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4.10 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

4.10.1.1 Existing Conditions

An archaeological survey of the Project site was conducted in 2003 by URS for the Unit 9
installation project. The report notes the “existing plant location is located on previously
disturbed land that is covered with asphalt, gravel, or structures.2” The records search for the
2003 study covered the entire Grayson Power Plant site and a field survey determined that the
Unit 9 project would have no impact on cultural resources.

A cultural resources records search was subsequently conducted by Stantec as part of
preparation of the Architectural Resource Evaluation (now titled “Historic Resource Inventory
and Evaluation”) for the Project. The 2016 records search, which also encompassed the power
plant site boundaries did not reveal any known records of cultural resources. Due fo ifs
industrialized development with asphalt, gravel, or structures, further non-destructive field survey
that would add useful data for evaluating the potential presence of subsurface cultural
resources was not possible.

12 URS, 2003, City of Glendale Water & Power Grayson Unit 9 Project, Cultural Resources Technical Study.
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Table 4-73 Applicable Federal, State, Local LORS for Tribal Cultural Resources
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State LORS

CA, Stantec
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CA, Stantec
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CA, Stantec

4.10.6



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
GRAYSON REPOWERING PROJECT

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS
March 1, 2018

CA, Stantec
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Assembly Bill 52

Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) (Chapter 532, Statutes of 2014) requires lead agencies to consider the
effects of projects on tribal cultural resources and to conduct consultation with federally and
non-federally recognized Native American Tribes early in the environmental planning process.
AB 52 applies specifically to projects for which a Notice of Preparation (NOP) or a Noftice of
Infent to adopt a Negative Declaration or Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been filed
after July 1, 2015.

The goal of AB 52 is to include California Tribes in determining whether a project may result in a
significant impact to fribal cultural resources that may be undocumented or known only to the

CA, Stantec
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Tribe and its members. This bill specifies that a project that may cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource is a project that may have a significant
effect on the environment. AB 52 defines tribal cultural resources as “sites, features, places,
cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a California Native
American Tribe” that are either included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the CRHR or
included in a local register of historical resources (PRC § 21074 (a)(1)).

AB 52 requires that prior to determining whether a Negative Declaration, MND, or Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) is prepared for a project, the lead agency must consult with California
Native American Tribes, defined as those identified on the contact list maintained by the NAHC,
who are fraditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the Project, and who
have requested such consultation in writing. Consultation must be initiated by a lead agency
within 14 days of determining that an application for a project is complete or that a decision by
a public agency to undertake a project. The lead agency shall provide formal noftification to the
designated contact of, or a fribal representative of, traditionally and culturally affiliated
California Native American Tribes that have requested notice. At the very least the notice should
consist of at least one written nofification that includes a brief description of the Project and ifs
location, the lead agency contact information, and a noftification that the California Native
American Tribe has 30 days to request consultation pursuant to this section. The lead agency
shall begin the consultation process within 30 days of receiving a California Native American
Tribe's request for consultation. According fo PRC §21080.3.2(b), consultation is considered
concluded when either the parties agree to measure to mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if
a significant effect exists, on a tribal cultural resource, or a party, acting in good faith and after
reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot be reached.

C./y Stantec
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The legislature added new requirements regarding tribal cultural resources for CEQA in Assembly
Bill 52 (AB 52) that took effect July 1, 2015. AB 52 requires consultation with California Native
American tribes and consideration of tribal cultural resources in the CEQA process. By including
tribal cultural resources early in the CEQA process, the legislature infended to ensure that local
and Tribal governments, public agencies, and project proponents would have information
available, early in the project planning process, to identify and address potential adverse
impacts to tribal cultural resources. By taking this proactive approach, the legislature also
infended to reduce the potential for delay and conflicts in the environmental review process. To
help determine whether a project may have such an effect, the Public Resources Code requires
a lead agency to consult with any California Native American tribe that requests consultation
and is fraditionally and culturally affiiated with the geographic area of a Project.

4.10.3.1 Methodology

As per AB 52, the Fernandeno Tataviam Band of Mission Indians and Soboba Band of Luiseno
Indians were contacted by letter to request consultation. Neither of these tribes requested
consultation.

C./y Stantec
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Threshold: A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the
resource to a California Native American tribe.

The City has notified California Native American tribes who have formally requested notfification
on CEQA projects under Assembly Bill 52 that the City proposes to undertake the Project. This
notification affords California Native American tribes the opportunity for consultation pursuant to
Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1. The Fernandeno Tataviam Band of Mission Indians and
Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians were nofified by the City of Glendale and did not seek further
consultation. On this basis, and also on the basis of the previously cultural resource survey which
did noft identify any cultural resources on the project site, the Project would have no significant
impact to the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1.

Level of Significance before Mitigation
No Impact

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are required.
Level of Significance after Mitigation

No Impact
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