKGROUND RESEARCH 
 

5.1 CALIFORNIA HISTORICAL RESOURCES INFORMATION 
SYSTEM 

 
On July 14, 2016, Rincon conducted a search of the California Historical Resources Information 
System (CHRIS), at the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) located at California 
State University, Fullerton. The search was conducted to identify all previous cultural resources 
work and previously recorded cultural resources within a 0.25-mile radius of the project APE. 
The CHRIS search included a review of the NRHP, the CRHR, the California Points of 
Historical Interest list, the California Historical Landmarks list, the Archaeological 
Determinations of Eligibility list, and the California State Historic Resources Inventory list. The 
records search also included a review of all available historic USGS 7.5- and 15-minute 
quadrangle maps. A summary of the records search is included as Appendix A. 
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The SCCIC records search identified 31 previous studies within a 0.25-mile radius of the project 
APE, 11 of which (LA-02577, LA-02644, LA-02950, LA-04097, LA-04471,  
LA-04836, LA-05500, LA-07404, LA-08825, LA-08955, LA-10536) included a portion of the 
project APE (Table 1). The National Archaeological Database listings for these studies are 
included with the records search summary in Appendix A. 

Table 1. Previous Studies Within 0.25 Mile of the Project APE 

SCCIC 
Report 
No. 

Author Year Study Relationship 
to Project 
APE 

LA-02577 Wlodarski, R.J. 1992 Results of a Records Search Phase Conducted for 
the Proposed Alameda Corridor Project, Los 
Angeles County, California 

Within 

LA-02644 Wlodarski, R.J.  1992 The Results of a Phase I Archaeological Study for 
the Proposed Alameda Transportation Corridor 
Project, Los Angeles County, California 

Within 

LA-02950 Unknown 1992 Consolidated Report: Cultural Resource Studies for 
the Proposed Pacific Pipeline Project 

Within 

LA-03903 Jertberg, P.R. 1997 Cultural Resource Records Search and Archival 
Research Report for a Single Parcel Located in 
59

th
 Street Between Vermont and Kansas Avenue, 

City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, 
California 

Outside 

LA-03949 McLean, D.K. 1998 Archaeological Assessment for Pacific Bell Mobile 
Services Telecommunications Facility LA 145-01, 
West 60

th
 Street, City and County of Los Angeles, 

California 

Outside 

LA-04097 Unknown 1995 Council District Nine Revitalization/ Recovery 
Program Final Environmental Impact Report 

Within 

LA-04471 Padon, B. 1981 Archaeological Survey Report for Category 4B and  
Projects 

Within 

LA-04645 Duke, C. 1999 Cultural Resources Assessment for the AT&T 
Wireless Services Facility Number 21, County of 
Los Angeles, California 

Outside 

LA-04836 Unknown 2000 Phase I Archaeological Survey Along Onshore 
Portions of the Global West Fiber Optic Cable 
Project 

Within 

LA-05500 Sylvia, B. 2000 Negative Archaeological Survey Report: to Replace 
Broken PCC Pavement Slabs and Grind New PCC 
Slabs 

Within 

LA-06230 Duke, C. and Marvin, 
J. 

2002 Cultural Resources Assessment AT&T Wireless 
Services Facility No. D381C Los Angeles, 
California 

Outside 

LA-06232 McKenna, J.A. 2002 Cultural Resource Assessment/ Evaluation for 
Nextel Communications Site CA-7824F, Los 
Angeles, Los Angeles County, California  

Outside 

LA-06818 Marvin, J. and Duke, 
C. 

2003 Cultural Resource Assessment Cingular Wireless 
Facility No. LA 145-11 City and County of Los 
Angeles, California  

Outside 
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Table 1. Previous Studies Within 0.25 Mile of the Project APE 

SCCIC 
Report 
No. 

Author Year Study Relationship 
to Project 
APE 

LA-07404 Bonner, W.H. 2005 Cultural Resource Records Search and Site Visit 
for Cingular Telecommunications Facility 
Candidate LA_145-01 (el-012-01) Mozaffari 
Property, 5921 South Western Avenue, Los 
Angeles, Los Angeles County, California 

Within 

LA-07700 McKenna, J.A. 2004 Historic Cultural Resources Study: the Los Angeles 
Unified School District Central Region Elementary 
School No. 16, Located at Main Street and 58

th
 

Street in the City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles 
County, California 

Outside 

LA-08310 Bonner, W.H. 2007 Cultural Resources Records Search and Site Visit 
Results for T-Mobile Candidate LA13075F (Taco 
Bell), 5801 South Vermont venue, Los Angeles, 
Los Angeles County, California 

Outside 

LA-08766 Bonner, W.H. 2006 Cultural Resources Records Search and Site Visit 
Results for Global Signal Candidate 3019372 
(Salome), Located at 1150 East 58

th
 Place, Los 

Angeles, Los Angeles County, California 

Outside 

LA-08776 Bonner, W.H. 2006 Cultural Resources Records Search and Site Visit 
Results for Royal Street Communications, LLC 
Candidate LA0250A) T-Mobile Mozaffari), 5921 
South Western Avenue, Los Angeles, Los Angeles 
County, California 

Outside 

LA-08825 Bonner, W.H. 2006 Cultural Resources Records Search and Site Visit 
Results for Royal Street Communications, LLC 
Candidate LA0454A (Peterson Park), 24142  
Sylvan Glen Road, Diamond Bar, Los Angeles 
County, California 

Within 

LA-08955 King, P.V.  1983 Final Report for Three Historical and Cultural 
Resources Study of Los Angeles: Sylmar, Watts, 
Crenshaw and Vermont/ Slauson 

Within 

LA-09220 Bonner, W.H. 2007 Cultural Resources Records Search and Site Visit 
Results for T-Mobile Candidate LA23649D 
(Concha), 6101 South Van Ness Avenue, Los 
Angeles, Los Angeles County, California 

Outside 

LA-10231 Bonner, W.H. 2009 Cultural Resources Records Search and Site Visit 
Results for AT&T Mobility, LLC Candidate LA0013-
01 (Kim's Auto), 5602 South Central Avenue, Los 
Angeles, Los Angeles County, California 

Outside 

LA-10294 Bonner, W.H. 2009 Cultural Resource Records Search and Site Visit 
Results for T-Mobile USA Candidate LA02052A, 
5904-1/2 South Broadway, Los Angeles, Los 
Angeles County, California 

Outside 
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Table 1. Previous Studies Within 0.25 Mile of the Project APE 

SCCIC 
Report 
No. 

Author Year Study Relationship 
to Project 
APE 

LA-10341 Bonner, W.H. and 
Crawford, K. 

2009 Cultural Resources Records Search, Site Visit 
Results, and Direct APE Historic Architectural 
Assessment for Clearwire Candidate CA-
LOS6482/CA7885, 2001 West 60th St., Los 
Angeles, Los Angeles County, California 

Outside 

LA-10536 Strauss, M. 2003 Archaeological Survey for the Proposed Vermont 
Avenue Relief Sewer, City of Los Angeles, 
California 

Within 

LA-11011 Kaye, D. 2011 Phase I Cultural Resources Investigation for the 
Properties Located at 5701 and 5801 South 
Hoover Street and at 818 West 58

th
 Street, Los 

Angeles, California 

Outside 

LA-11016 Supernowicz, D. 2007 Cultural Resources Study of the Normandie & 58th 
Rooftop Project, Royal Street Communications, 
LLC Site No. LA0249C 1340 W. 58th Street, Los 
Angeles, Los Angeles County, California 90037 

Outside 

LA-11256 Larocque, M. 2010 Form 621, Crown Castle tower project: "Florence 
#878095” 

Outside 

LA-11413 McKenna, J.A. 2011 A Cultural Resources Investigation and 
Architectural Evaluation of the Proposed Slauson 
Wall Park Project Area in the City of Los Angeles 
County, California 

Outside 

LA-11966 Shaffer, C. 2012 Consultation Under Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act for a Federal Permitting 
Project at Clean Harbors Los Angeles 

Outside 

LA-12234 Bonner, W. and 
Crawford, K. 

2012 Cultural Resources Records Search and Site Visit 
Results for T-Mobile West, LLC Candidate 
LA13078A (Shin and Shin Rt) 5833 South Avalon 
Boulevard, Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, 
California 

Outside 

Source:  South Central Coastal Information Center, July 2016 

 
The SCCIC records search identified 20 previously recorded cultural resources within a 0.25-
mile radius of the project APE. Of these, one (P-19-002859) is located directly adjacent to the 
APE, and none are located within the APE (Table 2).  

Table 2. Previously Recorded Cultural Resources Within 0.25 Mile of the Project APE 

Primary 
Number 

Description NRHP/CRHR Eligibility Status Recorded By 
and Year 

Proximity 
to Project 
APE 

19-002859 Clay conduit Insufficient information H. Brewer 2000 Adjacent 

19-002860 Concrete storm drain Insufficient information D. Livingstone 
and J. Paniagua 
2000 

Outside 
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Table 2. Previously Recorded Cultural Resources Within 0.25 Mile of the Project APE 

Primary 
Number 

Description NRHP/CRHR Eligibility Status Recorded By 
and Year 

Proximity 
to Project 
APE 

19-002863 Utility vault Insufficient information S. Kestler, H. 
Brewer, and D. 
Livingstone 2000 

Outside 

19-002870 Railroad signal tower Insufficient information J. Paniagua, H. 
Brewer, and D. 
Livingstone 2000 

Outside 

19-002871 Utility vault Insufficient information J. Paniagua and 
D. Livingstone 
2000 

Outside 

19-004165 Historic refuse scatter and 
seepage pit 

Insufficient information C. Hunt and C. 
Barkes 2010 

Outside 

19-186738 3008 W. Hyde Park; 
Commercial building 

Recommended ineligible  S. Younger and 
J. Marvin 2002 

Outside 

19-186741 5600 South Central Avenue; 
Commercial building 

Insufficient information J. Marvin, S. 
Younger, J. 
Michalsky 2002 

Outside 

19-187509 5734 South Broadway; 
Commercial building 

Recommended ineligible for 
NRHP  

C. Taniguchi 
2004 

Outside 

19-187537 114 East 57
th

 Street; Single 
family residence 

Insufficient information J. McKenna 2004 Outside 

19-187538 118 East 57
th

 Street; Single 
family residence  

Insufficient information J. McKenna 2004 Outside 

19-187539 120-122 East 57
th

 Street; 
Single family residence  

Insufficient information J. McKenna 2004 Outside 

19-187540 126 East 57
th

 Street; Single 
family residence  

Insufficient information J. McKenna 2004 Outside 

19-187541 134 East 57
th

 Street; Single 
family residence  

Insufficient information J. McKenna 2004 Outside 

19-187732 5921 S. Western Avenue; 
Industrial building/ 
warehouse 

Presumed ineligible N. Pletka and J. 
Marvin 2003 

Outside 

19-188503 2001 W. 60
th

 Street; 
Commercial building 

Recommended ineligible for 
NRHP 

K.A. Crawford 
2009 

Outside 

19-188505 5900-5904 ½ S. Broadway 
Street; Commercial building 

Recommended ineligible for 
NRHP 

K.A. Crawford 
2009 

Outside 

19-189329 1340 W. 58
th

 Street; 
Commercial building 

Recommended ineligible for 
NRHP 

D.E. 
Supernowicz 
2007 

Outside 

19-189810 200 E. Slauson Avenue; 
Industrial building  

Insufficient information J. McKenna 2001 Outside 

19-190078 5833 South Avalon; 
Commercial building  

Recommended ineligible for 
NRHP 

K.A. Crawford 
2012 

Outside  

Source: South Central Coastal Information Center, July2016 



Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project 
Cultural Resources Study 

 
 

  Terry A. Hayes & Associates, Inc. 

33 

Cultural resource P-19-002859 is a clay utility conduit located directly adjacent to the project 
APE. The conduit is underground, approximately 25 to 37 inches below the surface of the 
northernmost west bound lane of East Slauson Avenue, approximately 5 feet from the ROW. 
The site was recorded in 2000 by H. Brewer when it was encountered during construction 
monitoring. According to Pacific Bell engineering records, the conduit contains four ducts 
housing copper telephone wire installed in 1922. The lines were still active at the time of 
recordation. No artifacts or other associated cultural materials were found in association with 
the conduit.  
 

5.1.1 Federal, State, and Local Resource Inventories 
 
Rincon conducted a review of the NRHP, the CRHR, the California Points of Historical Interest 
list, the California Historical Landmarks list, the Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility 
list, and the California State Historic Resources Inventory list. These inventories did not include 
resources within the project APE. 
 

5.1.2 Historic Maps 
 
The project APE is depicted on the U.S.GS Inglewood, California 7.5-minute quadrangle (1948) 
and the U.S.G.S. Watts, California 7.5-minute quadrangle (1924, 1937). Both quadrangles depict 
the Harbor Subdivision Rail within the APE. The project APE and surrounding area are 
depicted as being largely developed by the mid-20th century. The Baldwin Hills are located 
northwest of the project APE and several small streams are depicted in the area. 
 

5.2 NATIVE AMERICAN SCOPING 
 
As part of informal outreach efforts to identify cultural resources, Rincon initiated Native 
American consultation for this project on July 15, 2016. As part of the process of identifying 
cultural resources within or near the project APE, we contacted the Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC) to request a review of the Sacred Lands File (SLF). Rincon received the 
results from the NAHC on July 20, 2016, which stated that the SLF request produced negative 
results. The NAHC provided a list of 8 groups or individuals who may have additional 
information regarding cultural resources that may exists within the APE. Rincon prepared and 
mailed informal outreach letters to each of the 8 contacts on July 20, 2016, requesting 
information, and made follow-up phone calls on August 25, 2016. As of August 26, 2016, Rincon 
has not received any additional responses. Documentation of communication with the NAHC 
and informal Native American scoping is included in Appendix B. 
 
In accordance with Assembly Bill 52 (AB), Rincon provided technical support to Terry A. Hayes 
& Associates for consultation assistance. All AB 52 consultation was carried out by LA Metro. 
AB 52 consultation included a meeting between LA Metro staff and the Gabrielino Band of 
Mission Indians – Kizh Nation. The meeting resulted in the  discussion of trade routes through 
the project vicinity but did not identify tribal cultural resources within the APE. Copies of email 
exchanges from LA Metro as part of AB 52 consultation are included in Appendix B. 
 

5.3 HISTORIC GROUP CONSULTATION 
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Rincon initiated historic group consultation for the project on July 20, 2016. Rincon mailed 
letters to the Los Angeles Conservancy, Historical Society of Centinela Valley, Los Angeles City 
Historical Society, Office of Historic Resources for the City of Los Angeles, and Historic 
Preservation for the City of Huntington Park, requesting consultation for the proposed project. 
Follow-up consultation was conducted via telephone on August 2 and August 9, 2016.  
 
On August 2, 2016, Rincon received an email from Ms. Anna Skylar of the Los Angeles City 
Historical Society stating that she had forwarded the request for consultation to the society 
President and suggested Rincon contact Ken Bernstein at the City’s Office of Historic Resources. 
On August 9, 2016, Rincon received an email from Ms. Janet Hansen at the City of Los Angeles, 
Office of Historic Resources. Ms. Hansen recommended that Rincon review the 
HistoricPlacesLA database. Additional information regarding this consultation can be found in 
Appendix C. As of August 26, 2016, Rincon has not received any additional responses. 
 

6.0 SURVEY METHODS 
 
Rincon cultural resources specialists Stephanie Duncan and William Huey conducted an 
intensive pedestrian survey of all accessible areas of the 6.4-mile APE on August 18, 2016. They 
conducted a reconnaissance-level survey of areas that were not safely accessible; some areas 
were under construction and in other areas, personal judgment was used to assess whether 
personal safety appeared to be a potential problem. These areas were also less likely to contain 
cultural remains due to disturbances from heavy use by local pedestrians. The intensive-level 
survey consisted of systematic surface inspection of all accessible areas with transects oriented 
in a west-east direction walked at 10-m intervals or less to ensure that all surface-exposed 
artifacts and features could be identified. In areas that were inaccessible, the reconnaissance 
survey consisted of inspecting the area from a safe distance, looking for indications that cultural 
resources were present. Ms. Duncan and Mr. Huey examined all exposed ground surface for 
artifacts (e.g., flaked stone tools, tool-making debris, stone milling tools, ceramics, fire-affected 
rock [FAR]), ecofacts (marine shell and bone), soil discoloration that might indicate the presence 
of a cultural midden, soil depressions, and features indicative of the former presence of 
structures or buildings (e.g., standing exterior walls, postholes, foundations) or historic debris 
(e.g., metal, glass, ceramics). Ground disturbances such as burrows and drainages were visually 
inspected. The archaeologists photographed the APE using a digital camera and recorded data 
on standard archaeological field forms. All field notes, photographs, and records related to the 
current study are on file at the Rincon Ventura, California, office. 
 

7.0 RESULTS 
 
Rincon conducted a pedestrian survey of approximately 22 acres of the APE and a 
reconnaissance-level survey of approximately 5 acres of the APE that were inaccessible due to 
construction or personal safety concerns (Figure 3). Photographs 1 and 2 below depict the 
condition of the APE at the time of survey. Ground visibility was poor (less than 10 percent) 
throughout the project APE due to the presence of gravel, pavement, and construction 
equipment including concrete barriers which obscured the surface (Photograph 3). Active 
construction (Photograph 4) near the APE limited access from West Boulevard to Crenshaw 
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Boulevard and from 8th avenue to 4th Avenue. Safety concerns also limited access from Van 
Ness Avenue to Western Avenue. Vegetation within the project APE was sparse and consisted 
mostly of weeds; however ornamental trees, seen in Photograph 5 below, were noted along the 
APE. No archaeological resources were identified within the APE during the survey. One built-
environment resource was identified within the APE during the survey: the Harbor Subdivision 
rail (see Figure 3). Several features attributed to the Harbor Subdivision rail including electrical 
boxes, connectors, rail switches, derailers, and exposed pipe were noted (Photographs 6 
through 8).  
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Photograph 1. Overview of Harbor Subdivision rail. 

 

 
Photograph 2. Overview of Harbor Subdivision rail. 
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Photograph 3. Construction debris located at 67th and 11th Avenue. 

 

 
Photograph 4. Construction at Victoria Street. 
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Photograph 5. Overview of Harbor Subdivision rail near 4th Avenue. 

 

7.1 HARBOR SUBDIVISION RAIL 
 
Neither the section of the railroad line under evaluation, nor the Harbor Subdivision line in its 
entirety, appear to meet the criteria for eligibility for the NRHP or the CRHR. Portions of the 
ATSF’s Harbor Subdivision line were constructed in the late 1800s and up through 1926 when it 
connected with the Belt Line Railroad at the Los Angeles Harbor. The railroad line has lost 
integrity of design, materials, and workmanship. The 2006 Harbor Subdivision Transit Analysis 
report shows that the section passing through the project APE is approximately mile-post 2 
through 9. In this area the rails date from 1954 - 1998; the rail ties date from 1979-80. The area 
surrounding the railroad line has also changed dramatically since the line was originally 
constructed. The parcels adjacent to the railroad line have been developed with buildings of 
various uses. Therefore the integrity of setting, feeling and association has been diminished. 
Thus the subject property containing the segment of railroad is not considered to meet the 
criteria for listing in the NRHP or CRHR. Although the railroad is broadly associated with the 
development of the area (Criteria A/1), it has lost much of its integrity. Based on current 
research, it is not known to be associated with the lives of persons significant in our past 
(Criteria B/2). It does not embody distinctive characteristics of a type, period or method of 
construction, represent the work of a master, or possess high artistic values. No special 
engineering or construction techniques were known to be used in the construction of the 
railroad line (Criteria C/3). There is no information to indicate that the property has the 
potential to yield information important to prehistory or history (Criteria D/4). 
 



Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project 
Cultural Resources Study 

 
 

  Terry A. Hayes & Associates, Inc. 

47 

 
Photograph 6. Overview of Harbor Subdivision rail, facing south. 

 

 
Photograph 7. Electrical connector along Harbor Subdivision rail. 
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Photograph 8. Electrical box located at Slauson Station and Long Beach Avenue. 

 

8.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
Rincon was retained by Terry A. Hayes & Associates, Inc. to prepare a cultural resources study 
for the Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project. The cultural resources study 
included a records search, Native American scoping, historic group consultation, a cultural 
resources pedestrian survey, and the completion of this report. No cultural resources were 
identified within the APE as a result of the records search or the Native American and historic 
group consultation. Rincon conducted an intensive pedestrian survey of approximately 22 acres 
of the APE and a reconnaissance-level survey of approximately 5 acres of the APE that were 
inaccessible due to safety concerns. Surface visibility within the APE was poor at the time of 
survey; most of the APE has been previously disturbed due to rail construction with gravel and 
or pavement obscuring 90% of the surface within the APE. Ground disturbing activities from 
the construction of the Harbor Subdivision rail has likely destroyed any archaeological 
resources that may have existed on the surface of the APE and grading for the rail would have 
caused significant damage to subsurface deposits. One historic-era built environment resource 
was identified within the APE during the pedestrian survey: a 6.4-mile section of the Harbor 
Subdivision rail line. This rail segment was determined not eligible for inclusion in the National 
Register of Historic Places as a result of this study and is not an historical resource under 
CEQA. Based on these facts, Rincon recommends a finding of no effect to historic properties and 
no impact on historical resources for the current undertaking. Furthermore, Rincon 
recommends no further cultural resources work for the project based on the previous 
disturbance within the APE. The following measures are recommended in case of unanticipated 
discoveries. retain a qualified archaeologist in the event that archaeological resources or human 
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remains are identified as a result of the project; stop work within the immediate area if 
unanticipated cultural deposits or human remains are discovered; and comply with existing 
regulations. 
 

8.1 RETAIN A QUALIFIED ARCHAEOLOGIST 
 
The applicant shall retain a qualified archaeologist, defined as an archaeologist who meets the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for professional archaeology, in the event that 
archaeological resources or human remains are identified as a result of the project. 
 

8.2 UNANTICIPATED DISCOVERY OF CULTURAL RESOURCES 
 
If cultural resources are encountered during ground-disturbing activities, work in the 
immediate area must halt and an archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Professional Qualifications Standards for archaeology (National Park Service 1983) must be 
contacted immediately to evaluate the find. If the discovery proves to be significant under 
CEQA or the NHPA, additional work such as data recovery excavation may be warranted. 
 

8.3 UNANTICIPATED DISCOVERY OF HUMAN REMAINS 
 
The discovery of human remains is always a possibility during ground disturbing activities; If 
human remains are found the State of California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states 
that no further disturbance shall occur until the county coroner has made a determination of 
origin and disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. In the event of an 
unanticipated discovery of human remains, the County Coroner must be notified immediately. 
If the human remains are determined to be prehistoric, the coroner will notify the NAHC, 
which will determine and notify a most likely descendant (MLD). The MLD shall complete the 
inspection of the site within 48 hours of notification and may recommend scientific removal and 
nondestructive analysis of human remains and items associated with Native American burials. 
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Report List

Report No. Year Title AffiliationAuthor(s) ResourcesOther IDs

Rail to Rail

LA-02577 1992 Results of a Records Search Phase 
Conducted for the Proposed Alameda 
Corridor Project, Los Angeles County, 
California

Historical, Environmental, 
Archaeological, Research, 
Team

Wlodarski, Robert J. 19-000007, 19-000098, 19-000385, 
19-000389, 19-000390, 19-000887, 
19-001112, 19-001575

LA-02644 1992 The Results of a Phase 1 Archaeological 
Study for the Proposed Alameda 
Transportation Corridor Project, Los Angeles 
County, California

Historical, Environmental, 
Archaeological, Research, 
Team

Wlodarski, Robert J. 19-000385, 19-000389

LA-02950 1992 Consolidated Report: Cultural Resource 
Studies for the Proposed Pacific Pipeline 
Project

Peak & Associates, Inc.Anonymous 19-000007, 19-000021, 19-000034, 
19-000089, 19-000251, 19-000357, 
19-000385, 19-000389, 19-000390, 
19-000407, 19-000409, 19-000668, 
19-000781, 19-000830, 19-000887, 
19-000901, 19-000963, 19-001097, 
19-001112, 19-001124, 19-001575, 
19-001620

LA-03903 1997 Cultural Resource Record Search and 
Archival Research Report for a Single Parcel 
Located in 59th Street Between Vermont and 
Kansas Avenues, City of Los Angeles, Los 
Angeles County, California

Petra Resources Inc.Jertberg, Patricia R.

LA-03949 1998 Archaeological Assessment for Pacific Bell 
Mobile Services Telecommunications Facility 
La 145-01, West 60th Street, City and County 
of Los Angeles, California

LSA Associates, Inc.McLean, Deborah K.

LA-04097 1995 Council District Nine Revitalization/recovery 
Program Final Environmental Impact Report 

Myra L. Frank & 
Associates, Inc.

Anonymous

LA-04471 1981 Archaeological Survey Report for Category 
4b and 5 Projects

Dept of TransPadon, Beth

LA-04645 1999 Cultural Resource Assessment for the At&t 
Wireless Services Facility Number 21, 
County of Los Angeles, California

LSA Associates, Inc.Duke, Curt

LA-04836 2000 Phase I Archaeological Survey Along 
Onshore Portions of the Global West Fiber 
Optic Cable Project

Science Applications 
International Corporation

LA-05500 2000 Negative Archaeological Survey Report: to 
Replace Broken Pcc Pavement Slabs and 
Grind New Pcc Slabs

Caltrans District 7Sylvia, Barbara
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Report List

Report No. Year Title AffiliationAuthor(s) ResourcesOther IDs

Rail to Rail

LA-06230 2002 Cultural Resource Assessment at & T 
Wireless Services Facility No. D381c Los 
Angeles County, California

LSA Associates, Inc.Duke, Curt and Marvin, 
Judith

19-186738

LA-06232 2002 Cultural Resource Assessment/evaluation for 
Nextel Communications Site CA-7824f, Los 
Angeles, Los Angeles County, California

McKenna et al.McKenna, Jeanette A.

LA-06818 2003 Cultural Resource Assessment Cingular 
Wireless Facility No. La 145-11 City and 
County of Los Angeles, California

LSA Associates, Inc.Marvin, Judith and Curt 
Duke

LA-07404 2005 Cultural Resource Records Search and Site 
Visit Results for Cingular 
Telecommunications Facility Candidate La-
145-01 (el-012-01) Mozaffari Property, 5921 
South Western Avenue, Los Angeles, Los 
Angeles County, California

Michael Brandman 
Associates

Bonner, Wayne H.

LA-07700 2004 Historic Cultural Resources Study: the Los 
Angeles Unified School District Central 
Region Elementary School No. 16, Located 
at Main Street and 58th Street in the City of 
Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, California

McKenna et al.McKenna, Jeanette A. 19-187537, 19-187538, 19-187539, 
19-187540, 19-187541

LA-08310 2007 Cultural Resources Records Search and Site 
Visit Results for T-mobile Candidate 
La13075f (taco Bell), 5801 South Vermont 
Avenue, Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, 
California

Michael Brandman 
Associates

Bonner, Wayne H.

LA-08766 2006 Cultural Resources Records Search and Site 
Visit Results for Global Signal Candidate 
3019372 (salome), Located at 1150 East 
58th Place, Los Angeles, Los Angeles 
County, California

Michael Brandman 
Associates

Bonner, Wayne H.

LA-08776 2006 Cultural Resources Records Search and Site 
Visit Results for Royal Street 
Communications, Llc Candidate La0250a (t-
mo Mozaffari), 5921 South Western Avenue, 
Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, California

Michael Brandman 
Associates

Bonner, Wayne H. 19-187782

LA-08825 2006 Cultural Resources Records Search and Site 
Visit Results for Royal Street 
Communications, Llc Candidate La0454a 
(peterson Park), 24142 Sylvan Glen Road, 
Diamond Bar, Los Angeles County, California

Michael Brandman 
Associates

Bonner, Wayne H.Cellular - 
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Report List

Report No. Year Title AffiliationAuthor(s) ResourcesOther IDs

Rail to Rail

LA-08955 1983 Final Report for Year Three Historical and 
Cultural Resources Survey of Los Angeles: 
Sylmar, Watts, Crenshaw, and 
Vermont/slauson

Los Angeles Department of 
Public Works

King, Phil V. 19-169869, 19-169870

LA-09220 2007 Cultural Resources Records Search and Site 
Visit Results for T-Mobile Candidate 
LA23649D (Concha), 6101South Van Ness 
Avenue, Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, 
Califorina

Michael Brandman 
Associates

Bonner, Wayne H. 19-186738

LA-10231 2009 Cultural Resources Records Search and Site 
Visit Results for AT&T Mobility, LLC 
Candidate LA0013-01 (Kim's Auto), 5602 
South Central Avenue, Los Angeles, Los 
Angeles County, California

MBABonner, Wayne H. 19-186741

LA-10294 2009 Cultural Resource Records Search and Site 
Visit Results for T-Mobile USA Candidate 
LA02052A, 5904-1/2 South Broadway, Los 
Angeles, Los Angeles County, California

Michael Brandman 
Associates

Bonner, Wayne H. 19-187509, 19-187537, 19-187538, 
19-187539, 19-187540, 19-187541, 
19-188505

LA-10341 2009 Cultural Resources Records Search, Site 
Visit Results, and Direct APE Historic 
Architectural Assessment for Clearwire 
Candidate CA-LOS6482/CA7885, 2001 West 
60th St., Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, 
CA.

MBABonner, Wayne H. and 
Kathleen Crawford

19-187732, 19-188503

LA-10536 2003 Archaeological Survey for the Proposed 
Vermont Avenue Relief Sewer, City of Los 
Angeles, California

EDAW, Inc.Strauss, Monica 19-003076, 19-100430, 19-186871

LA-11011 2011 Phase I Cultural Resources Investigation for 
the Properties Located at 5701 and 5801 
South Hoover Street and at 818 West 58th 
Street, Los Angeles, California

Compass Rose 
Archaeological, Inc.

Kaye, Danny 19-161450

LA-11016 2007 Cultural Resources Study of the Normandie & 
58th Rooftop Project, Royal Street 
Communications, LLC Site No. LA0249C 
1340 W. 58th Street, Los Angeles, Los 
Angeles County, California 90037

Historic Resource 
Associates

Supernowicz, Dana 19-189329

LA-11256 2010 Form 621, Crown Castle tower project: 
"Florence #878095"

PES LLCLarocque, Mark
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Report No. Year Title AffiliationAuthor(s) ResourcesOther IDs

Rail to Rail

LA-11413 2011 A Cultural Resources Investigation and 
Architectural Evaluation of the Proposed 
Slauson Wall Park Project Area in the City of 
Los Angeles County, California

McKenna, et al.McKenna, Jeanette A. 19-004165, 19-187509, 19-187537, 
19-187538, 19-187539, 19-187540, 
19-187541, 19-188503, 19-189810

LA-11966 2012 Consultation Under Section 106 of the 
National Historic Presevation Act ofr a 
Federal Permitting Project at Clean Harbors 
Los Angeles

Untied States 
Environmental Protection 
Agency

Shaffer, Caleb

LA-12234 2012 Cultural Resources Records Search and Site 
Visit Resulst for T-Mobile West, LLC 
Candidate LA13078A (Shin and Shin Rt) 
5833 South Avalon Boulevard, Los Angeles, 
Los Angeles County, California

MBABonner, Wayne and 
Crawford, Kathleen

19-004165, 19-187537, 19-187539, 
19-187540, 19-187541, 19-188538, 
19-189439, 19-189810, 19-190078
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Appendix B 
Native American Scoping 

  







Native American Consultation 
Cultural Resources Study 
 

  Rincon Consultants, Inc. 
 

Coordination with Local Native American Groups 

Native American 
Contact 

Contact 
Method Follow-Up Results 

San Fernando Band of 
Mission Indians 

 

(Kitanemuk, Serrano, 
Tataviam) 

 

John Valenzuela, 
Chairperson 

Email sent on 
07/20/2016 

Phone call placed on August 
25, 2016 

Defers to bands in proximity to study area 

Gabrieleno/Tongva San 
Gabriel Band of Mission 
Indians 

 

(Gabrielino, Tongva) 

 

Anthony Morales, 
Chairperson 

Email sent on 
07/20/2016 

Phone call placed on August 
25, 2016 

Recommends archaeological and Native 
American monitoring during construction as a 
human remains have been identified within other 
rail corridors in the region. 

Gabrieleno/Tongva Nation 

 

(Gabrielino, Tongva) 

 

Sandonne Goad, 
Chairperson 

Email sent on 
07/20/2016 

Phone call placed on August 
25, 2016 

Left a voicemail 

Gabrielino Tongva Indians of 
California Tribal Council 

 

(Gabrielino, Tongva) 

 

Robert F. Dorame, 
Chairperson 

Email sent on 
07/20/2016 

Phone call placed on August 
25, 2016– sent additional 
project information 

Requested more information, which was sent via 
email by Rincon on 8/25/2016.  Will respond 
directly if he has questions or concerns. 

Gabrielino- Tongva Tribe 

 

(Gabrielino) 

 

Linda Candelaria, Co-
Chairperson 

Letter sent on 
07/20/2016 

Phone call placed on August 
25, 2016 

Left voicemail 

Soboba Band of Luiseno 
Indians 

 

(Luiseno, Cahuilla) 

 

Joseph Ontiveros, Cultural 
Resources Department  

Email sent on 
07/20/2016 

Phone call placed on August 
25, 2016 

Left voicemail 



Native American Consultation 
Cultural Resources Study 
 

  Rincon Consultants, Inc. 
 

Coordination with Local Native American Groups 

Native American 
Contact 

Contact 
Method Follow-Up Results 

Gabrieleno Band of Mission 
Indians- Kizh Nation 

 

(Gabrielino) 

 

Andrew Salas, 
Chairperson 

Email sent on 
07/20/2016 

Phone call placed on August 
25, 2016 – sent additional 
project information  

Andrew expressed concern about some human 
remains identified within the RR ROW near 
Lynwood in 2003 – Rincon provided additional 
project information and mapping for his review 

Soboba Band of Luiseno 
Indians 

 

(Cahuilla, Luiseno) 

 

Carrie Garcia, Cultural 
Resources Manager 

Email sent on 
07/20/2016 

Phone call placed on August 
25, 2016  

Left voicemail 

 



 
 
July 20, 2016  
 
Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians- Kizh Nation 
Andrew Salas, Chairperson 
 
RE:  Cultural Resources Study for the Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor 

Project, Los Angeles County, California 
 
Dear Chairperson Salas, 
 
Rincon Consultants, Inc. (Rincon) has been retained to prepare a cultural resources study for the 
Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project (project), located within Los Angeles 
County, California. Rincon understands the project to propose bicycle and pedestrian 
transportation linkage improvements along a 6.4-mile corridor of underutilized Metro owned 
railroad Right-of-Way that travels through south Los Angeles. This project is subject to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act (NEPA), and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 
 
As part of the process of identifying cultural resources issues for this project, Rincon contacted 
the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and requested a Sacred Lands File (SLF) 
search and a list of Native American tribal organizations and individuals who may have 
knowledge of sensitive cultural resources in or near the project site. The SLF search resulted in 
negative results; however, the NAHC recommended that we consult with you directly 
regarding your knowledge of the presence of cultural resources that may be impacted by this 
project. The project site is depicted on Township 2S, Range 14W, Sections 15, 16, 17 and 18 of the 
U.S. Geological Survey Inglewood, CA 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle, and on Township 2S, 
Range 14W, Sections 13, 22, 23 and 24 of the U.S. Geological Survey South Gate, CA 7.5-minute 
topographic quadrangle. The Records Search Map (attached) includes a 0.25-mile buffer. 
 
If you have knowledge of cultural resources that may exist within or near the project area, 
please contact me at mszromba@rinconconsultants.com, or at 805-644-4455. Thank you for your 
assistance. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Meagan Szromba, M.A. 
Cultural Resources Specialist 



 
 
July 20, 2016  
 
Gabrieleno/ Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians 
Anthony Morales, Chairperson 
 
RE:  Cultural Resources Study for the Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor 

Project, Los Angeles County, California 
 
Dear Chairperson Morales, 
 
Rincon Consultants, Inc. (Rincon) has been retained to prepare a cultural resources study for the 
Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project (project), located within Los Angeles 
County, California. Rincon understands the project to propose bicycle and pedestrian 
transportation linkage improvements along a 6.4-mile corridor of underutilized Metro owned 
railroad Right-of-Way that travels through south Los Angeles. This project is subject to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act (NEPA), and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 
 
As part of the process of identifying cultural resources issues for this project, Rincon contacted 
the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and requested a Sacred Lands File (SLF) 
search and a list of Native American tribal organizations and individuals who may have 
knowledge of sensitive cultural resources in or near the project site. The SLF search resulted in 
negative results; however, the NAHC recommended that we consult with you directly 
regarding your knowledge of the presence of cultural resources that may be impacted by this 
project. The project site is depicted on Township 2S, Range 14W, Sections 15, 16, 17 and 18 of the 
U.S. Geological Survey Inglewood, CA 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle, and on Township 2S, 
Range 14W, Sections 13, 22, 23 and 24 of the U.S. Geological Survey South Gate, CA 7.5-minute 
topographic quadrangle. The Records Search Map (attached) includes a 0.25-mile buffer. 
 
If you have knowledge of cultural resources that may exist within or near the project area, 
please contact me at mszromba@rinconconsultants.com, or at 805-644-4455. Thank you for your 
assistance. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Meagan Szromba, M.A. 
Cultural Resources Specialist 



 
 
July 20, 2016  
 
Gabrielino/ Tongva Nation 
Sandonne Goad, Chairperson 
 
RE:  Cultural Resources Study for the Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor 

Project, Los Angeles County, California 
 
Dear Chairperson Goad, 
 
Rincon Consultants, Inc. (Rincon) has been retained to prepare a cultural resources study for the 
Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project (project), located within Los Angeles 
County, California. Rincon understands the project to propose bicycle and pedestrian 
transportation linkage improvements along a 6.4-mile corridor of underutilized Metro owned 
railroad Right-of-Way that travels through south Los Angeles. This project is subject to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act (NEPA), and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 
 
As part of the process of identifying cultural resources issues for this project, Rincon contacted 
the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and requested a Sacred Lands File (SLF) 
search and a list of Native American tribal organizations and individuals who may have 
knowledge of sensitive cultural resources in or near the project site. The SLF search resulted in 
negative results; however, the NAHC recommended that we consult with you directly 
regarding your knowledge of the presence of cultural resources that may be impacted by this 
project. The project site is depicted on Township 2S, Range 14W, Sections 15, 16, 17 and 18 of the 
U.S. Geological Survey Inglewood, CA 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle, and on Township 2S, 
Range 14W, Sections 13, 22, 23 and 24 of the U.S. Geological Survey South Gate, CA 7.5-minute 
topographic quadrangle. The Records Search Map (attached) includes a 0.25-mile buffer. 
 
If you have knowledge of cultural resources that may exist within or near the project area, 
please contact me at mszromba@rinconconsultants.com, or at 805-644-4455. Thank you for your 
assistance. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Meagan Szromba, M.A. 
Cultural Resources Specialist 



 
 
July 20, 2016  
 
Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council 
Robert F. Dorame, Chairperson 
 
RE:  Cultural Resources Study for the Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor 

Project, Los Angeles County, California 
 
Dear Chairperson Dorame, 
 
Rincon Consultants, Inc. (Rincon) has been retained to prepare a cultural resources study for the 
Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project (project), located within Los Angeles 
County, California. Rincon understands the project to propose bicycle and pedestrian 
transportation linkage improvements along a 6.4-mile corridor of underutilized Metro owned 
railroad Right-of-Way that travels through south Los Angeles. This project is subject to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act (NEPA), and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 
 
As part of the process of identifying cultural resources issues for this project, Rincon contacted 
the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and requested a Sacred Lands File (SLF) 
search and a list of Native American tribal organizations and individuals who may have 
knowledge of sensitive cultural resources in or near the project site. The SLF search resulted in 
negative results; however, the NAHC recommended that we consult with you directly 
regarding your knowledge of the presence of cultural resources that may be impacted by this 
project. The project site is depicted on Township 2S, Range 14W, Sections 15, 16, 17 and 18 of the 
U.S. Geological Survey Inglewood, CA 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle, and on Township 2S, 
Range 14W, Sections 13, 22, 23 and 24 of the U.S. Geological Survey South Gate, CA 7.5-minute 
topographic quadrangle. The Records Search Map (attached) includes a 0.25-mile buffer. 
 
If you have knowledge of cultural resources that may exist within or near the project area, 
please contact me at mszromba@rinconconsultants.com, or at 805-644-4455. Thank you for your 
assistance. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Meagan Szromba, M.A. 
Cultural Resources Specialist 



 
July 20, 2016  
 
*Sent via US Mail* 
 
Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe 
Linda Candelaria, Co-Chairperson 
1999 Avenue of the Stars, Suite 1100 
Los Angeles, CA 90067 
 
RE:  Cultural Resources Study for the Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor 

Project, Los Angeles County, California 
 
Dear Co-Chairperson Candelaria, 
 
Rincon Consultants, Inc. (Rincon) has been retained to prepare a cultural resources study for the 
Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project (project), located within Los Angeles 
County, California. Rincon understands the project to propose bicycle and pedestrian 
transportation linkage improvements along a 6.4-mile corridor of underutilized Metro owned 
railroad Right-of-Way that travels through south Los Angeles. This project is subject to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act (NEPA), and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 
 
As part of the process of identifying cultural resources issues for this project, Rincon contacted 
the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and requested a Sacred Lands File (SLF) 
search and a list of Native American tribal organizations and individuals who may have 
knowledge of sensitive cultural resources in or near the project site. The SLF search resulted in 
negative results; however, the NAHC recommended that we consult with you directly 
regarding your knowledge of the presence of cultural resources that may be impacted by this 
project. The project site is depicted on Township 2S, Range 14W, Sections 15, 16, 17 and 18 of the 
U.S. Geological Survey Inglewood, CA 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle, and on Township 2S, 
Range 14W, Sections 13, 22, 23 and 24 of the U.S. Geological Survey South Gate, CA 7.5-minute 
topographic quadrangle. The Records Search Map (enclosed) includes a 0.25-mile buffer. 
 
If you have knowledge of cultural resources that may exist within or near the project area, 
please contact me at mszromba@rinconconsultants.com, or at 805-644-4455. Thank you for your 
assistance. 
 
Sincerely, 
*signed* 
 
Meagan Szromba, M.A. 
Cultural Resources Specialist 



 
 
July 20, 2016  
 
San Fernando Band of Mission Indians 
John Valenzuela, Chairperson 
 
RE:  Cultural Resources Study for the Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor 

Project, Los Angeles County, California 
 
Dear Chairperson Valenzuela, 
 
Rincon Consultants, Inc. (Rincon) has been retained to prepare a cultural resources study for the 
Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project (project), located within Los Angeles 
County, California. Rincon understands the project to propose bicycle and pedestrian 
transportation linkage improvements along a 6.4-mile corridor of underutilized Metro owned 
railroad Right-of-Way that travels through south Los Angeles. This project is subject to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act (NEPA), and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 
 
As part of the process of identifying cultural resources issues for this project, Rincon contacted 
the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and requested a Sacred Lands File (SLF) 
search and a list of Native American tribal organizations and individuals who may have 
knowledge of sensitive cultural resources in or near the project site. The SLF search resulted in 
negative results; however, the NAHC recommended that we consult with you directly 
regarding your knowledge of the presence of cultural resources that may be impacted by this 
project. The project site is depicted on Township 2S, Range 14W, Sections 15, 16, 17 and 18 of the 
U.S. Geological Survey Inglewood, CA 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle, and on Township 2S, 
Range 14W, Sections 13, 22, 23 and 24 of the U.S. Geological Survey South Gate, CA 7.5-minute 
topographic quadrangle. The Records Search Map (attached) includes a 0.25-mile buffer. 
 
If you have knowledge of cultural resources that may exist within or near the project area, 
please contact me at mszromba@rinconconsultants.com, or at 805-644-4455. Thank you for your 
assistance. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Meagan Szromba, M.A. 
Cultural Resources Specialist 



 
 
July 20, 2016  
 
Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians 
Carrie Garcia, Cultural Resources Manager 
 
RE:  Cultural Resources Study for the Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor 

Project, Los Angeles County, California 
 
Dear Cultural Resources Manager Garcia, 
 
Rincon Consultants, Inc. (Rincon) has been retained to prepare a cultural resources study for the 
Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project (project), located within Los Angeles 
County, California. Rincon understands the project to propose bicycle and pedestrian 
transportation linkage improvements along a 6.4-mile corridor of underutilized Metro owned 
railroad Right-of-Way that travels through south Los Angeles. This project is subject to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act (NEPA), and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 
 
As part of the process of identifying cultural resources issues for this project, Rincon contacted 
the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and requested a Sacred Lands File (SLF) 
search and a list of Native American tribal organizations and individuals who may have 
knowledge of sensitive cultural resources in or near the project site. The SLF search resulted in 
negative results; however, the NAHC recommended that we consult with you directly 
regarding your knowledge of the presence of cultural resources that may be impacted by this 
project. The project site is depicted on Township 2S, Range 14W, Sections 15, 16, 17 and 18 of the 
U.S. Geological Survey Inglewood, CA 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle, and on Township 2S, 
Range 14W, Sections 13, 22, 23 and 24 of the U.S. Geological Survey South Gate, CA 7.5-minute 
topographic quadrangle. The Records Search Map (attached) includes a 0.25-mile buffer. 
 
If you have knowledge of cultural resources that may exist within or near the project area, 
please contact me at mszromba@rinconconsultants.com, or at 805-644-4455. Thank you for your 
assistance. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Meagan Szromba, M.A. 
Cultural Resources Specialist 



 
 
July 20, 2016  
 
Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians 
Joseph Ontiveros, Cultural Resources Department 
 
RE:  Cultural Resources Study for the Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor 

Project, Los Angeles County, California 
 
Dear Mr. Ontiveros, 
 
Rincon Consultants, Inc. (Rincon) has been retained to prepare a cultural resources study for the 
Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project (project), located within Los Angeles 
County, California. Rincon understands the project to propose bicycle and pedestrian 
transportation linkage improvements along a 6.4-mile corridor of underutilized Metro owned 
railroad Right-of-Way that travels through south Los Angeles. This project is subject to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act (NEPA), and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 
 
As part of the process of identifying cultural resources issues for this project, Rincon contacted 
the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and requested a Sacred Lands File (SLF) 
search and a list of Native American tribal organizations and individuals who may have 
knowledge of sensitive cultural resources in or near the project site. The SLF search resulted in 
negative results; however, the NAHC recommended that we consult with you directly 
regarding your knowledge of the presence of cultural resources that may be impacted by this 
project. The project site is depicted on Township 2S, Range 14W, Sections 15, 16, 17 and 18 of the 
U.S. Geological Survey Inglewood, CA 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle, and on Township 2S, 
Range 14W, Sections 13, 22, 23 and 24 of the U.S. Geological Survey South Gate, CA 7.5-minute 
topographic quadrangle. The Records Search Map (attached) includes a 0.25-mile buffer. 
 
If you have knowledge of cultural resources that may exist within or near the project area, 
please contact me at mszromba@rinconconsultants.com, or at 805-644-4455. Thank you for your 
assistance. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Meagan Szromba, M.A. 
Cultural Resources Specialist 
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Hannah Haas

From: Dominguez, Andrina <DominguezAn@metro.net>
Sent: Wednesday, December 07, 2016 2:07 PM
To: 'Andy Salas (andysalas07@yahoo.com)'
Cc: Machuca, Roberto; Tolar, Alice; Liban, Emmanuel; 'Matt Teutimez.Kizh Gabrieleno'; 

'Henrypedregon'; 'Dr. Gary Stickel'; 'Dr. Christina Swindall Martinez'
Subject: Follow-Up: AB 52 Consultation for the LACMTA Rail to Rail/River Active Transportation 

Corridor Project

Chairman Salas, 
 
Thank you for meeting with us last month and providing the team with the trade routes map. Metro is seeking further 
input regarding the identification of tribal cultural resources in the Rail to Rail/River Active Transportation Corridor 
Project APE that are known to your tribe. If your tribe recognizes the presence of a tribal cultural resource it is important 
that you identify such resources to Metro so that all the resources can be considered in the AB 52 process. If information 
about tribal cultural resources is considered confidential by the tribe, Metro will maintain that confidentiality in 
accordance with directions from the tribe. 
 
We would like to receive any further information your tribe has to offer by December 14th. Please note that this date is 
presented in an effort to maintain the environmental and cultural resources review schedule for the Project. 
 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Andrina Dominguez 
LA Metro  
Environmental Specialist 
Environmental Compliance and Sustainability  
213.922.2477 W (Gateway Headquarters) 
213.893.7189 W (Regional Connector IPMO) 
213.864.3286 C 
metro.net | facebook.com/losangelesmetro | @metrolosangeles 
Metro provides excellence in service and support. 
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Hannah Haas

From: Andy <gabrielenoindians@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 9:12 AM
To: Dominguez, Andrina
Cc: Henrypedregon; Matt Teutimez.Kizh Gabrieleno; Ricardo Montijo; Gary Stickel
Subject: Re: AB 52 Consultation Meeting: LACMTA Rail to Rail/River Active Transportation 

Corridor Project

Yes we will be there. Thanks  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
On Nov 14, 2016, at 8:46 AM, Dominguez, Andrina <DominguezAn@metro.net> wrote: 

Good morning, Chairman Salas, 
I would like to confirm your attendance at this afternoon’s meeting. Please let me know if you need 
assistance with any arrangements prior.  
Sincerely,  
Andrina Dominguez 
LA Metro  
Environmental Specialist 
Environmental Compliance and Sustainability Department  
213.922.2477 W (Gateway Headquarters) 
213.893.7189 W (Regional Connector IPMO) 
213.864.3286 C 
metro.net | facebook.com/losangelesmetro | @metrolosangeles 
Metro provides excellence in service and support. 
-----Original Appointment----- 
From: Dominguez, Andrina  
Sent: Thursday, November 10, 2016 8:50 AM 
To: gabrielenoindians@yahoo.com; Liban, Emmanuel; Machuca, Roberto; Tolar, Alice; 'Lisa Padilla'; Kevin 
Ferrier; Laura Hoffman 
Subject: AB 52 Consultation Meeting: LACMTA Rail to Rail/River Active Transportation Corridor Project 
When: Monday, November 14, 2016 3:00 PM-4:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada). 
Where: Silverlake Conference Room, 18th Floor, Metro Headquarters, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles 
CA 90012 
Good afternoon, 
We will be meeting for an AB 52 Consultation meeting in regards to the LACMTA Rail to Rail/River Active 
Transportation Corridor Project. 
The agenda is attached.  
Attached are driving directions to the meeting location. 
Upon arrival, please proceed to the 3rd Floor Security Desk to check‐in.  
If you cannot attend in person, I’ve provided the following call in option: 
Call in number for MTA participants: x24940 
Call in number for outside participants: 213‐922‐4940 
Sincerely, 
Andrina Dominguez 
Environmental Specialist 
Environmental Compliance & Sustainability 
213.922.2477 W 
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213.893.7189 W 
213.864.3286 C  
Metro provides excellence in service and support. 
<< File: AB 52 Consultation Agenda 11 14 16.doc >>  
<< File: Directions to Metro Headquarters.pdf >>  
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Hannah Haas

From: Matt Teutimez <matt.teutimez@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 06, 2016 10:27 PM
To: Dominguez, Andrina
Cc: Andy Teutimez-Salas
Subject: Re: Trading Routes - 1938 Los Angeles Map

Andrina, 
 
Thank you for asking the question on proprietary ownership. The map we provided to you is available online to 
the public through the Los Angeles Public Library Map Collection. 
 
https://www.lapl.org/collections-resources/visual-collections/kirkman-harriman-pictorial-and-historical-map-
los-angeles 
 
Let us know if you need any further assistance.  
 
Best, 
 
Matt Teutimez 
Tribe Biologist 
Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians - Kizh Nation 
www.gabrielenoindians.org 
 
 
On Dec 6, 2016, at 4:14 PM, Dominguez, Andrina <DominguezAn@metro.net> wrote: 

Good afternoon, Matthew, 
I wanted to follow up and verify if this map is proprietary or if we can share it as a publically 
available document (I believe you or Chairman Salas mentioned this being available at a local 
library, perhaps?). 
Thank you so much, 
Best, 
Andrina 
Andrina Dominguez 
Environmental Specialist 
Environmental Compliance & Sustainability 
213.922.2477 W 
213.893.7189 W 
213.864.3286 C  
Metro provides excellence in service and support. 
From: Matthew Teutimez [mailto:matt.teutimez@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 3:40 PM 
To: Liban, Emmanuel; Machuca, Roberto; Tolar, Alice; lpadilla@cityworksdesign.com; 
kferrier@webtaha.com; lhoffman@rinconconsultants.com; Dominguez, Andrina 
Cc: Andy; Gary Stickel; Henrypedregon; Ricardo Montijo 
Subject: Trading Routes - 1938 Los Angeles Map 
Please see attached map regarding trading routes. 
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Hannah Haas

From: Matthew Teutimez <matt.teutimez@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 3:40 PM
To: Liban, Emmanuel; Machuca, Roberto; Tolar, Alice; lpadilla@cityworksdesign.com; 

kferrier@webtaha.com; Laura Hoffman; Dominguez, Andrina
Cc: Andy; Gary Stickel; Henrypedregon; Ricardo Montijo
Subject: Trading Routes - 1938 Los Angeles Map

Please see attached map regarding trading routes.  
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Appendix C 
Historic Group Consultation 

  



 

E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S c i e n t i s t s           P l a n n e r s           E n g i n e e r s  

 
July 20, 2016 
 
Carlos Luis 
Senior Planner -  
City of Huntington Park 
6550 Miles Avenue 
Huntington Park, CA 90255 
 
RE: Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project, Los Angeles County, California 
 
Dear Mr. Luis, 
 
Rincon Consultants, Inc. (Rincon) has been retained to conduct a cultural resources study for the 
Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project (project), located within Los Angeles 
County, California. Rincon understands that the project includes bicycle and pedestrian 
transportation linkage improvements along a 6.4-mile-long corridor of underutilized Metro 
owned railroad Right-of-Way that travels through south Los Angeles. The Area of Potential 
Effects (APE) is depicted on the U. S. Geological Survey Inglewood and South Gate CA 7.5-minute 
topographic quadrangles. The project is subject to the National Environmental Policy Act and 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106). 
 
The purpose of this letter is to request your input on potential or known historic resources or 
other cultural resources in the project area or vicinity. In conformance with Section 106, we are 
in the initial phase, “identify[ing] historic properties potentially affected by the undertaking” (36 
Code of Federal Regulations Part 880.1 a). Rincon is currently working in the study area to 
identify any cultural resource issues for the proposed project. However, it is acknowledged that 
some areas and properties may contain values not readily apparent and would appreciate any 
such information you can provide. Please send notification in writing at the above address or 
scarmack@rinconconsultants.com, or by telephone at 562-676-5485, if you have information on 
potential or identified historical resources in the project study area. If a response is not received, 
follow up phone calls will be made to ensure receipt of the letter to establish whether your 
organization has information germane to the project. Thank you for your assistance.  
 
Sincerely, 

  
Shannon Carmack 
Senior Architectural Historian 
Enclosure: Project Location Map 



 

E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S c i e n t i s t s           P l a n n e r s           E n g i n e e r s  

 
July 20, 2016 
 
Janet Hansen 
Deputy Manager, Office of Historic Resources 
City of Los Angeles 
200 N. Spring Street, Room 559 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
RE: Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project, Los Angeles County, California 
 
Dear Ms. Hansen,  
 
Rincon Consultants, Inc. (Rincon) has been retained to conduct a cultural resources study for the 
Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project (project), located within Los Angeles 
County, California. Rincon understands that the project includes bicycle and pedestrian 
transportation linkage improvements along a 6.4-mile-long corridor of underutilized Metro 
owned railroad Right-of-Way that travels through south Los Angeles. The Area of Potential 
Effects (APE) is depicted on the U. S. Geological Survey Inglewood and South Gate CA 7.5-minute 
topographic quadrangles. The project is subject to the National Environmental Policy Act and 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106). 
 
The purpose of this letter is to request your input on potential or known historic resources or 
other cultural resources in the project area or vicinity. In conformance with Section 106, we are 
in the initial phase, “identify[ing] historic properties potentially affected by the undertaking” (36 
Code of Federal Regulations Part 880.1 a). Rincon is currently working in the study area to 
identify any cultural resource issues for the proposed project. However, it is acknowledged that 
some areas and properties may contain values not readily apparent and would appreciate any 
such information you can provide. Please send notification in writing at the above address or 
scarmack@rinconconsultants.com, or by telephone at 562-676-5485, if you have information on 
potential or identified historical resources in the project study area. If a response is not received, 
follow up phone calls will be made to ensure receipt of the letter to establish whether your 
organization has information germane to the project. Thank you for your assistance.  
 
Sincerely, 

  
Shannon Carmack 
Senior Architectural Historian 
Enclosure: Project Location Map 



 

E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S c i e n t i s t s           P l a n n e r s           E n g i n e e r s  

 
July 20, 2016 
 
Adrian Scott Fine, Director of Advocacy 
Los Angeles Conservancy 
523 W. Sixth St., Suite 826, 
Los Angeles, CA 90014 
 
RE: Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project, Los Angeles County, California 
 
Dear Mr. Fine, 
 
Rincon Consultants, Inc. (Rincon) has been retained to conduct a cultural resources study for the 
Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation CorridorProject (project), located within Los Angeles 
County, California. Rincon understands that the project includes bicycle and pedestrian 
transportation linkage improvements along a 6.4-mile-long corridor of underutilized Metro 
owned railroad Right-of-Way that travels through south Los Angeles. The Area of Potential 
Effects (APE) is depicted on the U. S. Geological Survey Inglewood and South Gate CA 7.5-minute 
topographic quadrangles. The project is subject to the National Environmental Policy Act and 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106). 
 
The purpose of this letter is to request your input on potential or known historic resources or 
other cultural resources in the project area or vicinity. In conformance with Section 106, we are 
in the initial phase, “identify[ing] historic properties potentially affected by the undertaking” (36 
Code of Federal Regulations Part 880.1 a). Rincon is currently working in the study area to 
identify any cultural resource issues for the proposed project. However, it is acknowledged that 
some areas and properties may contain values not readily apparent and would appreciate any 
such information you can provide. Please send notification in writing at the above address or 
scarmack@rinconconsultants.com, or by telephone at 562-676-5485, if you have information on 
potential or identified historical resources in the project study area. If a response is not received, 
follow up phone calls will be made to ensure receipt of the letter to establish whether your 
organization has information germane to the project. Thank you for your assistance.  
 
Sincerely, 

  
Shannon Carmack 
Senior Architectural Historian 
Enclosure: Project Location Map 



 

E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S c i e n t i s t s           P l a n n e r s           E n g i n e e r s  

 
July 20, 2016 
 
Todd Gaydowski 
President, Los Angeles City Historical Society 
P.O. Box 862311 
Los Angeles, CA 90086-2311 
 
RE: Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project, Los Angeles County, California 
 
Dear Mr. Gaydowski,  
 
Rincon Consultants, Inc. (Rincon) has been retained to conduct a cultural resources study for the 
Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation CorridorProject (project), located within Los Angeles 
County, California. Rincon understands that the project includes bicycle and pedestrian 
transportation linkage improvements along a 6.4-mile-long corridor of underutilized Metro 
owned railroad Right-of-Way that travels through south Los Angeles. The Area of Potential 
Effects (APE) is depicted on the U. S. Geological Survey Inglewood and South Gate CA 7.5-minute 
topographic quadrangles. The project is subject to the National Environmental Policy Act and 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106). 
 
The purpose of this letter is to request your input on potential or known historic resources or 
other cultural resources in the project area or vicinity. In conformance with Section 106, we are 
in the initial phase, “identify[ing] historic properties potentially affected by the undertaking” (36 
Code of Federal Regulations Part 880.1 a). Rincon is currently working in the study area to 
identify any cultural resource issues for the proposed project. However, it is acknowledged that 
some areas and properties may contain values not readily apparent and would appreciate any 
such information you can provide. Please send notification in writing at the above address or 
scarmack@rinconconsultants.com, or by telephone at 562-676-5485, if you have information on 
potential or identified historical resources in the project study area. If a response is not received, 
follow up phone calls will be made to ensure receipt of the letter to establish whether your 
organization has information germane to the project. Thank you for your assistance.  
 
Sincerely, 

  
Shannon Carmack 
Senior Architectural Historian 
Enclosure: Project Location Map 



 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Appendix D 
Department of Recreation Forms Series 523 

 
 



State of California  The Resources Agency  Primary #   
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION  HRI #   

PRIMARY RECORD    Trinomial   
       NRHP Status Code  
    Other Listings  
 Review Code  Reviewer  Date   
Page   1   of 6 *Resource Name or #:  LACMTA (Metro) rail line – Harbor Subdivision 
 
P1.  Other Identifier: Atchison Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad, Harbor Subdivision 
*P2.  Location:   Not for Publication     Unrestricted *a. County: Los Angeles 

and (P2b and P2c or P2d.  Attach a Location Map as necessary.) 
    *b.  USGS 7.5' Quad:  Inglewood and South Gate       Date: 1964 (PR 1981)  T 2S;R 13W, 14W; ¼ of  ¼ of Sec  ; M.D. B.M. 
 c.  Address:   City:   Zip:   
 d.  UTM:  Zone:  ;    mE/ mN (G.P.S.)  
 e.  Other Locational Data:  (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, etc., as appropriate) Elevation: North of W. Slauson Ave. 
 between approx. S. Santa Fe Ave. on the east and Harvard Blvd. on the west, then runs southwest to approximately West Blvd. on the west. 
 

*P3a.  Description: (Describe resource and its major elements.  Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries)   
 
The subject property is a portion of the former Harbor Subdivision line of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe (ATSF) railroad. The 
Harbor Subdivision line runs from near downtown Los Angeles to near the city of Wilmington. In 1992 the Harbor Subdivision 
was acquired by the Los Angeles County Transportation Commission (LACTC) which later became the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) or Metro. The portion of the railroad line in this study is approximately 6.4 
linear miles and runs primarily east-west between approximately S. Santa Fe Ave on the east to approximately Harvard Blvd. on 
the west, then the line travels southwest to approximately West Blvd. The land in the APE is densely developed; land use is 
primarily industrial with mixed commercial activities, as well as residential areas. The resource’s features include the rails, cross 
ties, ballast, electrical boxes, connectors, rail switches, and derailers. Some of the at-grade crossings feature steel and concrete box 
infill over the ties, while some utilize wood.  
 

*P3b.  Resource Attributes: (List attributes and codes)  HP39. Other - Railroad 
*P4.  Resources Present: Building Structure Object Site District Element of District Other (Isolates, etc.) 

P5b.  Description of Photo: (View, 
date, accession #)   
Section of rail line west of Santa Fe 
Ave, view to east, August 18, 2016. 
 

*P6.  Date Constructed/Age and 
Sources: Historic  
Prehistoric Both 
Portions constructed between 
approximately 1892 through 1926  
(Sanborn map 1892; USGS Torrance 
Quadrangle 1924; L.A. Board of 
Harbor Commissioners, 1926). 
 

*P7.  Owner and Address:   
Los Angeles County Metro Transit 
Authority (LACMTA) 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 

*P8.  Recorded by:  (Name, affiliation, 

and address)   
Susan Zamudio-Gurrola 
Rincon Consultants, Inc. 
180 N. Ashwood Ave. 
Ventura, CA 93003 

*P9.  Date Recorded: August 24, 2016 
*P10.  Survey Type: Intensive 

*P11.  Report Citation: (Cite survey report and other sources, or enter "none.")   
Cultural Resources Study for the Metro Rail to Rail Active Transportation Corridor Project, Los Angeles County, California 
(Rincon Consultants 2016).  

 
*Attachments: NONE  Location Map  Sketch Map  Continuation Sheet  Building, Structure, and Object Record 
Archaeological Record  District Record  Linear Feature Record  Milling Station Record  Rock Art Record 
Artifact Record  Photograph Record   Other (List):  

DPR 523A (1/95) *Required information 

 



State of California  The Resources Agency Primary #   
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI#   
LOCATION MAP Trinomial   
Page  2  of  6 *Resource Name or #:  LACMTA rail line – Harbor Subdivision 
 
*Map Name:  USGS Inglewood, South Gate Quadrangles Scale:  1:24,000   *Date of Map: 1964 (PR 1981) 

DPR 523J (1/95) *Required information 
 



State of California  The Resources Agency Primary #   
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI#   
LOCATION MAP Trinomial   
Page  3  of  6 *Resource Name or #:  LACMTA rail line – Harbor Subdivision 
 
*Map Name:  USGS Inglewood, South Gate Quadrangles Scale:  1:24,000   *Date of Map: 1964 (PR 1981) 

DPR 523J (1/95) *Required information 
 



State of California  The Resources Agency Primary #   
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI#   
LOCATION MAP Trinomial   
Page  4 of  6 *Resource Name or #:  LACMTA rail line – Harbor Subdivision 
 
*Map Name:  USGS Inglewood, South Gate Quadrangles Scale:  1:24,000   *Date of Map: 1964 (PR 1981) 

DPR 523J (1/95) *Required information 
 



DPR 523B (1/95) *Required information 

State of California  The Resources Agency Primary #  
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI#  
BUILDING, STRUCTURE, AND OBJECT RECORD 
Page 5   of 6 *NRHP Status Code 6Z 
 *Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder)  LACMTA rail line – Harbor Subdivision 
 
B1. Historic Name: Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe railroad, Harbor Subdivision  
B2. Common Name:  
B3. Original Use:  Railroad line B4.  Present Use:  Railroad line 

*B5. Architectural Style:   
*B6. Construction History: (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations)   

 Based on historic maps, the Harbor Subdivision line was built between approx. 1892 and 1926 (Inglewood 1892 Sanborn 
 map; USGS Torrance Quadrangle 1924; L.A. Board of Harbor Commissioners 1926). Rail along this portion of the line was 
 laid/replaced between 1954 and 1965; ties along this portion were laid/replaced in 1979-80 (Wilbur Smith Associates 2006). 
 

*B7. Moved? No Yes Unknown Date:  Original Location:  
*B8. Related Features:   

 
B9a.  Architect:  Unknown b.  Builder:  Unknown 

*B10. Significance:  Theme:   Area:   
Period of Significance:   Property Type:   Applicable Criteria:   
(Discuss importance in terms of historical or architectural context as defined by theme, period, and geographic scope.  Also address  integrity.)   

 
The subject property contains a railroad line that was formerly part of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe (ATSF) Railway. The 
ATSF is also referred to as the “Santa Fe” (BNSF Railway, n.d.). In 1906 the Santa Fe acquired ownership of all of the Southern 
California Railway’s leases south of Barstow, CA. These properties, which included the lines running between Redondo Beach 
and Los Angeles, became known as the Los Angeles Division of the Coast Lines, Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe. The trackage 
running between Redondo Junction near downtown Los Angeles and the city of Wilmington was assigned the name “Harbor 
District”. It was a main branch line approximately 28 miles long (Applied Earthworks 2001; Wilbur Smith Associates et al. 2006).  
 
Based on historic Sanborn and USGS maps, portions of the Harbor Subdivision line were built as early as 1892, and it appears to 
have been constructed through the South Bay around 1924. In 1926 the Harbor Subdivision line connected at its south end with the 
Belt Line Railroad waterfront tracks at the Los Angeles Harbor (Sanborn map Inglewood 1892; USGS Torrance Quadrangle 1924; 
Los Angeles Board of Harbor Commissioners 1926). The Harbor Subdivision line had a total length of approximately 28 miles 
through the greater Los Angeles area. The Harbor Subdivision linked with the ATSF main line at Redondo Junction near 
downtown Los Angeles, where the national freight rail system could be accessed. From the Redondo Junction, the line ran south, 
then west/southwest to El Segundo. It then ran south/southeast to reach Watson Yard in Wilmington (Wilbur Smith Associates et 
al. 2002). The Harbor Subdivision was a main line to the ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles for several decades, but was 
reduced to a branch line (Freericks 2006). The line provided rail service to oil facilities and other industrial uses in the areas south 
and west of Los Angeles (Wilbur Smith Associates et al. 2006).  
 
The ATSF owned the Harbor Subdivision until 1992 when it was sold to the Los Angeles County Transportation Commission 
(LACTC). ATSF retained a freight rail service easement to run freight 
trains, service shippers, and access the San Pedro Bay area ports 
(Wilbur Smith Associates et al. 2002). See continuation sheet, p.4. 
 
B11. Additional Resource Attributes: (List attributes and codes)  
 

*B12. References:  See continuation sheet, p. 4. 
 
B13. Remarks:   
 

*B14. Evaluator:  Susan Zamudio-Gurrola, Rincon Consultants. 
 
*Date of Evaluation:  August 24, 2016. 
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B10. Significance, continued: 
 
In 1995, the ATSF was purchased by Burlington Northern Railroad, and the combined company became known as the Burlington 
Northern and Santa Fe Railway (BNSF). Also, in 1993 the LACTC merged with the Southern California Regional Transit District to 
become the present day Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), also known as Metro. BNSF 
shifted its port-related traffic to the Alameda Corridor, which was completed in 2002 (Wilbur Smith Associates et al. 2002; 
Alameda Corridor Transportation Authority 2016). BNSF continued to maintain the Harbor Subdivision after the Alameda 
Corridor opened (Wilbur Smith Associates et al. 2002).  
 
Freight service on the Harbor Subdivision line has diminished since the opening of the Alameda Corridor in 2002 (Metro 2009a). 
The railroad line’s use and importance has changed from its historical use – it once served as a main line to the ports of Long Beach 
and Los Angeles, eventually was reduced to a branch line, and BNSF ultimately divested itself of the line, transferring it to Metro. 
Although the entire Harbor Subdivision line was not surveyed and evaluated, the 2006 Harbor Subdivision Transit Analysis report 
noted that the bulk of the rail on the line was installed in 1965 with further replacement rails installed in the 1980s and 1990s. Ties 
were also replaced in 1979-80 and 1994-95 (Wilbur Smith Associates et al. 2006).  
 
Neither the section of the railroad line under evaluation in this form, nor the Harbor Subdivision line in its entirety, appear to meet 
the criteria for eligibility in either the NRHP or the CRHR. The railroad line has lost integrity of design, materials, and workman-
ship. The Harbor Subdivision Transit Analysis report shows that the section passing through the project APE is approximately 
mile-post 2 through 9. The rails date from 1954 through 1965; the rail ties date from 1979-1980. The area surrounding the railroad 
line has also changed since the time the line was originally constructed. In the project APE, the parcels adjacent to the railroad line 
have been densely developed with industrial, commercial and residential buildings. Therefore the integrity of setting, feeling and 
association has been diminished. Thus the subject property containing the segment of railroad is not considered to meet the criteria 
for listing in the NRHP or CRHR. Although the railroad is broadly associated with the development of the area (Criteria A/1), it 
has lost much of its integrity. It is not associated with the lives of persons significant in our past (Criteria B/2). It does not embody 
distinctive characteristics of a type, period or method of construction, represent the work of a master, or possess high artistic 
values. No special engineering or construction techniques were known to be used in the construction of the railroad line (Criteria 
C/3). There is no information to indicate that the property has the potential to yield information important to prehistory or history 
(Criteria D/4). 
 
 
B12. References, continued: 
 
Alameda Corridor Transportation Authority. 2016. “Alameda Corridor Timeline”. Accessed on July 28, 2016 at 
 http://www.acta.org/projects/projects_completed_alameda_timeline.asp 
Applied Earthworks, Inc. 2001. The Alameda Corridor Project, Redondo Junction Tower, 1906-2001. Prepared for Alameda  
 Corridor Transportation Authority, August 2001. 
BNSF Railway, n.d. The History of BNSF: A Legacy for the 21st Century. BNSF Railway, Fort Worth, TX. 
Freericks, Charles. 2006. “BNSF 2838 leads YLACO711“, RRPictureArchives.net. Accessed July 28, 2016 at 
 http://www.rrpicturearchives.net/showPicture.aspx?id=837773  
Metro. 2009a. “Harbor Subdivision Transit Corridor – Frequently Asked Questions”. Accessed July 28, 2016 at  
 http://media.metro.net/projects_studies/harbor_subdivision/faqs.htm 
Los Angeles Board of Harbor Commissioners. 1926. Annual Report of the Board of Harbor Commissioners of the City of Los 
 Angeles, CA. Accessed August 24, 2016 on Google Books. 
Pacific Electric Railway. 1925. Map of Pacific Electric Railway System in Southern California, 1912 (revised to January 23, 1925). 
Sanborn Fire Insurance Company map of Inglewood, 1892. 
Wilbur Smith Associates, Schiermeyer Consulting Services, and Cheryl Downey. 2002. South Bay Cities Railroad Study, BNSF 
 Harbor Subdivision, Final Report. February 28, 2002. 
Wilbur Smith Associates, UltraSystems Environmental, RAW International. 2006. Harbor Subdivision Transit Analysis, Final 
 Report. December 22, 2006.  


	Letter to CA SHPO
	Letter from Julianne Polanco
	R2R Segment A Categorical Exclusion - Volume 1_FINAL Jun2017
	Appendix B - R2R Segment A Categorical Exclusion Appendices - Volume II_FINAL
	Rincon Rail to Rail Report Ver. III[1].pdf
	CR APE Map11x17.pdf
	CR APE_CoverPage11x17
	CR APE11x17






