APPENDIX G

COMMENTSAND RESPONSESTO COMMENTS
RECEIVED ON THE DRAFT MND



MATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
215 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 384

SACRBAMENTO, CA 95814

{916) 653-8251

Fax (916) 657-5390

Web Site www.naho.cagoy

e-mail: ds_nahc@pacoeil.net

January 12, 2007

Mr. Michael Krause, Air Quality Speciaiist

SOUTH COAAST AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
21865 Copiey Drive

Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178

Re: SCH#2006121113; CEQA Notice of Completion: notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negafive Declaration) for

Scuthern Cajifornia Edison Center Peaker Proiect, Morwalk); South Coast Air Quality Management District: Los
Angeles County, California

Dear Mr. Krause:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above-referenced document, The Native American
| Heritage Commission is the state’s Trusiee Agency for Native American Cuitural Resources. The California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that any project that causes a substantiaf adverse change in the
significance of an historical resource, that includes archeological resources, is a ‘significant effect’ requiring the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EiR) per CEQA guidelines § 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 (APE), and if so, to mitigate that effect. To adequately assess the

project-related impacts on historical resources, the Commission recommends the following action:

v Contact the appropriate California Historic Resources Information Center (CHRIS). The record search will

determine:

= Ifa part or the entire APE has been previously surveyed for cultura resources.

if any known cultural resources have already been recorded in or adjacent to the APE.

if the probabillity is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE,

if a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are presernt.

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

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

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

= The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed 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 additionat cultural resource information. Please provide this office with the following

citation format to assist with the Sacred Lands File search request: USGS 7.5-minute quadrangle citation

with name, township, range and section; .

= The NAHC advises the use of Native American Monitors to ensure proper identification and care given culturai

resources that may be discovered. The NAHC recommends that contact be made with Native American
Caontacts on the aitached list to get their input on potential project impact (APE).

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

*  Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the identification and evaiuation of
accidentally discovered archeological resources, per California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) §15084.5 (D.
in areas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a certified archaeologist and a cuiturally affiliated Native
American, with knowledge in cultural resources, shouid monitor all ground-disturbing aciivities.

*  Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the disposition of recovered artifacts, in
consultation with culturally affiliated Native Americans.

|+ Lead agencies shouid include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains or unmarked cemeteres
in their mitigation pians.
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*

CEQA Guidelines, Section 15084.5(d) requires 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

| graveliens.

¥ Heaith and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98 and Sec. §15064.5 (d) of the CEQA

1-9 Guidelines mandate procedures to be foliowed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human remains in a

location other than a dedicated cemstery.

¥ Lead agencies should consider avoidance. as defined in § 15370 of the CEQA Guidelines. when significant cultural

1-10 | resources are discovered during the course of project planning.

Please feel free {o contact me at {916) 853-6251 if you have any guestions. /';
4

- " sinterely, z - f '

// M,;@% W

Program Analyst

4
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Cc: State Clearinghouse

Attachment: List of Native American Contacts
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Mative American Contacts
Los Angeles County
January 12, 2007

\ City/County Native American Indian Comm Ti'At Society

>n Andrade, Director Cindi Alvitre

75 West 6th Street, Rm. 403 6602 Zeizah Avenue Gabrielino

1s Angeles , CA 90020 Reseda ,CA 91335
pimugiri@aol.com

13) 351-5324 (714) 504-24868 Cell

13) 386-3995 FAX

abrieleno/Tongva Tribai Council Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council
ythony Moerales, Chairperson Hobert Dorame, Tribal Chair/Cuitural Resources
O Box 693 Gabrielino Tongva 5450 Slauson, Ave. Suite 151 PMB Gabrielinc Tongva
an Gabriel ,CA 91778 Culver City , CA 280230
gtongva@earthlink.
26) 2861632 562-761-6417 - voice
26) 286-1758 - Home
i26) 286-1262 Fax 562-920-9449 - fax

I'his list is current only as of the date of this document.

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

Fhis fist is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
3CH#2006121113; CEQA Notice of Completion; Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration for
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON CENTER PEAKER PROJECT, NORWALK; South Coast Air Quality
Vianagement District; Los Angeles 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 Herit&gmmission (NAHC) is the state’s
Trustee Agency for Native American Cultural Resestc

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 pages 2-35 and 2-36 Dir#fieMND. As discussed in the responses to
comments 1-3 through 1-5, potential significant esxde impacts on cultural resources were
assessed in the Draft MND. Based on this assesspmential significant adverse impacts on
cultural resources are not anticipated. Howevérgation measures were identified in the Draft
MND to reduce potential adverse impacts to a llkeas significant 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 Historicald®eses Information System (CHRIS), South
Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC), Uniugref California, Fullerton. 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 page 2-36 and in Appendix E oDitadt MND, a pedestrian field survey was
completed on the proposed project site by a qedliirchaeologist. The field survey for the
proposed peaker location at the Center Substatweated the entire location had been
previously disturbed by grading and graveling. Hnea proposed for the peaker location is
currently used as a parking lot and for equipm&rage. The areas that will potentially be used
as laydown areas are currently used as equipmeragst, for office trailers, a parking lot, a
driveway, and open area. The project area wasegedvwith special attention given to the
eastern perimeter, as this area was the leastlsitstu No new cultural resources were located
during the survey. Because review of the relewdatbbases and field survey turned up no
cultural resources, no further archaeological ssidire warranted or necessary at this time for
the proposed peaker location at the Center Substati

Because it will be constructed within existing disied ground, and the required trenching is
shallow (36 to 42 inches), the pipeline constructi® unlikely to cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a historical or aediagical resource.
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Thus, the analysis in the Draft MND is consisteithwhe recommendations in the comment.
Response 1-5

As described on pages E-5 and E-6 of Appendix th@Draft MND, a letter to the NAHC was
sent on September 26, 2006. The letter describedotoject and requested a review of the
Sacred Lands Inventory for the areas within ancaa)t to the project site. The letter also
requested a list of potentially interested Nativaekican tribes, groups, and individuals for the
project area. The NAHC responded with a letteedi@ctober 6, 2006. The record search of
the sacred land files did not indicate the preseric@ny Native American cultural resources in
the immediate project area. Thus, the analysishen Draft MND is consistent with the
recommendations in the comment.

Response 1-6

The SCAQMD is aware that lack of surface evidenoesdnot preclude subsurface existence of
archaeological resources. As described on pagéd-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 resewonceivably could be adversely affected
by ground disturbance associated with construabiothe proposed project. Any such impact
would be considered significant, but would be redlcto less-than-significant with
implementation of the mitigation measures identifen page 2-37 of the Draft MND. These
mitigation measures include: 1) conducting a caltuesources orientation for construction
workers involved in excavation activities; 2) mamihg subsurface earth disturbance by a
professional archaeologist and a Gabrielino/Tongyaresentative if cultural resources are
exposed during construction; and 3) providing thehaeological monitor with the authority to
temporarily halt or redirect earth disturbance wiorkhe 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 ansistent with the recommendations in the
comment.

Response 1-7

Mitigation measure CR-4, on page 2-38, specifiesNIAHC is to be notified if human remains
are discovered and they are determined to be e¥&lAmerican descent.

Response 1-8

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

Response 1-9

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

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.” sAated 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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