1-1

1-2

1-4

1-5

1-6

1-7

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
916 CAPITCL MALL, ROOM 363

SACRAMENTQ, CA 95814

{916) 653-6251

Fax (916) 657-5390

Web Site wwrw, nehc.cagov

e-mail: ds_nahc@pacbeil.net

January 12, 2007

Mr. Michael Krause, Air Quaiity Specialist

South Coast Air Quaiity Management District
21865 Copley Drive

Diamend Bar. CA 317654178

Re: SCH#2006121109; CEQA Motice of Completion: Notice of Intent o Adopt a Dratt Mitigated Negative Deciaration

for Southern California Edison Etiwanda Peaker Project, Ranche Cucamonea; South Coast Air Quality
Management District; San Bemardino County, Caiifornia

Dear Mr. Krause:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above-referenced document. The Naiive American

Heritage Commission is the state’s Trustee Agency for Native American Cultural Resources. The California

"Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that any project that causes a substantial adverse change in the

significance of an historical resource, that includes archeoclogical resources, is a ‘significant effect’ requiring the

preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) per CEQA guidefines § 15064 .5(b){c). in order to comply with
this provision, the lead agency is required to assess whether the project will have an adverse impact on these
resources within the ‘area of potential effect (APEY, and i so, to mitigate that effect. To adequately assess the

| project-related impacts on histerical resources, the Commission recommends the foliowing acfion:

¥ Contact the appropriate California Historic Resources information Canter (CHRIS). The record search will

determine:

= |fapartorthe entire APE has been previously surveyed for cuitural resources.

= ifany known cultural resources have already been recorded in or adjacent {o the APE.

= Ifthe probability is low, moderate, ar high that cultural resources are located in the APE.

= Ifa survey is required to determine whether previousiy unrecorded cultural resources are present.

[ if an archagclogical inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report detailing

ihe findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.

= The final report containing sife forms, site significance, and mitigation measurers should be submitted
immediately to the planning department. All information regarding site iocations, Native American human
remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and not be made
available for pubic disclosure.

s The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been compieted to the appropriate
regional archaeological Information Center.

[V Contact the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) for:

* A Sacred Lands File (SLF) search of the project area and information on tribal contacts in the project
vicinity who may have additional cuitural resource information. Please provide this office with the following
citation format to assist with the Sacred Lands File search request: USGS 7.5-minute guadrangle citation
with name, township, range and section: .

= The NAHC advises the use of Native American Monitors {o ensure praper identification and care given cultural
resources that may be discovered. The NAHC recommends that contact be made with Native American
Contacts on the attached fist to get their input on potential project impact (APE).

¥ Lack of surface evidence of archeologicai resources does not preciude their subsurface existence.

*  Lead agencies should include in their mitigation pian provisions for the identification and evaluation of
accidentally discovered archeological resources, per California Environmentat Quality Act (CEQA) §15064.5 ().
in areas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a certified archaeoiogist and a culturally affiliated Native
American, with knowledge in cultural resources, should monitor all ground-disiurbing activities.

=  Lead agencies shouid include in their mitigafion plan provisions for the disposition of recovered artifacts, in

— consultation with cuiturally affiliated Native Americans.

¥ Lead agencies should include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains or unmarked cemeteries

lin their mitigation plans.

G-1



*

CEQA Guidelines, Section 15084 5(d) reguires the lead agency to work with the Native Americans identified

by this Commission if the initial Study identifies the presence or likely presence of Native American human

1-8 remains within the APE. CEQA Guidelines provide for agreements with Native American, identified by the
NAHC, to assure the appropriate and dignified treatment of Native American human remains and any associated

| grave liens.

1-9 ' Heaith and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5087 98 and Sec. §15084.5 (d) of the CEQA

Guidelines mandate procedures to be foilowed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human remains in a
llocation other than a dedicated cemetery.

10 4 {ead agencies should consider avoidance, as defined in § 15370 of the CEQA Guidelines, when significant cultural
1-

resources are discovered during the course of proiect planning.

Please feel free to contact me at (916) §53-6251 if you have any questions, P 7 7

/ Sfincere!y, ~
PR P j /i,

Y

b W4 _/P ‘lg
7 “Dave Sinﬁietw ’
g

Cc: State Clearinghouse Program Analy

Attachment: List of Native American Contacts



Mative American Coniacis
SAN BERNARDINC County
January 12, 2007

an Manuel Band of Mission Indians
lenry Duro, Chairperson
6589 Community Center Dr.
lighland . CA 92348
marquez@sanmanu

309) 864-8933

Serrano

309) 864-3370 Fax

iabrieleno/Tongva Tribal Council
\nthony Morales, Chairperson

'O Box 693
ian Gabriel ,CA 91778

326) 286-1632
i26) 286-1758 - Home

326) 286-1262 Fax

ferongo Band of Mission Indians

ritt W. Wilson, Cultural Resources Coordinator
45 N. Murray Street, Suite C Cahuilia
ianning , CA 92220
ritt_wilson@morongo.org

351} 849-8807
351) 755-5206

351) 922-8146 Fax

Serrano

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Gabrielinoe Tongva PO Box 3021

Ti'Al Bociety

Cindi Alvitre

8602 Zelzah Avenue Gabrielino
Reseda ,CA 91335

pimugirl@aol.com
(714) 504-2468 Cell

Gabrielino Band of Mission indians of CA
Ms. Busan Frank

Gabrielino
Beaumont ,CA 92223

{951) 845-3606
Phone/Fax

San Manusl Band of Mission Indians
Bernadette Brierty, GIS Coordinator/Cultural Resource
26569 Community Center Dr.
Highland . CA 92348
bbrierty @sanmanuel-

{909) 884-8933 EXT
-2203

(909) 862-5152 Fax

Serrano

Jistribution of this list does not relieve any person of statufory responsibilitiey as defined in Sec. 7050,5
of the Health & Safety Code, Sec, 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Sec. 5097.98 of the

2ublic Resources Code,

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cuitural resources for the proposed
3CH#2006121109; CEQA Notice of Completion; Notice of intert to Adopt a Draft Mitigated Negative Declaaration
for the Southern California Edison: Etiwanda Peaker Project; Rancho Cucarnonga County, Califorria.
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Native American Contacis
SAN BERNARDING County

Viorongo Band of Mission Indians

Jobert Martin, Chairperson

245 N. Murray Strest, Suite C Cahuiila
3anning ,CA 982220 Serrano

‘951) 849-8807
951) 755-5200

951) 522-8146 Fax

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

January 12, 2007

Serrano Band of indians

Goldie Walker

6588 Valeria Drive Serranc
Highland ,CA 82346

(909) 862-9883

Distribution of this list does not refieve any person of statutory responsibilitiey as defined in Sec. 7050,5
of the Health & Safety Code, Sec. 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Sec. 5097.98 of the

Public Resources Code.

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
SCH#2008121109; CEQA Notice of Completion; Notice of Intent to Adopt a Draft Mitigated Negative Declaaration
for the Southern California Edison: Etiwanda Peaker Project; Rancho Cucamanga County, California.
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Response to Comments from Native American Heritage Commission Correspondence
Dated January 12, 2007

Response 1-1

The SCAQMD notes that the Native American Heritdg@mmission is the state’s Trustee
Agency for Native American Cultural Resources.

Response 1-2

The SCAQMD is aware of the requirements of CEQAdelines 8§15064.5 and has included
those requirements in the significance criteriatha evaluation of potential impacts to cultural
resources, as stated on page 2-35 of the Draft MA®discussed in the responses to comments
1-3 through 1-5, potential significant adverse igtpan cultural resources were assessed in the
Draft MND. Based on this assessment, potentiahifsognt adverse impacts on cultural
resources are not anticipated. However, mitigati@asures were identified in the Draft MND
to reduce potential adverse impacts to a less $igmficant level in the event that cultural
resources are discovered during construction optbposed project.

Response 1-3

As discussed on page 2-36 and in Appendix E oDitadt MND, a record search for previously

recorded cultural resources within the project avaa conducted by a qualified archaeologist on
September 15, 2006 at the California Historical dReses Information System (CHRIS), San
Bernardino Archaeological Information Center, Sasrrardino County Museum. The record

search showed there were no previously recordeiratlresources within the project area.
Thus, the analysis in the Draft MND is consisteithihe recommendations in the comment.

Response 1-4

As discussed on pages 2-35 and 2-36 and in Appéndixthe Draft MND, a pedestrian survey
was completed on the proposed project site by difigdaarchaeologist. Ground visibility
during the pedestrian survey was impeded by a tgrckvth of non-native plants including
mustard and domestic grapes. No new cultural ressuwere located during the survey.
Because review of the relevant databases and digidey turned up no cultural resources, no
further archaeological studies are required atttine at the Etiwanda Substation.

Because it will be constructed within existing disied ground (city streets), and the required
trenching is shallow (36 to 42 inches), the pipeloonstruction is unlikely to cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a histoocarchaeological resource.

Thus, the analysis in the Draft MND is consisteithwhe recommendations in the comment.
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Response 1-5

As described on pages E-5 and E-6 of Appendix EhefDraft MND, a letter to the Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was sent ont&aper 26, 2006. The letter described
the project and requested a review of the Sacrewiddnventory for the areas within and
adjacent to the project site. The letter also estpd a list of potentially interested Native
American tribes, groups, and individuals for thejgct area. The NAHC responded with a letter
dated October 6, 2006. The record search of ttreddand files did not indicate the presence of
any Native American cultural resources in the imiatedproject area. Thus, the analysis in the
Draft MND is consistent with the recommendationghi@ comment.

Response 1-6

The SCAQMD is aware that lack of surface evidenoesdnot preclude subsurface existence of
archaeological resources. As described on paged-the Draft MND, while the likelihood of
encountering cultural resources is low, there i#l st potential that additional buried
archaeological resources may exist, and such res®wonceivably could be adversely affected
by ground disturbance associated with construatiothe proposed project. Any such impact
would be considered significant, but would be redlicto less-than-significant with
implementation of mitigation measures CU-1 thro@h3 identified on page 2-37 of the Draft
MND. These mitigation measures include: 1) conidigca cultural resources orientation for
construction workers involved in excavation actest 2) monitoring subsurface earth
disturbance by a professional archaeologist ana@lai€ino representative if cultural resources
are exposed during construction; and 3) providiregarchaeological monitor with the authority
to temporarily halt or redirect earth disturbanagknin the vicinity of cultural resources exposed
during construction, so the find can be evaluated mitigated as appropriate. Thus, the
mitigation measures identified in the Draft MND a&a@nsistent with the recommendations in the
comment.

Response 1-7

Mitigation measure CU-4, on page 2-37, specifiesN\HC is to be notified if human remains
are discovered and they are determined to be avé&American descent.

Response 1-8

As stated in Responses 1-3 through 1-5, the Dra&DMlid not identify the presence or likely
presence of Native American human remains. Thergfigreements with Native Americans to
assure appropriate treatment of Native Americandrunemains are not required unless Native
American human remains are discovered during gitavation.

Response 1-9

Mitigation measure CU-4 identifies the requiremémtprevent further disturbance if human
remains are unearthed, until the County Coronemfreede the necessary findings with respect to
origin and disposition, as required by Public Resesi Code 5097.98-99 and Health and Safety
Code 7050.5.
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Response 1-10

CEQA Guidelines 815370(a) defines avoidance as:oféing the impact altogether by not
taking a certain action or parts of an action.” sAgted in Response 1-3 through 1-5, the Draft
MND did not identify the presence or likely presenof Native American human remains.
Therefore, specific actions to avoid potential igtgao cultural resources by not taking a certain
action or parts of an action are not necessarfigtitne because surveys of relevant data bases
did not identify evidence of cultural resourceshad site.
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