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SSTATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY 
This document is not for public distribution. This report identifies the locations of cultural resource sites. 
Disclosure of this information to the public may be in violation of both federal and state laws. Applicable 
United States laws include, but may not be limited to, Section 304 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act (16 U.S.C. 470w-3), the Archaeological Resources Protection Act [16 U.S.C. Section 9(a) and Section 
470(hh)], and Executive Order 13007. In California, such laws include, but may not be limited to, 
Government Code Section 6254.10. Site location information is confidential and is not for public 
disclosure. 

Additionally, records maintained or in the possession of the Native American Heritage Commission or 
state and local agencies that are exempt from public disclosure include those that contain information on 
Native American graves, cemeteries, and sacred places, and include records obtained during consultation 
with Native Americans (California Government Code §6254(r) and §6254.10). 

LIMITATIONS STATEMENT 
This report has been prepared by DZC Archaeology & CRM Consulting based on key assumptions and 
information that substantially affect the conclusions and recommendations of this report. At the time of 
publication, these assumptions and conclusions are thought to be reasonable and appropriate. The 
conclusions and recommendations herein are conditioned upon these assumptions. 

These assumptions include confidential information provided by the Northwest Information Center 
(NWIC) and the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) in November of 2016, and by other project 
and archival information that is generally applicable as of November 30, 2016. The conclusions and 
summary statements herein are therefore applicable only to that timeframe. Information obtained from 
these sources in this timeframe is assumed to be correct and complete. DZC Archaeology & CRM 
Consulting will not assume any liability for findings or lack of findings based upon misrepresentation of 
information presented to the project team or for items not visible, made available, accessible, or present 
during the project research duration. 

  



  

EEXECUTIVE SUMMARY   
The Old Arcata Road Improvements Project (OARI) is located in Humboldt County, California. The project 
right-of-way (ROW) is contained within the limits of, and maintained by, the City of Arcata. The linear 
project boundary spans three residential suburbs known as Sunnybrae, Jacoby Creek, and Bayside. Old 
Arcata Road (OAR) is a regionally significant rural arterial route between the cities of Eureka and Arcata  
the Bayside community, and part of an alternate north/south corridor to Highway 101. The City of Arcata 
proposes improvements to a 1.5-mile section of OAR that regularly incurs heavy pedestrian, bicycle, and 
motorized use. Currently, OAR is in fair condition but requires rehabilitation and reconstruction to 
improve safety and traffic flow.  

The Area of Potential Effects (APE) pertains any area where impacts from project effects are possible. The 
DE-APE of this project is the Public Right-of-Way (ROW) which, for this analysis, is estimated to be a 40-
foot wide corridor encompassing the centerline of the road and ending at the private parcel survey lines 
adjacent to the ROW. The IE-APE is a 500-foot corridor, also based from the ROW centerline. The 
Environmental Study Limits (ESL) define the spatial extent of certain archival and ethnographic research 
activities; the ESL for this project extended one-half mile from the ROW centerline. This cultural resource 
report is prepared to convey current conditions and project planning concerns and has anticipated 
concerns regarding CEQA, NEPA, Section 106 review, and Tribal coordination.   

Archival Research found archaeological deposits, a prehistoric trail/historic road and historic architectural 
structures within the DE-APE and the IE-APE. There is also a high probability for additional buried cultural 
deposits within the DE-APE and IE-APE. Research was limited to available archival material and no field 
work was performed for this report.  

Recommendations entailed herein support the establishment of Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs), 
guidelines for protecting cultural resources during project operations within the ESAs, additional cultural 
resource review when construction plans are finalized, and continued Tribal consultation.  
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PROJECT BACKGROUND 

11.1 Project Location  
The Old Arcata Road Improvements Project (OARI) is located in Humboldt County, California. The project 
right-of-way (ROW) is contained within the limits of, and maintained by, the City of Arcata. The linear 
project boundary spans three residential suburbs known as Sunnybrae, Jacoby Creek, and Bayside.  The 
project is bound to the northeast by the medium density residential area of Sunnybrae, to the east and 
southwest by the medium to low density residential community of Jacoby Creek, and the low density 
residential area known as Bayside to the south. The northwest end is open rural agricultural lands and 
associated residences, surrounded by grazing and wetlands.  

Old Arcata Road (OAR) is a regionally significant rural arterial route between the cities of Eureka and 
Arcata and the Bayside community. Old Arcata Road is part of an alternate north/south corridor to 
Highway 101, provides access to unincorporated areas and to important facilities such as Sunnybrae 
Middle School, Jacoby Creek Elementary School, and the Bayside Post Office. OAR is an important truck 
routes and serves as an oversized load route and Highway 101 Alternative Route. 

1.2 Project Description 
The City of Arcata proposes improvements to a 1.5-mile section of OAR that regularly incurs heavy 
pedestrian, bicycle, and motorized use. Currently, OAR is in fair condition but requires rehabilitation and 
reconstruction to improve safety and traffic flow. Currently there are limited or no sidewalks on OAR and, 
at a majority of the locations, bike and pedestrian access available only on the road shoulder.  

The City is the Lead Agency for this project and selected a team of transportation, engineering, and 
planning consultants to coordinate a community-driven, multi modal design experience meant to inform 
the improvement of motorized and non-motorized commuter access within in the City limits. Additionally, 
the selected consultants conducted professional research to inform on permitting requirements, 
constraints, current conditions, and possible design alternatives and materials. The City intends to use the 
developed plans and reports as supporting document for the next Active Transportation Program (ATP) 
cycle application meant to secure Federal funds for final planning, permitting, design and construction of 
the project.  DZC Archaeology & CRM Consulting was selected as part of the design team to document the 
current conditions, community input, and provide regulatory guidance regarding cultural and historic 
resources within and near the project area. No ground disturbance or cultural resource related field 
activities occurred for this phase of the Project. 

1.3 Area of Potential Effects (APE) & Environmental Study Limits (ESL) 
The Area of Potential Effects (APE) pertains any area where impacts from project effects are possible. The 
Direct Impacts Area of Potential Effect (DE-APE) is that area which is subject to direct impacts, such as 
ground disturbance, or permanent enhancements and changes. The IE-APE is established to consider non-
physical project effects such as additional noise, light levels, traffic, and view sheds. The DE-APE of this 
project is the Public Right-of-Way (ROW) comprising roads, walking paths, and bikes lanes maintained by 
the Lead Agency and originating at the OAR-Buttermilk Lane Roundabout and running 1.5 miles to the 



 

 

OAR-Jacoby Creek Road intersection. The ROW for this analysis is estimated to be a 40-foot wide corridor 
encompassing the centerline of the road and presumably ending at the private parcel survey lines adjacent 
to the ROW. The IE-APE is a 500-foot corridor, also based from the ROW centerline. The Environmental 
Study Limits (ESL) define the spatial extent of certain archival and ethnographic research activities. The 
ESL for this project included a research zone extending one-half mile from the ROW centerline. A Project 
Location map is included in Appendix A, Figure 1. 

  



REGULATORY SETTING 
This section identifies federal regulations, state legislation, and local statutes, ordinances, and guidelines 
that govern the identification and treatment of cultural resources and analysis of project related effects 
to cultural resources. The Lead Agency and project activities are guided by these laws as project activities 
may affect cultural resources. This report is being prepared to comply with State and Federal 
considerations. 

22.1 Federal  
The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation has defined a Federal undertaking in 36 CFR 800.16(y) as “a 
project, activity, or program funded in whole or in part under the direct or indirect jurisdiction of a Federal 
agency, including those carried out by or on behalf of a Federal agency; those carried out with Federal 
financial assistance; those requiring a Federal permit, license or approval; and those subject to State or 
local regulation administered pursuant to a delegation or approval by a Federal agency” (Title 42 Code of 
Federal (CFR) Regulations 137.289). 

It is anticipated that OARI, when implemented, will entail the use of Federal funds and is therefore 
considered a Federal undertaking. As a Federally permitted undertaking, the project is subject to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). 

2.2 National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
NEPA mandates that Federal agencies assess a proposed Federal actions’ environmental impacts, 
including impacts on historic and cultural resources. Identifying, assessing, and resolving the potential 
effects upon cultural and historic resources under NEPA is met by completing the Section 106 process of 
the National Historic Preservation Act. 

2.3 National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) 
The current study was completed under the provisions of the NHPA of 1966, as amended (NHPA; 16 
United States Code [USC] 470f). Cultural resources are considered during federal undertakings chiefly 
under Section 106 of NHPA through its implementing regulations at 36 CFR 800 (Protection of Historic 
Properties). Properties of traditional religious and cultural importance to Native Americans are considered 
under Section 101(d)(6)(A) of NHPA. Other relevant federal laws include the Archaeological Data 
Preservation Act of 1974, the American Indian Religious Freedom Act of 1978, the Archaeological 
Resources Protection Act of 1979, and the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1989. 

Section 106 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 National Register of 
Historic Places (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, cultural resources must 
be identified and evaluated; effects to historic properties must be reduced to acceptable levels through 
mitigation measures or agreements among consulting and interested parties. Historic properties are those 



 

 

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 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: 

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

• Are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or 
• 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 

• Have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 

Impacts of a project to significant cultural resources that affect the characteristics of any resource that 
qualify it for the NRHP are considered a significant effect on the environment. Under 36 CFR 800.5(a)(2), 
adverse effects on historic properties include, but are not limited to: 

• Physical destruction of or damage to all or part of the property; 
• Alteration of a property; 
• Removal of the property from its historic location; 
• Change of the character of the property’s use or of physical features within the property’s 

setting that contribute to its historic significance; 
• Introduction of visual, atmospheric or audible elements that diminish the integrity of the 

property’s significant historic features; 
• Neglect of a property which causes its deterioration; 
• Transfer, lease, or sale of property out of Federal ownership or control without adequate and 

legally enforceable restrictions or conditions to ensure long term preservation of the 
property’s historic significance. 
 

Under Section 106, if the agency determines that the undertaking is a type of activity that does not have 
the potential to cause effects on historic properties, then there is no further Section 106 responsibility. 

22.4 California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
The Lead Agency for OARI is the City of Arcata. CEQA requires a lead agency to determine whether a 
project may have a significant effect on historical resources (Section 21084.1). If it can be demonstrated 
that a project will cause damage to resources Eligible for or Listed in the California Register of Historic 
Resources (CRHR), Tribal Cultural Resources, and other resources on local County or Local lists, or those 
determined by lead agency to be significant. The lead agency may require reasonable efforts be made to 
permit any or all of the resources to be preserved in place or left in an undisturbed state. To the extent 
that they cannot be left undisturbed, mitigation measures are required (Section 21083.2[a], [b], and [c]). 



 

 

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 meets any of the following criteria: 

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. 
 

A historical resource is a resource listed in, or determined to be eligible for listing, in the California Register 
of Historical Resources (CRHR) (Section 21084.1), a resource included in a local register of historical 
resources (Section 15064.5[a][2]), or any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or 
manuscript that a lead agency determines to be historically significant (Section 15064.5[a][3]).  

Public Resource Code (PRC) Section 5024.1, Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines, and PRC Sections 
21083.2 and 21084.1 were used as the basic guidelines for this cultural resources study. PRC Section 
5024.1 requires an evaluation of historical resources to determine their eligibility for listing in the CRHR. 
The purpose of the register is to maintain listings of the state’s historical resources and to indicate which 
properties are to be protected from substantial adverse change. The criteria for listing resources on the 
CRHR were expressly developed to be in accordance with previously established criteria developed for 
listing in the NRHP, enumerated below. 

According to PRC Section 5024.1(c)(1–4), a resource is considered historically significant if it (i) retains 
“substantial integrity,” and (ii) meets at least one of the following criteria: 

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

2. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past; 
3. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region or method of installation, 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. 

 
Impacts to significant cultural resources that affect the characteristics of any resource that qualify it for 
the NRHP or adversely alter the significance of a resource listed on or eligible for listing in the CRHR are 
considered a significant effect on the environment. These impacts could result from “physical demolition, 
destruction, relocation, or alteration of the resource or its immediate surroundings such that the 
significance of an historical resource would be materially impaired” (CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5 
[b][1], 2000). Material impairment is defined as demolition or alteration “in an adverse manner [of] those 
characteristics of an historical resource that convey its historical significance and that justify its inclusion 
in, or eligibility for inclusion in, the California Register…” (CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5[b][2][A]). 



 

 

22.5 Assembly Bill 52 (AB52) 
AB 52 establishes a consultation process with all California Native American Tribes on the Native American 
Heritage Commission List, including both federally and non-Federally recognized Tribes that are 
historically connected and culturally affiliated with the project location. This Bill establishes a new class of 
resources for consideration, Tribal Cultural Resources (TCR), requires consideration of Tribal Cultural 
Values in determination of project impacts and mitigation, requires Tribal notice, and requires meaningful 
consultation. In accordance with Public Resource Code (PRC) RC 21080.3.2(b), consultation ends when 
either both parties agree to mitigation measures, other agreements to avoid a significant effect on TCR’s, 
or, when a party, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort concludes that mutual agreement cannot 
be reached. 

2.6 County of Humboldt General Plan  
The Humboldt County General Plan is currently under revision. Although not yet fully adopted by the 
County of Humboldt, Section 10.6 of the General Plan, Cultural Resources of the Humboldt County 
Conservation and Open Space Element Chapter, provides general guidance for the protection of cultural 
and paleontological resources within the County. Section 10.6.3 outlines the goals and policies of the 
County: 

Goal 

CU-G1: Protection and Enhancement of Cultural Resources. Protected and enhanced significant cultural 
resources, providing heritage, historic, scientific, educational, social and economic values to benefit to 
present and future generations. 

Policies 

CU-P1: Identification and Protection. The potential for significant impacts to cultural resources shall be 
identified during ministerial and discretionary permit review, assessed as to significance, and if found to 
be significant, protected from substantial adverse change. 

CU-P2: Consultation. Native American Tribes (as defined), historical organizations, other interested 
parties, and applicable agencies shall be consulted during discretionary project review for the 
identification, and protection and mitigation of adverse impacts to cultural resources. Consultation on 
ministerial permits shall be initiated if it has been determined the project may create a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of a cultural resource. At their request, Tribes shall be afforded the opportunity 
to review and provide comments to the County early in project review and planning (screening) about 
known or potential significant Native American cultural resources located in project areas within their 
respective tribal geographical area of concern. 

CU-P3: Avoid Loss or Degradation. Projects located in areas known to have historic or prehistoric ruins, 
burial grounds, or archeological sites shall be conditioned and designed to avoid loss or substantial 
degradation of these resources, including standard provisions for post-review inadvertent discoveries of 
archaeological or Native American remains. 



 

 

CU-P4: Findings Necessary for Loss or Destruction. Cultural resources shall not be knowingly destroyed or 
lost through a ministerial or discretionary action unless: 

1. The site or resource has been found not to be of significant value after consultation by 
representatives of the cultural resources community and relevant experts; or 

2. There is an overriding public benefit from the project, and compensating mitigation to offset 
the loss is made part of the project. 
 

CU-P5: Mitigation. Mitigation measures shall be required for any permitted project or County action that 
would adversely impact significant cultural resources. 

The General Plan also includes recommendations for implementation of these goals and policies: 

• Adopt procedures for review and approval of all City-permitted projects involving ground 
disturbance and all building and/or demolition permits that will affect buildings, structures, or 
objects “identified as historically significant” (City of Eureka 1997b:5-8). 

• Adopt preservation incentive programs, including the Mills Act, Historic Preservation Easement 
program, and Certified Local Government Program. 

• “Preparation, adoption, and implementation of a cultural resources ordinance that provides 
definitions and standards for identification and protection of cultural resources and provides 
penalties for their disturbance” (City of Eureka 1997b:5-8). 

• Preparation and updating of a citywide cultural resource database. 
  



BACKGROUND 

33.1 Environmental Setting 
The following environmental context provides a description of the general region of Humboldt County 
which encompasses the APE and ESL. 

3.1.1 Geography 
The town of Bayside is located in coastal Humboldt County, in the northwestern corner of California. 
Dominating the landscape of north-coastal California are the North Coast Ranges which run parallel to the 
Pacific Ocean. Encompassed in this major geographic feature is the Kings Range to the south, the Trinity 
Range to the east, and the Klamath range to the north (California Spatial Information Library 2003). This 
dynamic terrain is characterized by abrupt bluffs, rocky shores, and mountainous sand dunes along the 
coast, interrupted by wide alluvial deltas of several major rivers including the Mattole, Eel, Mad, Trinity, 
Klamath, and Smith rivers (USDA 2005). Another notable feature of the landscape is Humboldt Bay, the 
second largest natural bay in California (Humboldt Bay Harbor, Recreation, and Conservation District 
2008). 

3.1.2 Climate 
The climate of the north coast is moist and humid with moderate year-round temperatures. Average 
rainfall often exceeds one meter per year in the direct coastal zone with accompanying temperatures 
remaining between five and twenty-one degrees Celsius (Western Regional Climate Center 2010). Inland 
mountains and high valleys are distinctly different than the coastal belt, exhibiting a greater range of 
conditions with less average rainfall, temperatures reaching thirty-eight degrees Celsius in the 
summertime, and snowfall during winter storms (Western Regional Climate Center 2010). 

3.1.3 Flora 
The unique geography and climate of the north coast has created niches for distinct plant communities. 
At the coast, the dune and marsh forest harbors unique and stalwart species adapted to the saline marsh 
and dynamic dune environ. It is dominated by Sitka Spruce (Picea sitchensis), hearty shrubs, mosses, and 
stabilizing plant species including Sand Verbena (Abronia spp.), Sand Bur (Ambrosia chamissonis), Low 
Saltbushes (Atriplex spp.), Rye Grass (Elymus mollis), Bush Lupines (Lupinus arboreus and L. chamissonis), 
Mock Heather (Ericameria ericoides), and Coastal Sagewort (Artemisia pycnocephala) (National Park 
Service 2010).  

Buffered by the dune community, the next immediate inland plant community is the  complicated mosaic 
of rivers, marshes and estuaries which are woven between the dune and Coastal forest communities. The 
marsh and riparian areas create an interface rich in aquatic plant species that stabilize soils and provide 
habitat for numerous aquatic and terrestrial species. Saltwater marshes are characterized by Sea Blite 
(Suaeda spp.), Pickleweed (Salicornia spp.), Saltbush (Atriplex spp. Frankenia salina) Salt Grass (Distichlis 
spicata). These marshes often interface with freshwater marshes with plants such as Rushes (Juncus spp.), 
Sedges (Carex spp.), Bulrush (Scirpus spp.), Cattail (Typha spp.), Spike Rush (Heleocharis spp.), along edges 
are Willows (Salix spp.), Cottonwood (Populus spp.), Alders (Alnus spp.) (National Park Service 2010). 



 

 

Coastal forests are dependent on coastal fog and the abundant water of the region. Characterized by an 
overstory of Coast Redwood (Sequoia sempervirens) and Douglas fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii), these 
towering forests harbor a unique understory of berries, bulbs, flowers, and tubers all adapted to the very 
moist and shady setting including California huckleberry (Vaccinium ovatum),Yerba de Selva (Whipplea 
modesta), California rosebay (Rhododendron macrophyllum), Western Sword fern, (Polystichum 
munitum), Redwood sorrel (Oxalis oregona), Salmon Berry (Rubus spectabilis), Thimbleberry, (Rubus 
parviflorus),Wood Rose (Rosa gymnocarpa) (National Park Service 2010). 

The inland climate supports a drier forest characterized chiefly by Douglas Fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii), 
Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum), California Bay (Umbellularia californica), Christmas Berry 
(Heteromeles arbutifolia), Coulter Pine (Pinus coulteri), Tan Oak (Lithocarpus densiflora), Canyon Live Oak 
(Quercus chrysolepis), Black Oak (Quercus kelloggii), Coast Live Oak (Quercus agrifolia), Madrone (Arbutus 
menziesii), California Hazelnut (Corylus californica), and Coffeeberry (Rhamnus californica) (National Park 
Service 2010). 

Intermixed with all three vegetation zones are open coastal prairies and river valleys which support 
numerous grasses and plant communities that thrive in the transition zones of these communities 
(California Spatial Information Library 2003).  

33.1.4 Fauna 
The rich environmental resources of Humboldt provide habitat and nutrients for many terrestrial, aquatic, 
and avian species (Humboldt Bay Harbor Recreation and Conservation District 2008). Sea mammals and 
whales are present and numerous crustaceans thrive on the rocky coasts, muddy bays, and freshwater 
streams. Roosevelt elk (Cervus canadensis roosevelti), black bears (Ursus americanus) and mountain lions 
(Puma concolor) are larger common mammals, while raccoons (Procyon lotor), foxes (Urocyon 
cinereoargenteus) and rabbits (Lepus californicus) flourish in the brush (Sakai 1996; California Department 
of Fish and Game 2010). As part of the Pacific Flyway, pelagic birds, marsh, forest, prairie and migratory 
bird populations are abundant (Humboldt Bay Harbor Recreation and Conservation District 2008). A 
notable resource of the region is its fishing industry, especially salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha) and 
trout (Oncorhynchus clarkia) which have graced the rivers of the north coast for hundreds of years 
(Wallace 1983; McEvoy 1986; Most 2006).  

All of these elements that compose the natural beauty of the area have been impacted by urban and 
agricultural development. The diking of the bayside areas, industrial impacts to the forests, the 
subsequent erosion from logging and mining, and ranching practices of the last 160 years have radically 
altered all aspects of the study area.  

3.2 Prehistoric Chronology 
Archaeological patterns over time represent adaptive modes of technological skills (cultural items), 
economics (production, distribution, and consumption), trade networks, and social complexity (social 
status, wealth, mortuary, and ceremonial practices) (Fredrickson 1973:118). Patterns vary in development 
and sequence over time, and over regions. The northwest coast offers a variety of ecosystems, from 



 

 

marine and estuarine to redwood forest and oak woodlands, each one rich in resources and requiring 
different adaptations for resource extraction.  

Early studies for chronological sequences on the California north coast included efforts by Loud (1918), 
Benson (1983), Bickel (1979), Hayes and Fredrickson (1980) and Moratto (1984). A review of these studies 
by Hayes (1985) cites difficulties in compiling an in depth sequence for the coastal stretch of Humboldt 
County due in part to the paucity of comparative information available for the area. However, as a larger 
marine and intermountain region, a unified chronology is in use that spans southern coast of Oregon down 
to Cape Mendocino, and from the ocean east into the Klamath-Trinity Mountains.  

Much of the literature regarding settlement is focused on the entry of the diverse groups (Fredrickson 
1984). Although Whistler (1979) proposes a sequence based on language, the overall culture between the 
Athabascan and Hokan speaking people of the area is remarkably similar.  

33.2.1 Borax Lake Pattern (8000 B.C. – 800 B.C.) 
Following a post-glacial warming trend and Xerothermic warming, Whistler (1979) posits that the earliest 
migrations focused on riverine exploits, slightly inland. The earliest pattern, identified as the Borax Lake, 
is thought to characterize hunting and gathering strategies by highly mobile family groups focusing on 
migration and seasonal resources such as elk, acorns, and edible seeds (Eidsness 1988, Hayes, 1985). 
Artifact assemblages comprised hand-stones, milling slabs, and large wide-stemmed spear points made 
of locally available chert. Obsidian is relatively rare in records from this period. Additional evidence 
indicates extensive use of high-elevation sites and mountain ridge systems (Wylie 1976). 

3.2.1 Mendocino Pattern (800 B.C. – A.D. 900) 
Studies from Middle Period sites indicate an adaptation from mobile resource procurement to low 
elevation semi-permanent villages focused on salmon-bearing streams and acorn exploitation. Increased 
sedentism and a shift to bringing resources back to a central location are indicated by storage practices. 
This may have been influenced by a climatic shift, cooling the interior of California and resulting in 
declining food sources at higher elevations (Eidsness 1988, Hildebrandt & Hayes 1983 & 1984). Artifact 
assemblages show enhanced diversity comprising spear and atlatl tips, increased use of slab mortars and 
pestles over hand-stones and milling slabs, and a diminutive refinement of point types (Eidsness 1988). 
Whistler (1979) suggests this is the period in which the Wiyot settled the coastal strip, indicating the Yurok 
arrival was nearly 200 years later.  

3.2.1 Gunther Pattern (A.D. 900 – ca. 1850) 
The Gunther Pattern is set firmly in marine and estuarine practices, reflecting a remarkable similarity with 
greater northwest influences (Eidsness 1988). Artifact assemblages are characterized by enhanced 
woodworking skills (habitations, dugout canoes), steatite bowls and pipes, harpoon points of bone and 
antler, and the small, distinctive Gunther barbs (Eidsness 1988). Exchange networks and measures of 
religion and wealth are evidenced by dentalium money and large ceremonial obsidian blades, made from 
material nearly 400 kilometers distant (Eidsness 1988, Loud 1918, Hughes 1978, Kroeber 1908). Baskets 
are a high art form, integrated for all manners of resource procurement, storage, and everyday use. 
Whistler credits the firm settlement of the Yurok and Wiyot with the emergence of the Gunther pattern 



 

 

and the ability to fully exploit the marine and riverine resources. Excavations show an increased 
complexity and possibly, choice, in funerary practices including pre-internment grave burning, cremation, 
and the destruction of personal property (Heizer and Elsasser 1964; Fenega 1968; Mac Leod 1929).  

At the time of European contact, Wiyot settlements exhibited a complex society with long-term 
permanent habitations and full exploitation of the estuarine resources of Humboldt Bay, and the Mad, 
Elk, and Eel River deltas.  

33.3 Ethnographic Setting 
Ethnographic information is presented for the Wiyot, the cultural group identified for the project location, 
as well as information recognizing the history of the Bear River Band of Rohnerville Rancheria, inhabitants 
of the Traditional Cultural Area known as Fortuna, California.  

3.3.1 Wiyot 
The Wiyot resided in and around the area encompassing the lower Mad and lower Eel rivers, and the 
estuaries of Humboldt Bay. According to Kroeber, the designation as “Wiyot" actually refers to the lower 
Eel river area, with proper names for the Humboldt Bay and lower Mad River districts noted as Wiki and 
Batawat, respectively (Kroeber 1976; 112). Kroeber defines the Wiyot territory as: 

“…just south of Little River, at whose mouth stood the Yurok town of Metsko. On Mad River, near 
Blue Lake, near the forks, was still Wiyot. The north fork was without villages and is in doubt. The 
Wiyot owned at least half the lower portion…and the whole of the drainage has been assigned to 
them. From Mad River south to Eel River Wiyot territory extended to the first range inland. Jacoby, 
Freshwater, and Salmon Creeks, Elk River and Boynton Prairie were thus Wiyot….On Eel River the 
boundary came at Eagle Prairie near Rio Dell. Southwest of Eel River, the Bear River Mountains 
separated the Wiyot from another Athabascan division, the Mattole. The spurs of this range reach 
the sea at Cape Fortunas, between Guthrie and oils Creek (1976; 113)”.  

The traditional territory encompasses approximately 525 square miles, and comprises ocean dunes, 
riverine and estuarine lands, foot hills, open prairies, and wooded mountains. Loud (1918) estimates the 
pre-contact aboriginal population to be between 800-1,000 Wiyot between the three districts. 
Geographically, the location is restrictive and considered culturally insular. 

Although the Wiyot have many words in common, intermarried (Loud 1918), and were often bilingual, 
there are deep differences between the languages and dialects within this language family. Wiyot 
language is a member of the Ritwan group, and linguistically related to the Algonquin language of the 
Algic family (Golla 2007), which has roots in central and eastern North America (Gruhne 1988). For a 
complete discussion of structural composition and comparison see Haas (1967), Sapir (1913), and 
Voegelin (1942); for taxonomy see Haas (1967), Teter (1964), and Michelson (1914); for sociolinguistics 
see Durbin (1967), Gruhn (1988), and Kinkade & Powell (1976); for dialects and language family see and 
Frachtenberg (1918), and Di Xon & Kroeber (1913). The Wiyot language is currently undergoing a renewal 
with new research, documentation, and digital interactive language tools. 

Located at the southernmost terminus of the Pacific-Northwest cultures, the Wiyot shared many traits 
with their immediate neighbors. The Wiyot were bound to the north by the Yurok (Algic), to the northeast 



 

 

by the Chilula and Whilkut (Athabascan groups), to the southeast by the Nongatl and Sinkyone, and to the 
south by the Mattole [Athabascan groups (Kroeber Fig. 10; 1976)]. 

The Wiyot exhibited clothing (Loud 1918), armor, weaponry (projectile points, single-backed bow), 
exchange systems of dentalium and resources (Hughes 1978), twined basketry (Kroeber 1908), food 
processing methods (mortar/hopper/pestle, mano/metate), and dwellings that incorporated elements 
common to their neighbors to the far north (Loud 1918, Kroeber 1976). 

According to Loud (1918), there were no formal chiefdoms, but instead families of distinction, as 
pronounced by their wealth and standing in their districts. For further discussion on geography and 
migration in relationship to social structure and development see Rogers et al (1990), Nichols (1997), 
Milke et al (1949), and Kroeber (1908).  

The Wiyot religion incorporates dualities and contrasting creators (Gayton 1935), natural sprits of good 
and evil (Nomland 1931, Loud 1918), and the use of shaman to heal and to remove “pains”, both spiritual 
and physical (Sparkman 1908). Unique to the Wiyot and their Karuk, Yurok, Hupa, and Tolowa neighbors, 
is the World Renewal Ceremony, which incorporates the concepts of prehuman immortals, spoken 
formulas creating power, a fixed ceremonial calendar, geographic places of power, seasonal rites, and 
prescribed ceremony (Kroeber & Gifford 1949). For further discussion on cultural development, kinship 
structures, and burial practices, see Burton et al (1996), Fenega (1968), Loud (1918), and Radcliffe-Brown 
(1935). 

Like their neighbors, as different resources became available throughout the year, the Wiyot broke into 
small family bands and traveled to various locations within their territory to fish, hunt, and gather edible 
and medicinal plants. Subsistence patterns tended to follow both seasonal and socially conscripted 
routines (Loud 1918). The Wiyot subsistence economy comprised vegetal resources including nuts (acorn, 
pine), seeds from wild grasses, roots, tubers, wild onions, parsley, and berries (huckleberry, strawberry); 
game including deer, elk, squirrels, and rabbit; waterfowl (ducks and geese); fish (especially salmon) taken 
with both nets and woven traps; shellfish, and sea mammals including sea lion and harbor seals (Loud 
1918). These seasonal rounds took them to outlying areas where they established seasonal base camps 
and a series of radiating temporary camps and task-related activity stations.  

The first systematic and most comprehensive to-date reconnaissance of the Wiyot area was conducted 
by L.L. Loud in 1913, followed by his publication on the Wiyot in 1918. Loud outlines the major trails used 
by the Wiyot around Humboldt bay and the neighboring ridges. A major trail called “woxlok” ran from the 
mouth of the Mad River, through Arcata Prairie, and along the east side of the bay down to Eureka, and 
further onto Southbay. It is very likely the trail passed through the project area as it was up out of the 
saltmarsh and ran through several villages, including the village of “kokte” [(Loud 45) Loud 1918:272]. This 
trail would also have connect, via a side-stem, to another trail called “tatekwowok”.  “Tatekwowok” 
mainly ran from Blue Lake to Redwood Creek, but had a side stem that led from Boynton Prairie down 
into Jacoby Creek. This trail passed through Loud Site AL and connected with the bay trail (Loud 1918:272). 

The Wiyot today are represented by one band in each traditional Wiyot District including the Blue Lake 
Rancheria, Batawat District; the Wiyot Tribe of Table Bluff, Wiki District; and the Bear River Band of the 



 

 

Rohnerville Rancheria. Tribal members still use this area, continue to harvest plant resources, especially 
for basket resources, and are manifesting a cultural resurgence within their cultural territory (Seidner 
1999). 

33.4 Historic Context   

3.4.1 The History of Bayside  
 
The following history is excerpted from Van Kirk and Hedlund (1978) and was researched specifically to 
address historic resources along Old Arcata Road. The discussion entails the road as a whole conduit, 
with particular details for specific locations, including Bayside and Jacoby Creek. 

Regarding the development of the road from foot-path to settlers route: 

“The Old Arcata Road (Myrtle Avenue corridor) follows the historic land route between Indian settlements 
on the bay. It was a trail, which skirted the marshy lowlands on the eastern shore. It served as the 
commercial route between villages where trace and production activities occurred.  

The Old Arcata Road is known to encroach on [Wiyot] village sites at five points and closely approach 
twelve other sites. Of these seventeen sites, five are known to have been occupied after 1650 and at least 
four of these were occupied by ancestors of present Indian residents of Humboldt County. The sloughs of 
Jacoby, Ryan and Freshwater creeks are of particular significance because they were areas of a dense and 
active native habitation (NICPA, 197 ).  

In the time the trail became a wagon road with primitive homesteads scattered along its length. During 
the late 1870's and into the 1880's when logging operations were established at Freshwater and Jacoby 
Creeks, these isolated settlers were engulfed by communities of loggers. Houses, mills, stores, and schools 
were built to accommodate the rapidly-growing settlements. Fresh vegetables, butter, eggs and meat 
were needed at the cookhouse shanties.   Truck farms, dairies and ranches grew up on the cleared off 
lands. The salt marshes were tempting for development as open fields for these purposes, and so were 
diked off and drained and re-seeded with grasses for dairy cows. 

As the timber was exhausted in the first quarter of the 20th century, activity waned, mills we1e dismantled 
and the old communities’ of loggers became communities of farmers. The old road has changed 
considerably since its days as a footpath, but the corridor remains essentially intact with many houses 
dating back to those early logging years. (Van Kirk & Hedlund 1978; pp.9-11)” 

Bayside developed similar to other hamlets on the route between Eureka and Arcata: 

“Bayside: The Jacoby Creek timber operations were initiated in 1875 when Dolbeer and Carson built an 
iron-rail track up Washington Creek (Humboldt Times, May 1, 1875). This was a gravity railroad with 
sufficient grade to allow loaded cars to reach tidewater by their own momentum. Horses were used to 
return the cars to the upper end after the logs were dumped into the slough formed by the drainages at 
Brainard's Point. The big logs were rafted across the bay to the Dolbeer and Carson mill in Eureka (Borden, 
1962), while bolts for shingles remained at the shingle mill at Bayside Cutoff (once Upon a Time, 1969). 
With the advent of Dolbeer and Carson logging at Jacoby Creek, the little collection of settlers there began 
to grow into a thriving community. By the end of its first year's operation, the company employed 40 men 



 

 

on the Washington Claim (Fountain, Vol. 23), and the people of Jacoby Creek had decided on Bayside as 
the name for their "prosperous hamlet" (Western Watchman, October 18, 1876). 

In the 1860's, Jacoby Creek bottom land was covered with dense underbrush, but supported giant spruce 
trees along with alder, ash, willow, maple and pepperwood. It was the home of elk, deer, bear, and the 
streams were filled  with "speckled beauties" and salmon by the thousands -- an undisturbed wilderness 
(Arcata Union, November 5, 1887) . By 1887, cozy houses, surrounded by well-tilled fields, dotted the 
landscape. Nearly all the men worked in the redwoods during the summer months and used their winter 
lay-off season to clear their own land. An 8O-pupil school at Jacoby Creek reflected the degree of 
settlement and stability reached by the little logging community in a dozen or so years. Twenty-three 
years after sparking Bayside's development, Dolbeer and Carson closed the Jacoby Creek operation.   

The Earlv Road: During the first ten years of settlement, travel between Eureka and Union was generally 
by boat with ferry service provided at $2.00 per trip on the ferryboat Glide (Humboldt Times, June 28, 
1856). Those who did travel the old Indian trail on foot or horseback spent the better part of the day 
making the difficult 15-mile trip, although packers from Eureka used the trail to connect with the Elk River 
Trail and the Trinity mines by approaches up Ryan's Slough and Freshwater Creek  (Coy, 1929). Despite its 
poor quality, the trail was declared a public highway by order of the Humboldt County Board of 
Supervisors during its May session in 1855 (Humboldt Times, May 26, 1855).  

During these early days of settlement, County Supervisors gave top priority to the business of road 
construction. Under a California law passed in 1855, boards were allowed to levy a tax on men 21-50 years 
of age not to exceed $4.00 per year and property tax not to exceed 5¢ per $100 of assessed value for road 
purposes. The counties were divided into road districts with an overseer for each district to collect the 
road tax and contract for improvements on the roads in his district (Humboldt Times, July 21, 1855). (Van 
Kirk & Hedlund 1978; pp.13-15)” 

“But sentiments change and during the May session of the 1861 Board of Supervisors, the Union and 
Eureka road overseers were re-quested by the Board to expend a least two-thirds of their road taxes on 
the County road from Eureka to Arcata (Humboldt Times, May 11, 1861). …The Humboldt Times (August 
9, 1862) was "truly glad" to announce the completion of the read to Arcata: "The first trip over the road 
on wheels was made by C. W. Long and J. Tracy ... They report that the drive can be made with ease in 
two hours and a quarter."  

Completed though it as the road left much to be desired. ….Each spring brought renewed complaints and 
demands for improvement in the road and its bridges sometimes described as being "impassable"; "not 
safe for use"; "in shocking condition"' and "like corduroy" (Humboldt Times, October 17, 1868; April 8, 
1871; February 3, 1872; and June 10, 1876). During the winter of 1876 the condition of the road 
deteriorated to the extent that everyone had to ride the ferry Gussie McAlpine to get from one town to 
the other (Humboldt Times, February 12, 18761). (Van Kirk & Hedlund 1978; pp.11-16)” 

The construction of the Redwood Highway altered the transportation pattern for the Bayside and Jacoby 
Creek communities: 

“The Road in Later Years: In 1910 the Eureka and Freshwater Investment Company rebuilt the road 
between Bayside and Ryan's Slough. It was hoped the Board of Supervisors would take over after 
completion. Several new bridges were constructed along the route. The road way  was described as having 
an excellent grade and a graveled surface (Humboldt Tines, Feb. 26, 1910). During the dry summer months 



 

 

before the road was paved in the 1920's a horse-drawn water wagon, filled at watering troughs along the 
roadway, was used to sprinkle down the dust each day.  

In 1918, construction began on the Eureka-Arcata stretch of the Redwood Highway (present Highway 
101), grading and filling operations requiring several years to complete. By 1921 the road was graveled 
but it was another four years before it was paved and officially opened to travel (Arcata Union, September 
16, 1955; Humboldt Times, March 31, 1925).  

After the completion of the Redwood Highway, the Indianola Road was opened up to the highway to 
provide additional access to the new state route. Minor realignments in the Old Arcata Road were made 
by the County in 1946 along with improvements in drainage and the extension of rights of way, but the 
only significant alteration was the construction of the Indianola Cutoff in 1971 and the widening of Old 
Arcata Rd. at its junction with Indianola Cutoff. 

No longer needed as a through route around Humboldt Bay, the Old Arcata Road carme to serve only as 
a connector for its communities and the urban centers of Eureka and Arcata. A decline in logging activity 
at Jacoby Creek and Freshwater brought a quieter life to the road's communities and today there is little 
evidence of those former days – mills, railroads, train sheds, cookhouses and company housing have dis-
appeared almost without a trace.  

What does remain, however, may be of greater significance than the vanished paraphernalia of industry. 
Still part of the Old Arcata Road landscape are the houses and barns built by early logging families who 
began settling the area over a century ago. These houses, gentle re-minders of another time and history, 
stand as visual reflections of the folk-culture that built them.  (Van Kirk & Hedlund 1978; pp.16-17)” 

 

  



METHODS 
To ascertain the nature and extent of known cultural resources within the ESL, archival research and a 
literature review were conducted for which the following sources were consulted:  

a) Federal and State Repositories: 

 
b) Archival Maps and Photos: 
c) Historic Topographic maps (NETR 2016) 

d) General Land Office (GLO) maps (Military Warrants & Land Patents) 
e) Metskers Map of Humboldt County (1949)  
f) Belcher Atlas of Humboldt County (1921-1922, Sheet 7)  
g) Historic Aerial Photos (NETR 2016): 

h) Ethnographic Sources: 

  

� National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) 
� The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC)
� California Inventory of Historic Resources (CHRIS) 
� California Historical Landmarks 
� California Points of Historical Interest 
� California Bridge Inventory 

� 1942 
� 1948 
� 1953 
� 1961 
� 1966 
� 1972 
� 1974 

� 1956 
� 1972 
� 1988 
� 1989 
� 2005 
� 2009 
� 2010 
� 2012 

� Blue Lake Rancheria 
� Academic Literature; see Section 8 References for full listing. 



RESULTS 

55.1 Northwest Information Center (NWIC)
DZC submitted a Record Search Request to the Northwest Information Center (NWIC) of the CHRIS Center 
at Sonoma State University to identify recorded or otherwise known cultural resources and previous 
surveys within or adjacent to OARI-ROW. The request was sent on April 20, 2016. A copy of the initial 
record search request and accompanying results are included in Confidential Appendix A.  

According to the NWIC record search results, three resources have been recorded within the OAR-ROW, 
and four resources are recorded immediately adjacent to the OAR-ROW. Of the recorded resources, three 
are associated with prehistoric periods of occupation and development and four are historic structures.  

Table 1 Previously Recorded Resources  

Primary, 
Trinomial, or 
other RResource 
Identifier

Age & 
Attributes 

Recording Events 
Associated 

Report 
Numbers 

NRHP or 
CRHR 
Status 
Code

^Distance 
from ROW 

P-12-000103;  
CA-HUM-45; 
Loud 45 

Pre-Contact;  
AP02 (Lithic 
scatter); AP15 
(Habitation 
debris) 

1918 (Loud, UC);  
1976 (C. Larson, R. Stillinger, 
Department of Anthropology, 
California State College, 
Sonoma);  
2007 (J. Burns, W. Rich, and E. 
Whiteman, Roscoe and 
Associates);  
2009 (William Rich, Steven 
Grantham) 

S-000886, 
S-009097, 
S-043343 

CRHR  
Code 2S, 
Eligible  

 
Within the 
ROW 

P-12-000365;  
CA-HUM-355/H; 
LLoud Site AL 

Pre-Contact & 
Historic;  Wiyot 
village of Kokte; 
AH04 Refuse 
scatter; AP02 
Lithic scatter; 
AP15 Habitation 
debris; Historic 
Structure  HP15 
Educational 
Building 

1976 (J. Goodrich, California 
State College, Sonoma);  
1977 (William Roop, ARS);  
2013 (William Rich, William Rich 
and Associates) 

S-000660, 
S-000886, 
S-009097, 
S-047310, 
S-14557 

NRHP 
Code 1, 
Listed 
1985;     
CRHR  
Code 2S, 
Eligible; 
1977 

 
Precontact 
element is 
within the 
ROW; 
Building is 
40 Meters 

P-12-002560; 
*#2 old house 
site 

Prehistoric;  
AP15 
(Habitation 
debris) 

2013 (Janet P. Eidsness, THPO 
Blue Lake Rancheria) 

 

Code 2S, 
CRHR 
Eligible; 
2013 

Within the 
ROW  

Charles 
MMonahan-
Dexter House 

Historic;  HP2 
Single Family 
Property 

Office of Historic preservation; 
Historic Properties Data File; 
State of California 

S-14557 

CRHR  
Code 2S, 
Eligible; 
1977 

Parcel: 
Immediately 
Adjacent; 
Building: 12 
Meters 



 

 

*Ownership name omitted for confidentiality 
^ Distance calculated in GIS; based on the Humboldt County APN Map 
 

Prehistoric site constituents include extensive lithic scatters, bedrock milling stations, ground-stone, fire 
affected rock, habitation middens, cairns, repeated-use and permanent villages, and burials. The records 
indicate Late (Wiyot) and Middle precontact period occupation and land uses traditional ethnographic use 
by the Wiyot tribe.  

P-12-000103 (CA-HUM-45/Loud 45) is the Wiyot Village of “Kokte” or “Koktin” or “Goketen (Loud 
1918:294). The deposit is a light to moderate lithic scatter situated on an alluvial terrace. The site 
comprises a biface and biface fragment, groundstone, and 300+ pieces of flake debitage. It was recorded 
in 1976 and updated in 2007. According to L.L. Loud, Site 45 exhibited at least two Wiyot houses and 
twenty-five to thirty inhabitants in 1852. It was a small but permanent Wiyot village at that time, situated 
near a slough navigable by canoe, near the old Indian trail that went around the bay. By 1860 it was 
deserted and the redwood house planks badly rotted. It was then an open space sixty feet across, covered 
with shell and surrounded by a tangled thicket of rose bushes, blackberry bushes, and other shrubs (Loud 
1918). 

P-12-000365 (CA-HUM-355/H, Loud Site AL) is a multi-component site situated on a floodplain terrace 
near Jacoby creek. This site was formally recorded in 1976, and was updated in 1977. The site comprises 
both an ethnographic Wiyot habitation deposit and a schoolhouse built c.1903.   

The historic component of P-12-000365 (CA-HUM-355/H, Loud Site AL) is a local iconic structure known 
as the Second Jacoby Creek School. It was built in 1903 by local contractor W.G. Moha for a cost of $4,200. 
Notable architectural elements include decorative moldings, friezes, ornamental shingles, a full return 
cornice, gables, pyramidal roof, and arches. The precontact component comprises an extensive midden. 
According to Loud (1918) there were several small plank houses here in 1856, one of which was occupied 
by Old Harry, who used to come during the salmon fishing season from Tuluwat (a principal site on Indian 
Island in Humboldt Bay). There was an Indian trail going up to Boynton Prairie and to the ridge where 
acorns were gathered.  It is privately owned and has had many artifacts removed over the years. 
Additional precontact and historic era tools and debris were revealed when the site underwent sewer 
pipe construction monitoring in 2012 (Rich 2013). This structure is listed in the NRHP, the CRHR, and the 
Office of Historic Preservation Historic Properties Directory for Humboldt County. The precontact site has 
been impacted by gardening and construction; the structure has likely been extensively modified inside.  

BBayside Grange 
HHall  

Historic;  HP13 
Community 
Center/Social 
Hall 

Office of Historic preservation; 
Historic Properties Data File; 
State of California 

S-14557 

CRHR 
Code 1CS,  
Listed; 
1977 

Parcel: 
Immediately 
Adjacent; 
Building: 5 
Meters 

Davis Oscar 
NNellist House 

Historic;  HP2 
Single Family 
Property 

Office of Historic preservation; 
Historic Properties Data File; 
State of California 

S-14557 

CRHR 
Code 2S, 
Eligible; 
1977 

Parcel: 
Immediately 
Adjacent; 
Building: 25 
Meters 



 

 

P-12-002560 (*old house site) is a prehistoric habitation area situated on the property of a single-family 
residence on a terrace, overlooking Humboldt Bay. The site was recorded in 2013 and has been impacted 
by gardening and house building. Site is of high sensitivity, comprising a shaped, flanged pestle, obsidian 
flakes, and chert tools.   

The remaining resources are Built Environment representing community and residential structures.   

The Charles Monahan-Dexter House was built in 1912 by Andrew Anvick. Notable architectural elements 
include shiplap siding, hipped roof, and gables. This structure is listed in a Historic Resource Inventory for 
the Old Arcata Road-Myrtle Avenue Corridor which identified historic resources in as part of a proposed 
road improvement project.  This structure is listed in the Office of Historic Preservation Historic Properties 
Directory for Humboldt County. 

The David Oscar Nellist House was built by Mr. Nellist in 1904 in preparation for bringing home his bride, 
Maude Orr. Notable architectural elements include shiplap siding, hipped roof, gables, bay windows, a 
dentil decorated box cornice with a frieze and pediment gable, a geometric stained glass transom, turned 
porch support posts, and decorative cut-out bargeboards and brackets. This structure is listed in a Historic 
Resource Inventory for the Old Arcata Road-Myrtle Avenue Corridor which identified historic resources in 
as part of a proposed road improvement project.  This structure is listed in the Office of Historic 
Preservation Historic Properties Directory for Humboldt County.  

Reports 

Ten cultural resource reports are associated with the OARI-ROW area. Five of the reports were authored 
between 1975 and 1984, with three other manuscripts authored in 2008, 2009, and 2012 respectively.  

Table 2 Reports conducted near project area 

RReport 
Number 

Authors Title Publisher Report Type 
Associated 
Resources/ 

*NRHP Listed  

S-000660  
Katherine 

Flynn; 1977 

Archaeological Site on Old Arcata 
Road and Jacoby Creek Road (ARS 

77-39)   (letter report) 

Archaeological 
Resource 
Service 

Field study *12-000365 

S-000886  
James R. 
Benson; 

1984 

An Archaeological Reconnaissance 
of the Proposed Wastewater 

Interceptor and Treatment Facilities 

Northwest 
Indian Cemetery 

Protective 
Association, Inc. 

Field study  

S-006403  
Barry K. 
Douglas; 

1984 

Archaeological Survey Report for a 
proposed sewage collection system 

for Bayside in Arcata, California 

 Field study  

S-006668  
Barry 

Douglas; 
1984 

Archaeological Survey Report for the 
Bayside Main Post Office Relocation, 

Alternative Two, Arcata, California 

 Excavation, Field 
study 

 

S-009097  
Darlena K. 
Blucher; 

1975 

Report of an Archaeological Field 
Survey of the Old Arcata Road for 
the Department of Public Works, 

County of Humboldt 

Humboldt State 
University 

Field study 

12-000103,   
12-000107,  
12-000108,  
12-000112,  
12-000158, 
*12-000365 



 

 

SS-014557  

Suzie Van 
Kirk & Eric 
Hedlund; 

1977 

An Historic Resources Inventory: The 
Old Arcata Road-Myrtle Avenue 

Corridor 

Natural 
Resources 
Division, 

Humboldt 
County 

Department of 
Public Works 

Architectural 
Historical, Field 

study 

*Numerous 
Historic  Era 

buildings (See 
Appendix F) 

S-014557  
Darlena K. 

Blucher 

Report of an Archaeological Field 
Study of the Old Arcata Road for the 
Department of Public Works, County 

of Humboldt 

Humboldt State 
University Field study  

S-042930  
Donald 

Verwayen; 
2005 

A Cultural Resources Investigation of 
the Beith Creek Culvert Barrier 
Modification Project, Humboldt 

County, California, DF&G #136-R1 

Cultural 
Resources 

Facility, Center 
for Indian 

Community 
Development, 

Humboldt State 
University 

Field study  

S-043343  

Jennifer 
Coats and 
Jennifer 

Burns; 2007 

A Cultural Resources Investigation of 
the Jacoby Creek School Garden 

Project, located in Humboldt 
County, California 

Roscoe and 
Associates, 

Cultural 
Resource 

Consultants 

Excavation, Field 
study 

12-000103 

S-045333  
William Rich; 

2009 

An Archaeological Letter Report 
Prepared for the Arcata Baylands 
Seasonal Wetland #4 Soil Storage 
Location Project, Bayview Ranch, 

Old Arcata Road, Arcata, Humboldt 
County, California (letter report) 

William Rich and 
Associates 

Field study  

S-047310  William Rich; 
2012 

An Archaeological Letter Report 
Prepared for the Emergency Sewer 

Connection Project at the Old 
Jacoby Creek School (APN 501-011-
06) Located in Bayside, Humboldt 
County, California (letter report) 

William Rich and 
Associates 

Excavation, Field 
study 

*12-000365 

S-047310  
William Rich; 

2012 

ADDENDUM to Archaeological 
Letter Report Prepared for the 
Emergency Sewer Connection 

Project at the Old Jacoby Creek 
School (APN 501-011-06) Located in 

Bayside, Humboldt County, 
California (letter report) 

William Rich and 
Associates 

Excavation, Field 
study 

 

S-047310  
William Rich; 

2012 

An Archaeological Monitoring 
Report for an Emergency Sewer 
Connection Project at the Old 

Jacoby Creek School (APN 501-011-
06) Located in Bayside, Humboldt 
County, California (letter report) 

William Rich and 
Associates 

Monitoring  

 

Reports S-006403, and S-047310 document pedestrian survey for the installation of sewer lines. Report 
S-000660 was a pedestrian survey in an attempt to relocate the resource reported in S-000886 (report 
missing). S-006668 is a report of pedestrian survey, hand auguring, and test-pit excavations conducted for 
the construction of a new Bayside Main Post Office. S-009097 reports pedestrian survey for the widening 
of Old Arcata Road. S-014557 reports a summary of architectural styles and conditions along the Old 

�  



 

 

Arcata Road-Myrtle Creek Corridor, and includes report S-009097 and S-000660 as appendices and 
detailed descriptions of historic buildings. S-042930 reports a pedestrian survey for the relocation of a 
culvert and salmonid habitat restoration. S-043343 is a report of pedestrian survey for the excavation of 
a garden area, and S-045333 reports the pedestrian survey of an area for soil storage.  

Due to recent investigations by William Rich and Associates, the Cultural Resource Facility at Humboldt 
State University, and Roscoe and Associates, the precontact elements of the area have been updated to 
professional levels of recordation. 

With regard to architecturally historic resources, report S-014557 provides a good foundation for an 
architectural assessment of the structural resources dating from 1850-1930.     

The results of the initial report inquiry are not sufficient to map which portions of the DE-APE or IE-APE 
have been surveyed to current professional standards. Further archival research would be required to 
determine the actual extent and quality of past cultural resource survey. 

55.2 Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) 
The Sacred Lands File search request was sent by DZC to the NAHC by e-mail on August 25, 2016. The 
NAHC responded on September 15, 2016, stating that the Sacred Lands File search was negative for 
registered Sacred Lands. The NAHC also provided a list of tribal individuals recommended to receive 
project notification and engage in coordination. DZC Consulting sent project notifications to the 
individuals listed by electronic mail, soliciting comments and concerns.  

5.3 Native American Coordination 
On October 7, 2016, DZC met with the City of Arcata, SHN Consulting Engineers and Geologists, and the 
three Tribal Historic Preservation Officers (THPOs) affiliated with the Wiyot traditional cultural territory. 
The THPOs formally represent The Blue Lake Rancheria (Janet Eidsness), The Bear River Band of the 
Rohnerville Rancheria (Erika Cooper), and the Wiyot Tribe (Tom Torma). Discussion centered on the APE, 
potential alternatives for the project (not entirely defined at that time), and potential impacts from 
different approaches. Ms. Eidsness contributed additional information sourced from a tribal site 
sensitivity model. As the NWIC record search had not yet arrived, a future advisement meeting was 
planned.  

On November 11, 2016, DZC met with Bear River THPO Erika Cooper to discuss the NWIC record search 
results and the overall sensitivity of the area. A review of the preliminary project alternatives indicated 
there could be a combination of both no-impact and ground disturbing activities. It was discussed that a 
constraints map would best address the current conditions and facilitate future project decisions.  

5.4 Historic Maps  
General Land Office (GLO) maps for 1855, 1873, and 1890 record the initial surveys resulting in formalized 
sections, township, and range for the project area.  Lentell’s map (1914) reflects the established 
townships, including Bayside.  Belchers 1921 map show numerous land divisions and ownership holdings, 



 

 

reflecting the names of many early Humboldt settlers including Nellist, Monahan, Anvick, Quear, Morton, 
and Carr. 

A review of the United States Geologic Survey (USGS) topographic maps of the area dated 1933, 1942, 
1951, and 1959 (NWIC 2016), and 1948, 1953, 1961, 1966, 1972, and 1974 (National Environmental Title 
Research) reflect approximately fifteen structure adjacent to the ROW from 1933 to 1942, and an increase 
to twenty-three by 1951. Maps from 1957-1966 reflect Post-War subdivision development adjacent to 
the ROW, creating neighborhoods now familiar to modern day residents including Sunnybrae, Baywood, 
and Jacoby Creek. 

55.5 Historic Aerial Photographs 
DZC conducted a review of aerial photos, dated 1956, 1972, 1989, 1993, 2005, 2009, 2010, and 2012 
(NETR).  Photos from 1956 indicate a settlement pattern of rural agricultural farm complexes, single family 
residences, and a local school and post office. Agricultural use appears to be primarily grazing and tilling. 
However, the photos also reflect the further division of agricultural holdings into a neighborhood element 
with approximately fifty-eight additional buildings erected between 1930 and 1956, presumably as mostly 
single family homes. By 1972, the majority of the current configuration and density of homes was 
established, with light infill continuing to present day.  

The road configuration within the project area appears to be relatively unchanged since 1921 (Belcher 
1921), especially from the junction of OAR/Jacoby Creek Road northward to Anderson Lane. Alignments 
changes and widening have occurred where OAR/Bayside Road meets Samoa Blvd and Buttermilk Lane; 
it shows slight reconfiguration and widening to accommodate increased traffic and land use changes, 
particularly around Ganon Slough and Beith Creek. 

  



CURRENT CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT  
The results of archival research, comment solicitation, tribal advisement, previous surveys, and the 
environmental context all contribute to an assessment of the context and sensitivity level for a given 
project area.  

The following summary statements were prepared based on the preceding research and are intended to 
fulfill the consideration of a cultural resource current conditions investigation to support project planning.  

66.1 Assessment of Effects & Study Constraints 
Project designs for the OARI Project are not yet finalized. Therefore, it cannot be firmly determined that 
there is no potential for effects or impacts to cultural resources, nor can specific mitigations be identified 
to negate such effects. However, preliminary recommendations can be made based on the range of 
proposed activities, the available information on historical site usage, and information provided by 
individuals, public agencies and others.    

DE-APE 

The visual narrative of the DE-APE is that of a rural, light agriculture and single-family residential setting. 
Modern streetscape improvements including lights, signage, road construction, and light industrial use 
have added contemporary health, safety, and convenience elements to the corridor and altered the view 
in the immediate corridor, but the original alignment remains largely intact. As expressed by its residents, 
the overall setting, feeling, and visual narrative of the areas is rural and “small town”.  The development 
along the corridor appear to be contemporary and consistent since the late 1940s, with most parcels 
developed or recently constructed within the past 40-60 years. 

RCAA and the City of Arcata have been genuinely seeking community input regarding project design. The 
preliminary information indicates support for the concept of improving safety and self-propelled 
transport, and a favor towards minimal physical and visual infrastructure construction. By implementing 
design elements selected by and important to the contemporary community, it appears the range of 
improvements proposed will be largely consistent with the already developed agricultural and residential 
parcels. It is anticipated that these changes would be minimally noticeable from a general public vantage 
point and would be an inconsequential change to the integrity of the DE-APE as a whole, while improving 
public safety. 

The greatest cultural resource concern for project implementation within the DE-APE is ground 
disturbance and the potential to impact buried archaeological deposits and tribal cultural resources that 
are presently unknown.    

IE-APE 

The IE-APE takes into account the potential visual effects of the proposed improvements within a 
prescribed area. Although the improvements are not yet defined, early community input indicates that 
the community favors minimal visual additions. The range of proposed designs appear to be consistent 



 

 

with the currently installed streetscape improvements and does not initially appear to have the potential 
to create a new effect with regard to the historic landscape, would not significantly alter existing views in 
the area, and would not diminish the significance of historic properties within the IE-APE.  

66.2 Archaeological Sensitivity & Buried Deposit Forecast 
Research indicates that the DE-APE and the IE-APE area both retain a high probability for subsurface  
precontact and historic era archaeological deposits, which may be recognized by the Wiyot area Tribes as 
Tribal cultural resources.  Subsurface historic period improvements, particularly common-era artifacts, 
are likely to be located within the complexes representing the residential and farm complexes. Prehistoric 
resources are likely to be encountered at depths where native, intact soils are encountered that are 
elevated above the former (reclaimed) salt marsh. 

6.3 Native American Advisement   
The THPOs representing the Wiyot traditional cultural territory have conveyed interest in participating in 
project planning and expressed concern for potential impacts to tribal cultural resources from project 
activities. Of primary discussion was the potential for ground disturbance, the possible need of a Tribal 
cultural monitor to observe excavations where buried, but formerly exposed, ground surfaces of A and B 
soil horizons will be breached, the engagement of Environmentally Sensitive Area delineations (appendix 
A, Figure 2) a monitoring plan for project planning (Appendix 3, Figure 3), and the issue of confidentiality 
on a highly visible public project.   

6.4 Previously Recorded or Identified Cultural Resources    
There are properties located within the DE-APE and the IE-APE are identified as National Register or 
California Register-listed or -eligible properties. These are considered historic resources for purposes of 
CEQA and historical properties for review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. 
Addition properties were identified through the Native American Advisement with the THPOs 
representing the traditional cultural territory of the Wiyot Tribe. 

Section 106 of the National Historic preservation Act requires agencies receiving Federal funding, permits, 
or working on Federal lands, 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 National Register of Historic 
Places (36 CFR 800.1). Additionally, cultural resources must be identified and evaluated; effects to historic 
properties must be reduced to acceptable levels through mitigation measures or agreements among 
consulting and interested parties. Historic properties are those resources that are listed in or are eligible 
for listing in the NRHP (36 CFR 60.4; Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2000). 

 In addition, Section 21084.1 of the CEQA Public Resources Code defines historical resources as those that 
are listed, or eligible for listing, in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), or those listed in 
the historical register of a local jurisdiction (county or city).  

By these guidelines, archival research identified the following historic resources within the DE-APE (ROW): 

 



 

 

a.  P-12-002560; Tribal cultural resource Eligible for the CRHR 
b.P-12-000365; Tribal cultural resource Eligible for the CRHR (precontact component) and a 

historic architectural resource (APN 501-011-006) Listed on the NRHP 
c. P-12-000103; Tribal cultural resource Eligible for the CRHR 

Archival research identified the following historic resources within the IE-APE 

d. Jacoby-Wiley-Pardee-Nellist House (APN 500-181-001); CHRH Listed 
e.Harvey David Monahan House House (APN 501-011-002); CHRH Listed 
f. Jacoby-Wiley-Pardee-Nellist House (APN 501-012-012); CHRH Listed 

 

These resources must be treated as historically significant, and therefore given preservation consideration 
in the CEQA, NEPA, and Section 106 processes, unless further investigations provide evidence to the 
contrary (PRC § 5024.1; Title 14 CCR § 4850 et seq; CCR 15064.5(a)(2). A map depicting the location of 
these resources is included in CONFIDENTIAL Appendix E, Resource Location Maps, Figure 3 and Figure 4. 
A map depicting the location of these resources is included in CONFIDENTIAL Appendix E, Resource 
Location Maps, Figure 3 and Figure 4. Appendix E is not for public consumption. Location information 
concerning cultural resources shall be limited to planners within the lead agency, and their agents 
therefore, on a need to know basis and only with explicit permission of the lead agency. 

66.5 Summary of Un-Recorded Historic Resources c.1850-1930    
The architectural survey report by Van Kirk & Hedlund (1978) identifies an additional thirteen parcels with 
a total of eighteen, c.1850-1930, that remain standing adjacent to the ROW, and three historic parcels 
where four structures are no longer extant. The standing resources have been identified at the survey 
level, and have not been formally recorded nor evaluated for the NRHP or the CRHR. However, the initial 
research strongly states that these homes are directly related to families who played important roles in 
the settlement and economic development of the towns of Union, Arcata, Bayside, and in Humboldt 
County. It is recommended that these unevaluated resources be treated as historically significant, unless 
further investigations provide evidence to the contrary (PRC § 5024.1; Title 14 CCR § 4850 et seq; CCR 
15064.5(a)(2)), and therefore protected from project impacts. A map depicting the location of these 
resources is included in CONFIDENTIAL Appendix E, Resource Location Maps, Figure 3 and Figure 4. 
Appendix E is not for public consumption. Location information concerning cultural resources shall be 
limited to planners within the lead agency, and their agents therefore, on a need to know basis and only 
with explicit permission of the lead agency. 

6.6 Summary of Un-Recorded Historic Resources c.1931-1966  
Approximately fifty-eight additional structures dating from the Post-War era (1945-1965) are adjacent to 
the ROW and meet the age threshold for consideration as historic resources. These structures are as of 
yet unsurveyed and unevaluated. The level of effort to identify and evaluate historic resources should be 
commensurate with the level of risk inherent in the project. At this time, the project proposes to conduct 
minimal construction activities within an established streetscape already replete with non-historic period 



 

 

infrastructure including paving, streetlights and utility poles and which have already altered existing views 
in the area. A full scale architectural survey for these structures is not recommended at this time.  

66.7 Establishment of Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs), Type I, Type II, and Type III 
The establishment of Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs) is recommended for the protection of both 
Listed and Eligible resource concerns. To suit both planning and confidentiality purposes, whole parcels 
have been noted without specific resource identification or delineation. Conditions specific to each ESA 
are based on the range of potential project activities, the nature and extent of resources, or the potential 
for resources, within the ESA.  

Type I ESA - NRHP, CRHR, and Tribal Resources 

a) If project design indicates improvements  will involve excavations that will or may penetrate 
buried surfaces soils, notably the A and/or B horizons, the three Wiyot tribes will be consulted 
to: 

(1) Develop and implement a pre-construction archaeological testing plan to include a tribal 
monitor; 

(2) Revise plans to avoid significant archaeological deposits; 
(3) Conduct data recovery excavation where avoidance is not feasible, and/or 
(4) Develop and implement a Monitoring and inadvertent Archaeological Discovery Plan for 

project implementation 
b) Prior to replacing streetscape enhancements in a Type II ESA (lights, benches, road and street 

furnishings, gardens/yards) existing enhancements that contribute to the historic setting of the 
Listed or Eligible resource shall be identified and retained. Or, if the historic streetscape 
elements In the ROW are iconic but extensively deteriorated or unsafe, replacement in kind is 
recommended 

Type II ESA - 1850-1930 Architecturally Historic Structures and Parcels (Potentially Eligible for NRHP/CRHR) 

a) Prior to replacing streetscape enhancements in a Type II ESA (lights, benches, road and street 
furnishings, gardens/yards) existing enhancements that contribute to the historic setting of the 
Listed or Eligible resource shall be identified and retained. Or, if the historic streetscape 
elements In the ROW are iconic but extensively deteriorated or unsafe, replacement in kind is 
recommended 

Treatment guidelines for each ESA should be attached to all design and implementation documents to 
assist in guiding planning efforts. A map depicting recommended ESA delineations is included in Appendix 
A, Figure 2.  

  



RECOMENDATIONS 
This report was prepared to provide a current conditions assessment of known cultural resources and 
recommendations to assist in project planning. Firm recommendations or mitigation measures cannot be 
identified until final project activities are delineated. Therefore, the following discussion and ensuing 
recommendations are made based on locational information and a broad range of potential project 
activities. 

As the Lead Agency, the City of Arcata is recommended to implement the following to fulfil initial 
jurisdictional responsibilities as defined within the PRC, the California Code of Regulations (CCR), and the 
Federal Code of Regulations (FCR). 

77.1 Cultural Resource Measures (CUL-#) for Implementation 
Potential effects to cultural resources can be mitigated to a less than significant level through the 
administration of the following mitigation measures identified herein as “CUL-#”: 

CUL-1: The project shall establish and administer Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESA’s). 
Protective measures, as specified in each type of ESA, shall apply to activities conducted within 
the ESA. ESAs shall be spatially or contextually modified to suit the final design plan or incorporate 
new information. A map denoting the ESAs is included in Appendix A, Figure 2. 
 
CUL-2: Treatment guidelines for each ESA should be attached to all design and implementation 
documents and dispersed to all planning entities to assist in guiding planning efforts. See 
Appendix A, Figure 2 for public planning purposes.   
 
CUL-3: Removal of vegetation within a Type I ESA shall be completed using hand-methods only 
(loppers, chainsaw, hand-saws). Cutting may occur down to ground level but may not include the 
removal of stumps or large stems unless an archaeologist is present. Removal of vegetation within 
a Type I and Type II ESA shall consider the historic horticultural element and its contribution to 
the historic setting before removal.  
 
CUL-4:  To assess impacts or effects to historic or cultural resources and properties under CEQA, 
NEPA, and Section 106, the final design plan will require additional review by the three Wiyot 
THPOs and a qualified archaeologist. 
 
CUL-5:  Should cultural resource monitoring occur during project activities, a full reporting of 
efforts and observances shall be provided to the Lead Agency, to Tribal partners, and to the 
Northwest Information Center at the completion of the Project. 

CUL-6: It is best practice to avoid cultural resources whenever possible. In cases of inadvertent 
(unplanned) discovery of cultural resources or human remains, the following procedures are 
required: 



 

 

(a) If buried cultural materials are encountered during construction, it is required that 
work stop in that area until a qualified archaeologist can evaluate the nature and 
significance of the find [CCR 15064.5(f)]. 

1.  A qualified archaeologist local to the project may be reached at DZC 
Archaeological & Cultural Resource Management (707)-599-9842. 

CUL-7: If human remains are encountered during construction, it is required that work stop 
immediately in that area and notification be made to the Humboldt County Coroner (CCR 
15064.5(e)(1)(A); HSC § 7050.5).  

(b) Contact information for the Chief Deputy Coroner office at the time of this report: 
Humboldt County Coroner,  
I Street, Eureka, CA. 95501 
Phone: 707-445-7242 

(c) If the coroner determines the remains to Native American, the Coroner shall contact 
the NAHC within 24 hours and collaboratively determine the Most Likely Descendant 
[CCR 15064.5(e)(1)(B)] 

77.2 Native American Consultation  
Formal government-to-government consultation is ongoing between the City of Arcata and the three 
Sovereign Tribes (Blue Lake, Bear River, and Wiyot) that identify with the Wiyot traditional cultural 
territory. No government-to-government tribal consultation has been initiated for the Section 106 
Process. As of January 3, 2017, consultations are incompletes and are expected to continue as project 
plans evolve. .  
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Figure 2 Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs)  
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DZC Archaeology & CRM Consulting
2370 Lindstrom Ave
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Old Arcata Road Improvements

 100 Old Arcata Road, south to 1835 Old Arcata Road (1.5 miles)

Humboldt

T6N, R1E, Section 33; T5N, R1E, Section 4

Arcata South

450.00
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Old Arcata Road Improvements
Humboldt

Dimitra Zalarvis-Chase
 6N 1E 33; And T5N,R1E, Section 4

DZC Archaeology & Cultural Resource Managment Consulting
Dimitra Zalarvis-Chase
2370 Lindstrom Ave

Fairhaven 95564
(707) 599-9842

dimitrazc@gmail.com

The city of Arcata is seeking to improve safety and access along a portion of Old Arcata Road. This
phase encompasses planning and research to identify cultural or historic resources of concern along
the improvement route.

✔
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2016-4 
April 18, 2016 
  
REQUEST FOR SACRED LANDS SEARCH 

TO: Native American Heritage Commission 
FROM: Dimitra Zalarvis-Chase, Registered Professional Archaeologist 

DZC Archaeology & CRM Consulting 
CONTACT 
INFORMATION: 

Phone: 707-599-9842 
Email: dimitrazc@gmail.com 

PROPOSED 
PROJECT: 

Old Arcata Road Improvements 

SITE LOCATION: Arcata South;  T6N, R1E, Section 33; T5N,R1E, Section 4 
SITE SIZE:  1.5 miles 

 
The City of Arcata is preparing a community-driven plan for improving access and safety on Old Arcata Road in 
Humboldt County, CA. Cultural resource information will assist in identify elements for avoidance, preservation, or 
mitigation during the design process.  
 
DZC Consulting is conducting the Sacred Lands File records search and solicitation of comments pursuant to Section 
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the California Environmental Quality Act. DZC Consulting would 
appreciate any information you can provide regarding cultural resources in the area, Native American groups, or 
interested parties that we may contact for more information. You may respond by phone, letter, or e-mail.  
 
Thank You for your assistance. 
 
Dimitra Zalarvis-Chase, M.A., RPA 
Owner/Principal Investigator - DZC Archaeology & Cultural Resource Management Consulting
 
Exhibit A – Project Location 
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Architectural History Report No. 14557  
 

 

 











































































































































































































































S-14457 a














































































