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Adobe Construction

The predominant mode of construction before the population boom of the 1880s was adobe. The benefits of
adobe construction include climatic considerations. As a slow conductor of heat, adobe structures
maintained a stable interior temperature despite wide climate fluctuations. Adobe structures were relatively
small and consisted of only a few rooms, usually rectangular in plan, but less commonly L-, U-, or H-shaped.
Ideally, adobe structures were constructed on high ground near a fresh water source. Stones cleared from
the site were often used in the foundation. Made from readily available materials, adobe bricks were
composed from mixture of water, earth, and clay found near the home site combined with straw or horse hair
and sand to hold the mixture together. The mud-like substance was then poured into rectangular wood
frames, typically 18 inches by 24 four inches, and formed into bricks that were spread out and allowed to
partially dry. At that point, the frames were removed, leaving the adobe brick to dry completely in the sun.

When the bricks were dry they were stacked on the foundation to create thick walls and held together with a
mud mixed with sand. Traditionally, Southern California adobes were single-story buildings. By the mid-
1800s, larger, more elaborate adobes and two-story adobes started to appear. Primitive adobes houses had
thatched roofs made from tree branches or tules (swamp rushes). Later roofs were made from wood beams
and planks. Brea was used to caulk the space between the planks. Generally roofs were flat but in the 1860s,
adobes began adopting gabled roofs covered with wood shake. Although interior floors were initially packed
earth, they were later lined with clay tile. Plaster was applied to walls. While this form of construction is
generally quite durable, heavy rains can easily melt the walls without sufficient protection.

Summary of Historic Significance of the Adobe

The Michael White Adobe was assessed in 1977 and found eligible for listing in the National Register under
criterion B for its association with Michael White. The Historical Resources Technical Report confirms that
finding of significance and eligibility. As evidenced by his oral history in 1877, Michael White was witness and
participant to events pivotal to the development of Los Angeles County and Southern California.
Constructing and residing at the property for 33 years, from 1845 until 1878, the project site is the only extant
property directly associated with Michael White. As the property is National Register eligible under criterion
B, it is also California Register eligible under criterion 2 for the period 1845-1878, when White lost the
property in the sheriff’s sale.

The project site is eligible for listing in the California Register under criterion 1 for its rare and unique property
type as one of 39 remaining adobe houses in Los Angeles County. With only 39 examples, some of which
are significantly altered, extant adobe structures are an increasingly rare and important building type. The
Adobe is also California Register—eligible for its method of construction under criterion 3. The period of
significance for eligibility under criteria 1 and 3 is 1845, the construction date. Despite alterations, the project
site continues to express its adobe construction through its form, thick walls, and deep openings.

While National Register eligibility under criterion A and C was considered, given losses of design, materials,
workmanship and setting, the property was found to only meet California Register integrity standards, which
allow for some loss of integrity.

The project site was designated a local historical landmark as one of the oldest buildings in San Marino. The
only other building from this period is the Old Mill. This significance corresponds with National and California
register criterion A/1, “associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns
of our history.” This presumptive significance aligns with application of California Register criterion 1 noted
above.
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Due to the age of the Adobe and the length of residency by Michael White and his family, there is the
potential that the property could be eligible under criterion 4 for its ability to yield information important in
history, specifically the adobe foundations as evidence of archaic construction technique or household
artifacts as evidence of 19th and early 20th century domestic use. Additional research by a Register of
Professional Archaeologists (RPA)-certified historic archaeologist would be required to document this
significance. However, given the high probability the site would yield significant information potential, it is
found California Register—eligible under criterion 4 for historic archaeology with a period of significance of
1845-circa 1920s, when sewer systems became prevalent.

Character-Defining Features of the Adobe

Based on alterations to the subject property described in detail above, it appears that character-defining
features are limited to the adobe walls. All other features appear to have been replaced or restored during
the 1952-1956 restoration, including plaster finishes. Although some time has passed (53 years) since the
restoration, none of the alterations appear to have taken on significance, as they do not date from the period
of significance when Michael White and his family resided at the subject property (1845-1878).

Integrity of the Adobe

In addition to meeting one of the four criteria of the National or California Registers, a property must also
retain sufficient integrity to convey its historic significance. A property either retains its integrity, the physical
and visual characteristics necessary to convey its significance, or it does not. The seven aspects of integrity
are location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. To retain its historic integrity,
a property must possess several, and usually most, of these aspects.

¢ Location. The subject property retains its integrity of location, as it has not been moved. In addition,
the subject property retains its integrity of design.

o Design. As seen in historical photographs, the existing form, plan, space, structure, and style of the
subject property reflects its earlier period.

e Setting. Its integrity of setting (defined in part as relationships between buildings and other features,
or open space), has been significantly compromised by surrounding athletic facilities, specifically
construction of a swimming pool on two sides. Construction of the school and facilities obliterated
any sense of an earlier rural setting of vineyards or orchards.

e Materials. The subject property generally retains its integrity of materials. lts most important
material, adobe brick, is still evident in interpretive panels as well as in the deep openings for
windows and doors.

o Workmanship. As the adobe construction is still evident, the subject property also generally retains
integrity of workmanship, or evidence of artisans’ labor and skill in constructing or altering a
building.

* Feeling of Association. Despite the loss of setting, the subject property’s feeling—or presence of
physical features that, taken together, convey the property’s original character—is still present. For
its integrity of association to be retained, the property must be sufficiently intact to convey its earlier
relationships to an observer. Comparing it with historical photographs, subject property appears to
retain sufficient integrity of association.
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Although there have been substantial physical alterations to the subject property since it was constructed, it
appears to retain sufficient integrity to convey its significance and appears to retain its general form and
structure from its period of significance.

5.1.3 Archaeological Resources

As part of their investigation, Chattel Architecture, Planning, and Preservation requested a search of the
archaeological records of the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) at California State
University, Fullerton. These records catalogue archaeological finds throughout the region. The SCCIC found
no record of archaeological resources on the project site or within a quarter-mile radius of the project site.
However, the SCCIC found that, while no records of archaeological resources were found, the project site
could contain archaeological resources due to the presence of the Michael White Adobe. Due to
confidentiality agreements, the full results of the SCCIC records search cannot be reproduced in this
document.

Additionally, archaeological resources related to the construction of the building may exist at the project site.
Chattel concluded that the site is eligible under criterion 4 of the California Register, for historical
archaeology, such as the foundations of the building and household artifacts as evidence of 19th and early
20th century domestic use.

NAHC was contacted, and a search of the Sacred Lands Files was requested. The NAHC indicated that no
known Native American resources were identified. However, the NAHC recommended that local tribes be
contacted, and provided a list of Native American representatives. Each of the representatives was
contacted. One response was received, from Johntommy Rosas on behalf of the Tongva Ancestral Territorial
Tribal Nation. This response stated that archaeological resources and human remains could be found on the
project site. The correspondence with the NAHC and Johntommy Rosas is included in Appendix E, Agency
Information Requests.

5.1.4 Paleontological Resources

The Natural History Museum (NHM) of Los Angeles County maintains a database of vertebrate fossil finds
throughout southern California. The NHM was contacted, and a search of their database was requested. Dr.
McLeod, Vertebrate Paleontology, at the NHM indicated that, according to their research, the very northern
portion of the project area includes surficial deposits composed of older Quaternary Alluvium, while the
majority of the project area has surficial deposits composed of younger Quaternary Alluvium, primarily
derived as fan deposits from the San Gabriel Mountains to the north or possibly as fluvial deposits from
drainages in the area. These younger Quaternary Alluvium deposits typically do not contain significant
vertebrate fossils, at least in the uppermost layers, but they are likely underlain, possibly at relatively shallow
depths, by deposits of older Quaternary Alluvium.

The NHM has indicated that fossils have been recovered from these deposits of older Quaternary Alluvium
relatively near the project site, in Eagle Rock.

5.1.5 Thresholds of Significance

According to Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines, a project would normally have a significant effect on the
environment if the project would:

C-1 Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource pursuant to
Section 15064.5.
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C-2 Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to Section 15064.5.

C-3 Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature.
C-4 Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries.

The Initial Study, included as Appendix A, substantiates that impacts associated with the following threshold
would be less than significant:

e Threshold C-4
This impact will not be addressed in the following analysis.
5.1.6 Environmental Impacts

The following impact analysis addresses thresholds of significance for which the Initial Study disclosed
potentially significant impacts. The applicable thresholds are identified in brackets after the impact statement.

IMPACT 5.1-1: THE PROPOSED PROJECT WOULD IMPACT THE MICHAEL WHITE ADOBE, AN
IDENTIFIED HISTORIC RESOURCE. [THRESHOLD C-1]

Impact Analysis: CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 provides direction on determining significance of
impacts to archaeological and historical resources. Generally, a resource shall be considered “historically
significant” if the resource meets the criteria for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources
(Pub. Res. Code Section 5024.1, Title 14 CCR, Section 4852), including the following:

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

e |s associated the with lives of persons important in our past;

o Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region or method of construction, or
represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values; or

e Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

According to CEQA Guidelines, a project would result in a significant impact to historical resources if it would
cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource as defined in Section
15064.5(b). A substantial adverse change is defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(4)(b)(1), as
“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.” The significance of an historical
resource is materially impaired, according to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(4)(b)(2), when a project:

(A) Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics of an historical
resource that convey its historical significance and that justify its inclusion in, or eligibility for,
inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources; or

(B) Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics that account for
its inclusion in a local register of historical resources pursuant to Section 5020.1 (k) of the Public
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Resources Code or its identification in an historical resources survey meeting the requirements of
Section 5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code, unless the public agency reviewing the effects of
the project establishes by a preponderance of the evidence that the resource is not historically or
culturally significant; or

(C) Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics of an historical
resource that convey its historical significance and that justify its eligibility for inclusion in the
California Register of Historical Resources as determined by a lead agency for purposes of CEQA.

CEQA Guidelines also specify a means of evaluating the relative significance of projectimpacts on historical
resources. CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(b)(3) state:

Generally, a project that follows the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic
Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic
Buildings or the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for
Rehabilitating Historic Buildings (Secretary’s Standards, Weeks and Grimmer, 1995), shall be
considered as mitigated to a level of less than a significant impact on the historical resource.

Compliance with the Secretary’s Standards indicates that a project may have a less than significant impact
on a historical resource. The converse of this does not hold; that is, failure to comply with the Secretary’s
Standards is not, by definition, a significant impact under CEQA. CEQA recognizes that alterations that are
not consistent with the Secretary’s Standards may still not result in significant impacts to the historical
resource. Therefore, the significance of project impacts on a historical resource can be evaluated by
determining:

e Whether a project is in conformance with the Secretary’s Standards (less than significant impact);

e Whether a project is in substantial conformance with the Secretary’s Standards and does not result
in material impairment (less than significant impact);

o Or whether a project is not in conformance with the Secretary’s Standards and results in material
impairment (significant impact).

For purposes of this analysis, the following are thresholds for determining if the project will result in a
historically significant impact:

1. It results in alteration of an historical resource that is not in conformance with the Secretary’s
Standards and results in material impairment of the resource.

2. ltresults in a change of the character of the historical resource’s setting, through the introduction of
visual, atmospheric or audible elements that are not in conformance with the Secretary’s Standards,
and results in material impairment of the resource’s setting.

The proposed project would demolish the Adobe building. Demolition of the Adobe would materially impair
the qualities that make the historical resource significant and render it ineligible for listing in the National and
California Registers. Demolition activities would also disturb the soil surface surrounding and beneath the
building and likely harm potentially significant subsurface cultural resources, including archaic construction
techniques that may be found in the foundation, footing, or other materials bearing on native soil that support
the adobe walls. In addition, evidence of domestic use may be disturbed. Thus, demolition would be a
significant impact to both historical and archaeological resources under CEQA.
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IMPACT 5.1-2: DEVELOPMENT OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT COULD IMPACT
ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES. [THRESHOLD C-2]

Impact Analysis: The proposed project would require ground-disturbing activities at the project site. While
the SCCIC and the NAHC indicated that there are no records of archaeological resources on the project site
or in the immediate area, the SCCIC indicated that is possible that archaeological artifacts associated with
the Adobe are buried at the site. As described above, a Native American representative contacted for the
proposed project stated that Native American artifacts may be located at the site. Furthermore,
archaeological resources related to the construction of the building and evidence of domestic use may exist
at the project site. The foundations of the building may reveal archaeological artifacts related to archaic
construction techniques and household artifacts may reveal evidence of 19th and early 20th century
domestic use. The proposed project may impact undiscovered archaeological resources.

IMPACT 5.1-3: DEVELOPMENT OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT COULD IMPACT
PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES. [THRESHOLD C-3]

Impact Analysis: The proposed project would require ground-disturbing activities at the project site. As
stated above, the NHM has indicated that fossils may be found in deposits of older Quaternary Alluvium
underlying the project site. The letter from Dr. McLeod at the NHM states that:

Surface grading or very shallow excavations in the younger Quaternary Alluvium exposed in
the proposed project area probably will not uncover significant vertebrate fossil remains.
Deeper excavations that extend into older Quaternary deposits, however, may well
encounter significant fossil vertebrate specimens.

As the proposed project would require ground-disturbing activities, it is possible that older Quaternary
deposits could be disturbed. Undiscovered paleontological resources may be impacted by required ground
disturbing activities.

5.1.7 Cumulative Impacts

A project would have a cumulatively considerable impact on cultural resources if it contributes to the
cumulative loss of significant historical or archaeological resources. As described in the Environmental
Setting and listed in Table 5.1-1, Ranchos in Southern California, the Michael White adobe is 1 of 6 adobe
houses in the project vicinity, and 1 of 39 ranchos in southern California. These Adobes are increasingly
threatened with demolition, and the loss of the Adobe would contribute to the cumulative loss of these
remaining historical resources. The demolition of the Adobe would be cumulatively considerable and its loss
would constitute an adverse and significant cumulative impact.

5.1.8 Existing Regulations

National Historic Preservation Act

National Register of Historic Resources

California Public Resources Code

California Register of Historical Resources

City of San Marino Local Register of Historic Resources
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5.1.9 Level of Significance Before Mitigation
Without mitigation, the following impacts would be potentially significant:
e Impact 5.1-1 The proposed project would impact the Michael White Adobe.
e Impact5.1-2 The proposed project would require ground-disturbing activities, which

could impact undiscovered archaeological resources.

Impact 5.1-3 The proposed project would require ground-disturbing activities, which

could impact undiscovered paleontological resources.

Cumulative Impacts The proposed project would contribute to the cumulative loss of historical

adobe buildings in the area.

5.1.10 Mitigation Measures

Impact 5.1-1

1-1

The San Marino Unified School District shall engage a professional architectural photographer
and an architectural historian meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications
Standards (Architectural Historian) to implement Historic American Building Survey (HABS)
Level Il documentation of the current status of the Michael White Adobe and its setting
consisting of both photographs and a written narrative. The Architectural Historian shall direct
the photographer to take images that duplicate views shown in the 1936 HABS documentation
as well additional views. No less than 15 photographs shall be used to document the current
status of the Adobe and its setting. The photographs shall be large format, 4-inch by 5-inch,
black-and-white negatives (two sets), contact prints (one set), and 8-inch by 10-inch prints (two
sets). All shall be archivally processed and prints shall be made on fiber-based paper. Two
original negatives shall be made at the time the photographs are taken. One set of negatives
shall travel with set of contact prints to the National Park Service for entry into the HABS
collection in the Library of Congress; the second set of negatives shall be transmitted to the San
Marino Public Library along with one set of 8-inch by 10-inch prints. A second set of 8-inch by
10-inch prints shall be transmitted to the San Marino Historical Society. The written narrative
shall reformat the information contained in this assessment and be transmitted to all the
repositories named. Photocopies of the previous HABS documentation, including drawings and
photographs prepared in 1936, shall be transmitted to both the San Marino Public Library and
San Marino Historical Society along with the contemporary work. The draft documentation shall
be assembled by the Architectural Historian and submitted to the District Superintendent or
designee for review and approval prior to submittal to the repositories. The District
Superintendent or designee shall accept the final documentation prior to work on the Adobe
site. If the plaque on a pedestal is removed from its existing location, the District Superintendent
or designee shall approve final relocation plans for the plaque to ensure the Adobe site is
interpreted.

The period furnishings, ephemera, and other personal property contained within the Adobe
appear to be the property of the San Marino Historical Society and shall be returned to the
owner or set aside prior to commencement of any construction activity, including demolition and
site preparation, on the property.
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Impact 5.1-2

1-3 The San Marino Unified School District shall engage a Register of Professional Archaeologists
(RPA) certified archaeologist (Archaeologist) to prepare a predictive archaeological model and
treatment plan, including a monitoring program. The treatment plan shall include a plan for
recovery of significant information, including documentation of any foundations, footings, or
other subsurface evidence of adobe construction and 19th and early 20th century domestic use.
The Archaeologist shall implement the treatment plan by monitoring construction activities on
the Adobe site at all times that ground-disturbing work is under way. Artifacts recovered from the
Adobe site shall be made available to local repositories, including the San Marino Historical
Society, Old Mill Foundation, and Huntington Library. However, the recovered artifacts may be
disposed of if no local repository is willing or able to accept them. The draft predictive
archaeological model and treatment plan shall be assembled by the Archaeologist and
submitted to the District Superintendent or designee for review and approval and the District
Superintendent or designee shall accept the final predictive archaeological model and treatment
plan prior to work on the Adobe site. The final report documenting information and artifact
recovery shall be submitted to the District Superintendent or designee for review and approval
and, when approved, shall be transmitted to the South Central Coastal Information Center at
California State University, Fullerton for entry into the records of the California Historical
Resources Information System.

Impact 5.1-3

1-4 If paleontological soils are uncovered during grading, a paleontological monitor shall also be
retained by the District, upon the archaeological monitor’s request, to oversee ground-disturbing
activities, including but not limited to all grading, excavation, and site preparation. The
paleontological monitor shall have the authority to halt any activities adversely impacting
potentially significant resources. Should fossil-bearing formations be uncovered, the monitor
shall professionally collect any specimens without impeding development. Any paleontological
artifacts recovered shall be preserved, as determined necessary by the project paleontologist,
and offered to an accredited and permanent scientific institution for the benefit of current and
future generations. This mitigation measure shall also apply to trenching for utilities, geological
testing, and any other ground-disturbing activities associated with the proposed project.

5.1.11 Level of Significance After Mitigation
Impact 5.1-1

Demolition of the Michael White Adobe cannot be accomplished in conformance with the Secretary’s
Standards, and demolition by its nature is material impairment of the historical resource. Furthermore, as
provided in CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(b)(2), documentation will not reduce significant directimpacts
of the demolition of the Adobe to a less than significant level. Therefore, demolition of the Adobe will
constitute a substantial adverse change in significance of a historical resource, and potential impacts to the
historical resource would remain adverse and significant.

Impacts 5.2-2 and 5.1-3

Recovery of scientifically consequential information would reduce potentially significant impacts to
archaeological and paleontological resources associated with earth-moving activities to a less than
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significant level. Therefore, with application of Mitigation Measures 1-4 and 1-5, impacts to undiscovered
archaeological and paleontological resources would be reduced to levels below significance.

Cumulative Impacts
The loss the Adobe would contribute to the cumulative loss of the remaining historical resources in the area.

The demolition of the Adobe would remain cumulatively considerable after mitigation, and cumulative
impacts would remain adverse and significant.
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