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REVISED
PHASE 1-2 HISTORIC RESOURCES AND RURAL
HISTORIC LANDSCAPE STUDY '
LAS VARAS RANCH
GOLETA, CALIFORNIA

1. INTRODUCTION

The following Revised Phase 1-2 Historic Resources and Rural Historic Landscape Study
for the Las Varas Ranch in Goleta was requested by Susan Petrovich of Brownstein
Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP to assess the significance of the buildings on the property,
determine if the property qualifies as a Rural Historic Landscape and assess any
potential impacts posed by the proposed project. This report meets the County of Santa
Barbara requirements for a Phase 1-2 Historic Resources Study and National Park
Service guidelines for a Rural Historic Landscape Study. Ronald L. Nye, architectural
historian, and Alexandra C. Cole of Preservation Planning Associates, collaborated in
the preparation of this report.

2, PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project is under review by the County of Santa Barbara for a potential lot line
adjustment and land division. The project currently includes the designation of seven
{7) development envelopes within the boundaries of the 1,800-acre Las Varas Ranch.
This assessment will focus on one portion of the ranch: the area between Highway 101
on the north and the Pacific Ocean on the south, consisting of approximately 520 acres.
This area contains five proposed building envelopes. One, No. 5, is situated in the
southeast portion of the study area and has already been developed with a modern
single-family dwelling. Envelope No. 4, located near the eastern bank of Gato Creek and
Canyon, contains a group of older ranch buildings within its boundaries. No buildings
or structures are located in the remaining three proposed envelopes. The proposed
development envelopes would each allow for a single family dwelling and accessory
buildings.

3. SITE DESCRIPTION

The rural project site is located in the unincorporated area of Santa Barbara County west
of the City of Goleta. The project study area features two small groups of ranch
buildings surrounded by agricultural land. The irregularly-shaped study area is
bounded on the north by Highway 101 and on the south by the Pacific Ocean. The
western boundary is Las Llagas Canyon and the eastern boundary is Las Varas Canyon.
Gato Canyon and Creek traverse the site on a generally north-south axis in the western
portion of the study site. (See Project Boundary and Vicinity Map, Appendix 1)
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One of the building clusters, located on the west side of Las Varas Canyon, will be
designated Area 1, although it and the land extending approximately three-quarters of a
mile to the west is known historically as “Las Varas Ranch.” The other cluster, which is
found on the east side of Gato Canyon and includes the land that extends west to Las
Llagas Canyon, will be designated Area 2, although it is traditionally referred to as
“Edwards Ranch.” For purposes of this inventory and assessment report, the study
property as a whole will be called simply Las Varas Ranch. (See Rural Historic
Landscape Boundaries Map, Appendix 2)

4. BUILDING DESCRIPTION

Areal

This area is located in the northeastern corner of the study site, approximately one-
quarter mile south of Highway 101. It contains nine buildings: four that were
inventoried and assessed for significance and five that were not surveyed due to their
recent construction or utilitarian materials or style.

1. Staff Cottage No. 1

This is an irregular-shaped, vernacular style building built between 1910 and 1920. The
original portion of the single story, wood frame building is side-gabled with parallel
gables that are moderately-sloped and covered with composition shingles. The eaves
are open with moderate overhangs. Additions to the north and west elevations have
shed roofs covered with rolled composition roofing, while a carport addition on the west
elevation has corrugated metal roofing. The original portion and an addition on the
north have post and pier foundations, while the addition on the west side sits on a
continuous concrete footing. The siding throughout is board and batten. The southeast
corner of the cottage contains a cutaway porch that has been enclosed with board and
batten siding and a screened door and window.

The east elevation features two windows with aluminum sliding sashes and wood
frames and moldings; a wood-sashed casement window; a screened door leading into a
wood plank porch with wood steps; and a metal smokestack on the roof slope. A
window with sliding aluminum sashes is found on the north side, and moving right, on
one of the additions, a fixed, ten-light wood-framed window, followed by a boarded
over, wood-framed window at the northwest corner. A four-post, wood frame carport
with a concrete driveway dominates the west elevation. In addition to the carport, the
elevation includes a double door entrance containing two wood, five-paneled doors; two
twelve-light, fixed wood-framed windows separated and bracketed by blank wood
* panels; and a small bathroom addition whose window has been removed. The south
elevation features two windows with aluminum sliding sashes and wood frames and
- moldings, a porch window with no glazing and vents below the gables. The building is
in good condition.
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2. Staff Cottage No, 2

This cottage is located a few feet to the southwest of Staff Cottage No. 1. Although itis
smaller than the first cottage, it retains the same vernacular style and materials, and was
built between 1910 and 1920. 1t is side-gabled with a moderately-sloped roof topped
with composition shingles and has overhanging, open eaves. The cottage’s walls are
board and batten and its foundation is post and pier. There is a cutaway porch at the
northeast corner that includes a wood plank landing, a wood railing and wood steps.
The north elevation features a wood door with a ten-light window; two sliding wood-
framed windows, one with two four-light sashes and one with two single-light sashes; a
small, paneled wood door accessed by wood steps; and a metal smokestack on the roof
slope. A small bathroom addition with v-board siding, a shed roof and small window
extends from the west elevation. The remaining fenestration on the cottage includes
double hung windows on the west and south elevations, metal-sashed sliding windows
on the west, south and east elevations, and casements on the south elevation. The
building is in good condition. :

3. Storage Shed No. 1

This small metal shed is located a few feet to the southeast of Staff Cottage No. 2. Due to
its recent construction and utilitarian purpose, it was not surveyed.

4. Foreman's House

This vernacular style house, which was built about 1910, is located east of the two staff
cottages. The single-story building is side-gabled with a moderately-sloped roof, open
eaves and composition roofing. It has wood shingle siding. The foundationisa
combination of post and pier and continuous concrete footing. The house is irregularly-
shaped, with additions on its west, east and north elevations. A flat-roofed addition
extends from the west elevation, containing a single doorway and adjacent wood-sashed
casement window, followed by an aluminum-sashed sliding window. The original
portion of the west elevation features a wood-framed, triple window with a single plate
glass pane in the middle flanked by aluminum-sashed sliders. To the rightisa
wraparound ribbon window with wood frames and molding, and four two-light, fixed-
sashes on the west side and two of the same type on the south side. A red brick chimney
protrudes from the west slope of the roof near its ridge. The south elevation contains a
vent with louvers below the gable, a small window with an aluminum sliding sash and a.
large two-light, fixed-sash window with wood framing and molding.

A partial-width, shed-roofed porch on the southeast corner of the building features post-
and-beam supports with a wood plank landing, steps, railing and spindles. Below the
porch, facing east, are two wood-framed, 1/1 double hung windows, followed by a
doorway, facing south. Adjacent to the door is a wood-framed wraparound window
with fixed, four-light sashes, and facing east, a wood-framed sliding window. To the
right of the porch on the east elevation is a shed-roofed addition with a wood-framed,
ribbon window containing four sashes with single fixed lights. A prominent feature on
the north elevation is a centered, shed-roofed bay addition containing wood-framed
wraparound windows on each corner. Concrete steps to the left of the bay indicate that
3
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an entrance was once located above the steps. To the east of the bay, on the east-
extending addition, there is a doorway with an adjacent window containing two single-
pane, fixed sashes. There are windows on both sides of the bay with aluminum, sliding
sashes, followed by a casement window on the west-extending addition. The louvered
vent below the gable is partially obscured by an exterior-mounted air conditioner. The
building is in good condition.

5. Re_pair Garage

This is a vernacular one-story, rectangular-shaped building built between 1910 and 1920.
It is located south of the Foreman’s House. Set on a concrete foundation, it has board
and batten siding, and a side-gabled roof covered with corrugated metal. There are two
double, board and batten sliding doors on the west elevation. The doorway in the center
is significantly larger than the one to its right. The north elevation contains a single,
double-sized sliding board and batten door. An open shed with a metal roof and posts
extends from the east side, and a lean-to is located on the south elevation. Identical
windows, containing fixed, 10-pane sashes, have been installed on the east and south
elevations. The building is in good condition.

6. Horse Barn

This is a metal barn that is Iocated to the northwest of the Repair Garage. Due to its
recent construction and utilitarian purpose, it was not surveyed.

7. Storage Shed No. 2

Located a few feet north of the Horse Bamn, this plywood-sided building, due to its
recent construction and utilitarian purpose, was not surveyed.

8. Cattle Shed

This is another plywood-sided building. It is located among the cattle corrals, southeast
of the Repair Garage. Due to its recent construction and utilitarian purpose, it was not
surveyed.

9. Residence

This residence, which does not qualify for assessment due to its relatively recent date of
construction, is located approximately one-quarter mile southwest of the Staff Cottages.
It was not surveyed.

Area2

This area is located in the western half of the study site, approximately one-half mile
west of Area 1 and, with the exception of one structure, lies one-quarter mile south of
Highway 101. It contains eight buildings and structures: five buildings and one
structure that were inventoried and assessed for significance and two buildings, due to
their recent construction or utilitarian materials or style, that were not surveyed.

4
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1. Water Tank Tower

This structure is located approximately 125 feet south of Highway 101 on the mesa west
of Gato Canyon. It consists of a wood tower approximately twenty feet in height
topped by a rectangular-shaped, wood platform about 16" by 18’ in dimension. The
platform is supported by nine 6” by 6” posts that are resting on concrete piers and cross-
braced with wood planks. The wood stave water tank that once rested on the platform
is missing. A wood plank ladder is attached on the north side. The structure appears to
have been built by the U.S. Army in 1944 to provide water for a short-lived prisoner of
war camp erected a short distance to the west.? The structure is in poor condition.

2. Staff Cottage

This is a one-story, irregularly-shaped building in a vernacular style that likely dates to
the 1880s. At least four additionis have been made to the original building over the

. years. Itis wood-framed, sided with a mix of board and batten, clapboard, and

plywood, and has composition roofing. The original portion, at its southern end, is side-
gabled with a moderately steep roof pitch, while the additions are shed-roofed. The

- south elevation has board and batten siding and a full-width porch-roof; but only a

small landing on its east end. The porch landing accesses a single eniry wood door
containing a single-pane window above three panels. To the left of the porch landing is
a small, single-paned window with wood sash and frame. Plywood sheaths the original
cottage skirting and post and pier foundation. The west elevation features board and
batten siding below the gable with a sawtooth design cut on the bottom of the boards at
the base of the gable. Clapboard siding is found below the gable base, where it extends
seamlessly northward onto the first shed-roof addition. A plywood-sided wing with a
collapsed roof extends to the west. Fenestration on the west elevation includes an
aluminum-sashed sliding window in a wood frame on the original cottage element; a
small casement on the first addition; and a fixed, two-light aluminum-sashed window
on the derelict west-extending wing.

The north elevation reveals three of the cottage’s four additions. The west-extending
wing addition has a window that is partially boarded and lacks glazing, and moving
east, another addition contains tongue and groove siding with a small casement window
and collapsing shed roof. On the east, the third visible addition has board and batten
siding, a shed roof with badly-deteriorated composition roofing, and a centered door
bracketed by windows. The wood door resembles that on the south elevation and
contains a single light above three panels. Each window has wood frames and
moldings, and their fixed sashes contain six wavy-patterned lights. Extending overhead
from this addition is a derelict patio cover with a wood frame and corrugated fiberglass
roofing. The east elevation contains the board and batten-sided addition, and moving
south, a clapboard-sided addition followed by the original gabled cottage, also with
clapboard siding. Exposed vertical board siding on the oldest cottage segment indicates
that the clapboards were probably placed over initial board and batten siding. All three
elements have aluminum-sashed, sliding windows. The largest window is found on the
original cottage, and it is offset to the right. A small, derelict outbuilding with gabled

1 Justin M. Ruhge, Looking Back (Goleta, CA: Quantum Imaging Associates, 1991), 160-183.
5
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roof that dates to the late nineteenth or early twentieth centuries is Iocated close to the
cottage on its west side. Overall, the two buildings are in very poor condition.

3, Utlity Building

This is a metal utility and storage building that is located south of the Staff Cottage. Due
to its recent construction and utilitarian purpose, it was not surveyed.

4. Barn No. 1

This is the largest of three older barns in Area 2. Probably built in the 1920s and used for
storing baled hay, it is front-gabled with a moderately-pitched roof and slightly
overhanging eaves. The barn is wood-framed, and its walls and roofing are made of
corrugated metal. Its foundation consists of poured in place concrete footing. The door
arrangement is identical on its gable ends: a large double sliding door in the center with
smaller single sliding doors on both sides. The double doors on the east elevation are
corrugated metal, while the double doors on the west side are board and batten. Both
smaller doors are corrugated metal on the east side, while on the west side the door on
the north end is corrugated metal and its opposite is wood plank. Hinged, corrugated
metal hay doors are found in the gables above the double doors on the east and west
elevations. Five square openings designed to open as sliding windows have been cut
into the corrugated siding of the south elevation. The barn was built on a south-sloping
gradient, exposing a significant portion of its foundation on its south elevation. The
building is in good condition.

5, Barn No. 2

Located a few feet to the southeast of Barn No. 1, this small building was also likely built
in the 1920s. Itis front-gabled with raised seam metal roofing and overhanging eaves.
Its walls are made of board and batten (with twelve-inch wide boards) on its north and
south sides, and corrugated metal on its east and west sides. The barn has a concrete
foundation. The only openings in its walls are a wood plank door on its north elevation,
a plywood door on its south elevation and louvered vents in both gables. The building
is in poor to moderate condition.

6. Barm No. 3

This barn is located a few feet east of Barn No. 2. It is smaller and older than the prior
building, and probably dates to the late nineteenth century. The barn is gabled with a
steeply-pitched roof that is covered with corrugated metal roofing. The eaves have a
wide overhang. The siding consists of board and batten with a varying board width that
ranges generally between fifteen and eighteen inches, with a few that are narrower.
There are numerous wood and tin patches on the walls. The building has no
foundation. There is a wood plank door on its north elevation with saw cuts indicating
that the doorway was once larger. The west side features a standard wood door with six
panels and a window opening covered by a crude wood grating. The building is in
poor condition.
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7. Garage

Located to the southwest of the three barns, this is an all metal domestic garage. Due to
its recent construction and utilitarian purpose, it was not surveyed.

8. Main House

This is a wood-framed building that is located to the southeast of the three barns. Itisa
high style ranch house, dating to the late nineteenth century, which features decorative
elements inspired by the Italianate, Queen Anne and Classical styles. The northern
portion of the single story building was built first and has a hipped roof. Subsequent
additions were made on the south and east elevations of the original cottage. The
addition on the south has a gabled roof, while the one to the east is hipped. The eaves
have a wide overhang, although they are boxed on the original cottage and east
addition, and open on the south addition. Roofing throughout is composition shingle.
Wood siding on the oldest portion is drop siding, board and batten is featured on the
south addition and shiplap is found on the east extension. A wide architrave band is
found below the eaves on the oldest portion of the house, which rests on vernacular-
style Italianate pilasters located at the northwest and southwest corners. The pilaster on
the original northeast corner has been removed and the one on the southeast corner has
been shortened.

A partial-width porch with a hipped roof is the prominent element on the north
elevation. The porch is supported by four Italianate-inspired, chamfered posts and two
matching pilasters. The posts and pilasters include Queen Anne style decorative
scrolled brackets. Three of the brackets have been removed. The porch landing and
steps are made of concrete. Centered below the porch is a single doorway with
matching windows on either side. The door is wood with a single light above three
recessed panels and the windows are wood-framed, with 2/2 vertically-oriented double
hung sashes. The door and windows have identical wide board trims with a Classical
molding at the top. Sill brackets are found below the windows.

To the left of the porch is the east addition which matches the original main block in roof
pitch and style, fascia board, and window style, yet is recognizable as an addition
because the grooves in its shiplap siding boards do not align with the main block’s drop
siding.

The original portion of the west elevation contains an exact duplicate of the two double
hung windows on the north elevation, and a smaller window with sliding aluminum
sashes. Saw cuts above the window indicate that a larger one, no doubt replicating the
one to the left, was removed. The south-extending addition includes two more sliding
aluminum-sashed windows and a lean-to shed. The south elevation includes a flat-
roofed porch with three support posts and a wood-spindled crest railing on its roof
perimeter. A wood-planked deck with railing extends from the porch. The deck is
suspended on a post and pier foundation and is accessed via wood plank steps on either
side. Below the porch are a modern door and two multi-pane windows. The south
addition’s east elevation contains a sliding aluminum-sashed window and two lean-tos.
On the east elevation of the original cottage, there is another sliding window with saw
7
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cuts above it revealing that the historic window was removed. The short east wing
addition contains two original windows: a window with a fixed, single pane on the
south-facing side with wide trim and Classical top molding, but lacking sill brackets;
and another window matching the two on the porch and west elevation, although the -
lower sash contains only one light. Overall, the building is in good condition.

5. SITE AND BUILDING HISTORY

The first known occupants of the area encompassing the Las Varas Ranch were the
Native Americans known as Chumash. They are thought to have settled on the coast
thousands of years before European exploration. The navigator Juan Rodriguez
Cabrillo, sailing under the Spanish flag, encountered them at present-day Dos Pueblos
Creek, about three-quarters of a mile southeast of the study property, in 1542. He
recorded that they resided in two rancherias known by the Chumash as “Kuyamu” and
“Mikiw,” which were located near the shore at the mouth of the creek. The Spanish
dubbed the settlement los dos pueblos, or “the two villages.” Don Gaspar de Portol4,
leading a Spanish land expedition in 1769, observed that the Native Americans
numbered over 1,000 at Dos Pueblos.2 Approximately six miles southeast of thestudy. .
property, at the present-day Goleta Slough, there were four rancherias, whose Chumash
population numbered 1,500 at the time of de Portold’s expedition.> The Spanishalso
identified rancherias to the west of the Las Varas property, including one at Refugio and
a settlement at Gaviota known as “Onomgio,” which contained about 300 Chumash in
17924

De Portol4 was in the vanguard of Spain’s effort to fortify and colonize its vast territory
known as Alta California. The pacification and conversion of its potentially hostile
Indian tribes, a critical element of the plan, was to be accomplished through a system of
missions. Mission Santa Barbara, established in 1786, was granted five royal ranchos, one
of which, Dos Pueblos, included the Las Varas Ranch study site. Missionaries enticed
most of the Chumash to move to the Mission where, as a result of cultural repression
and disease, their numbers dwindled rapidly. A few recalcitrant Indians remained or
escaped to Dos Pueblos, and are said to have totaled 210 in 1796 before eventually
disappearing. The same fate befell the Goleta Chumash. Cattle-raising for the hide and
tallow trade, meanwhile, became the Mission fathers’ major agricultural pursuit on Dos
Pueblos and their other far-flung rancho lands.®

The history of the Dos Pueblos rancho took a major turn in 1821 when Mexico achieved
its independence from Spain. Mexico, which now governed California, stripped the
missions of their lands, and during the 1820s, following Spain’s precedent, began issuing
numerous large land grants to well-connected individuals. One such individual was

2 Walker A. Tompkins, Santa Barbara’s Royal Rancho (Berkeley: Howell-North, 1960), 1-9.
3 Tbid., Goleta: The Good Land (Goleta, CA: Goleta Amvets Post No. 55, 1966), 3-13.
4 Merlyn Chesnut, The Gaviota Land (Santa Barbara: Fithian Press, 1993), 21-35.
5 Tompkins, Santa Barbara's Royal Rancho, 16-23, and Goleia: The Good Land, 13-14; R. B. Rice, W. A.
Bullough, R. J. Orsi, The Elusive Eden: A New History of California (New York: Alfred A. Knopf,
1988), 76-95.
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Nicol4s A. Den, who in 1842 was granted 15,500 acres by the governor of California.
The property, named Rancho Los Dos Pueblos, stretched generally from Llagas Canyon
on the west to present-day Turnpike Road, in Goleta, on the east, and from the coast on
the south to the foothills on the north. Den, a naturalized Mexican, achieved additional
prominence by marrying Rosa Hill, daughter of his mentor, Don Daniel Hill, and by his
election to aloalde of Santa Barbara., He went on to acquire additional land grants in
Santa Barbara County, own thousands of head of cattle, and beginning in 1849, earn a
small fortune selling cattle at inflated prices during the Gold Rush.5

Den began building an adobe home on the west side of the canyon, overlooking Dos
Pueblos Creek, in 1842, and enlarged it in increments until 1854. Other features situated
near the main house included a cookhouse, laundry, garden and fruit orchard. El
Camino Real, at that time a dirt pathway, passed a short distance to the west of the Den
house. Later, after California statehood, a stage coach relay station was built in the
canyon, just east of Dos Pueblos Creek, to service the growing passenger and mail traffic
along the coast. Den died a well-off man in 1862, just prior to the Great Drought of
1862-1864, which decimated the cattle herds in California that were the rancheros’ main
source of wealth. Rosa Den was forced to sell large portions of the family’s land
holdings to make ends meet. She remarried, and following her death in 1884, her
widowed husband, Greenleaf C. Welch, sold in piecemeal fashion the remaining
approximate 7,000 acres of the original land grant.”

John S. Edwards was one of those who acquired a portion of the old ranche at this time.
It is unclear whether this acquisition occurred in the 1870s or 1880s, but according to an
official county map from 1888, by this date Edwards owned 1,138 acres of land that
included the study site as well as extensive adjoining acreage that stretched north into
the foothills.3 Edwards arrived in Santa Barbara in 1869 and within a short time rose to
prominence in the community as a businessman and landowner. He established the
hardware firm of Edwards, Boeseke & Dawe and in the 1870s became a director of each
of Santa Barbara's first two banks. During that same decade Edwards joined other
leading businessmen in advocating a railroad connection for Santa Barbara. He was also
a director of one of the first public libraries in the city; a founding stockholder of Santa
Barbara College; and an investor in the Arlington Hotel project. In addition to the Las
Varas Ranch, he established a ranch on a 70-acre patcel at the intersection of San Marcos
Road and Hollister Avenue in the Goleta Valley. Edwards died in 1890.°

Edwards’ three sons, George S., Alfred and Charles inherited their father's vocation for
banking, each becoming president of banks in Santa Barbara. One son, George S,,
exceeded his father's stature as a businessman and community leader. Following

¢ Tompkins, Santa Barbara’s Royal Rancho, 100; 107-111; 160-165.

7 Ibid., 166-172; 188-199; 216-224. , .

8 Approved and Declared to be Official Map of Santa Barbara County, November 1888, Map and

Imagery Laboratory (MIL), UCSB. ‘

9 Owen H. O'Neill, ed. History of Santa Barbara County (Santa Barbara: H. M. Meier, 1939), 219-248;

Tompkins, Santa Barbara History Makers (Santa Barbara: McNally & Loftin, 1983), 209-210;

Thompson and West, History of Santa Barbara County... (Oalkdand, CA: Thompson and West, 1883),

327; Daily Independent (Santa Barbara), August 18, 1890. ,
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graduation from the University of California at Berkeley in 1879, George 5. returned to
Santa Barbara to join the family’s hardware firm. He married Anna McLaren in 1881,
wheréupon the couple moved to his father’s Goleta Valley ranch where they lived for a
number-of years. George S. was named president of Commercial Bank 1890, a position
he held for over forty years. By this time he had apparently assumed management-of his
father's two ranches, as in the same year he hired John Troup to oversee the Las Varas
and Goleta Valley properties. In 1902 George S. was elected mayor of Santa Barbara, a
position he held until 1905. During his tenure as mayor he is remembered for
appointing the city’s first park commission, headed by A. B. Doremus, who was
responsible for enhancing Alameda Park and Plaza Del Mar. He also appointed the
city’s first chief of police, James Ross. Edwards went on to chair the city’s water
commission, laying the groundwork for municipal water service; help organize the
Cottage Hospital Association; serve on the County road commission when the Coast
Highway was being laid out; give to the County in 1912 the Goleta property that came to
be named Tucker’s Grove County Park; and serve on the executive committee to restore
the Old Mission after the 1925 earthquake. George S. died in 1930.10

A real estate map published in 1900 indicates that by this time the study property was
probably operating as two separate ranches. The map shows a property line running .
generally north and south at the approximate center of the project study area. Itran
from the ocean bluffs in the south, through a drainage ravine, northward across the
terrace, over the County road and climbed into the foothills. The eastern half, according
to the map, contained 550 acres and was owned by Annie Edwards, John 5. Edward's

_only daughter. The western half, also 550 in size, was owned by his widow, Elizabeth
Edwards.t

The first available map that shows buildings on the project site was issued in 1903. It
depicts three buildings east of Area 1, within Las Varas Canyon and near the old County
road. The County road looped southerly into the canyon as it continued generally
westward from Santa Barbara. An unpaved road ran from the County road and the
three buildings up to the terrace where Area 1 is now located although none of the
present ranch buildings in Area 1 are shown on the map. The three buildings in the
floodplain no longer exist. The 1903 map depicts two buildings in Area 2, one of which
appears to be the present Main House. The second, located on the west side of Gato:
Canyon, no longer exists.!?

An official County map, dated 1909, does not depict buildings, but enhances the
supposition that the study property was probably operated as two separate ranches.
The map shows the same property line, running generally north and south at the
approximate center of the project study area, as is shown in the 1900 map. By this time,

19 Noticias (Winter 1965), 3-16; Edmondson Scrapbook, ¢, 1940, 35, Gledhill Library; Tompkins,
Santa Barbara History Makers, 209-211, and Goleta: The Good Land, 175-176, 252; O'Neil}, ed., History
of Santa Barbara County, 303, 312, 327-329; “G. S. Edwards Loses Valiant Fight For Life,” Santa
Barbara Morning Press(?), 1930, on file, Gledhill Library.
"' w. W. Burton & Co., Map of Santa Barbara and Vicinity, January 1500, on file at the Goleta Valley
Historical Society.
12(1 3. Geological Survey (USGS), Goleta Quadrangle, 1903, MIL, UCSB.
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however, according to the map, the eastern half is owned by George and C. A. Edwards
and is 564 acres in size. The western half, now reportedly 574 acres in size, is still owned
by Elizabeth Edwards.® :

The three maps and subsequent aerial photographs, beginning with the 1928 flight,
appear to confirm the existence of two separate ranches, each owned by Edwards family
members. The foregoing evidence also lends credence to the tradition, which is still
adhered to, of referring to the eastern portion of the study property as “Las Varas
Ranch” and the western half as “Edwards Ranch.” The building clusters in the their
respective halves had their own access roads to the County road, and beginning in 1928,
aerial photographs reveal differing field crop patterns and field boundaries on the two
sides of the property line. The property line that is depicted in the 1900 map is clearly
visible on all subsequent aerial photographs and is present today in the form of a wire
fence and faint vehicle track marks in the soil on both sides. An existing well-worn
unpaved road running generally east and west across the terrace and a vehicle gate
provides circulation across the old boundary line. -

By 1928, as revealed by an aerial photograph of that date, all of the historical buildings
presently found in Areas 1 and 2 had been erected. In Area 1, the photograph clearly
shows Staff Cottage Nos. 1 and 2, the Foreman's House and the Repair Garage. Also
shown are two or three buildings that no longer exist: a large barn located between the
Foreman's House and the Repair Garage and one or two smaller buildings situated west
of the barn. In Area 2, the photograph shows the Staff Cottage, Barn Nos. 1, 2 and 3 and
the Main House. Two buildings are shown that have been demolished since the
photograph was taken: a barn, smaller than Barn No. 1 but larger than the other two
barns, located between Barn No, 1 and the Staff Cottage, and a building on the west side
of Gato Canyon, approximately 500 feet south of the Coast Highway. There also
appears to be a garage near the southeast corner of the Main House, although the quality
of the photograph prevents certainty. Readily identifiable ranching activities in Areal
include two orchards in the floodplain on the west side of Las Varas Creek , one east of
the Foreman’s House and one south of it. Field crops, probably hay, grain or lima beans,
are visible on the terraces south and west of the building compound, as well as pasture,
as far west as the boundary with “Edwards Ranch.” The same agricultural activities,
with the exception of orchards, are discernable in Area 2's half of the study property at
this time.14

The “Las Varas Ranch” owners intensified their crop-growing methods during the next
two decades. Archie Edwards, the son of C. A. Edwards, and his cousin, John S.
Edwards owned it by the late 1940s. According to a contemporary magazine article, the
550-acre “Las Varas Ranch” featured forty-five acres of lemon trees, as well as areas
planted to lima beans, tomatoes, peas, hay and grain. 1% The operators retained the
orchards, which were probably lemon, lying east and south of the Foreman’s House, as

13 Santa Barbara Abstract and Guaranty Co., Official Map of Santa Barbara County, California, November
1909, MIL, UCSB.
1 Aerial photograph, Flight C-307A, Frame 62, 1928, MIL, UCSB.
15 4] as Varas Ranch,” Santa Barbara Home Life, April 1949, n.p., on file in the Gledhill Library, Santa
Barbara.
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shown in an aerial photograph taken in 1947. By this time they had been joined by
another larger orchard to the west between the ranch entry road and the first water
drainage trough. A fourth orchard stretches northwesterly on the north side of the
freeway. The adjacent ranch operation to the west known as “Edwards Ranch” was at
this time still owned by other members of the family. Its agricultural practices appear to
have remained dry farming and cattle grazing. No orchards are visible in the
photograph. All of the buildings in both building clusters identified in the 1928 aerial
photograph are shown in the 1947 photograph.1¢

A small portion of the study site was also briefly used as a World War 1I prisoner of war
camp for Germans captured in Europe and North Africa. The camp was operated by the
U.S. Army and was located on the west side of the Water Tank Tower in Area 2,
Following the Allied armies’ successful campaign in 1943 in which they captured
hundreds of thousands of enemy combatants the American military established an
internment camp program in the United States. This was considered a more cost-
effective method of internment than battlefield retention and provided the US.
governmient with an opportunity to introduce the prisoners to local civic institutions and
to possibly “denazify” the hardcore believers. The Army operated 135 major camps
across the country and most if not all oversaw several smaller branch camps. California
was assigned five major camps, including Camp Cooke in Lompoc. Camp Cooke, in
turn, supervised 16 branch camps, including the Goleta camp (Edwards Ranch), the only '
branch camp built in Santa Barbara County.

The Goleta camp was activated in October 1944 and the following month received its
first prisoners, numbering 250. The prisoner population at the camp fluctuated between
a low of 212 and a high of 302, and reportedly consisted mostly of professionally-trained
men such as doctors, dentists, teachers and paymasters. The square-shaped compound
was surrounded by barbed wire and six guard towers, and included approximately
twenty Quonset huts and canvas-covered buildings. Atleast two buildings were located
outside the compound to the east. The camp was staffed by two officers and 30 enlisted
men and received provisions from Camp Cooke. One of the purposes of the branch
camp system was to provide desperately-needed labor to the local agricultural growers.
In Goleta the Coast Farm Labor Association facilitated the assignment of prisoners to
growers to work as contract laborers at reduced wages. A group of 50-60 prisoners
harvested and packed walnuts while others were hired out as lemon pickers. When the
Goleta branch camp closed in December 1945 it had 226 prisoners under guard. One
harmless prisoner is said to have escaped and walked to Goleta “to see what the town
was like.” Aside from their farm labor overseers, however, there was apparently little or
no contact on the part of the internees with the larger community. Itis said that
following deactivation of the camp the buildings were used by ranch laborers. Nearly
all physical remains of the facility, with the exception of the Water Tank Tower, were
removed in the 1970s.Y7

' Aerial photograph, Flight GS-EM, Frame 6-34, 1947, MIL, UCSB.
7 Ruhge, Looking Back, 100-103; “Nazi POWs Worked Fields in Goleta,” Santa Barbara News Press,
March 20, 1989; Rubge, The Western Front: The War Years in Santa Barbara County, 1937-1946 (Goleta:
Quantum Imaging Assoc., 1989), 5-1-5-20; Aerial photograph, Flight GS-EM, Frame 6-34, 1947, MIL,
UCSB.
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A review of aerial photographs and maps from the 1950s reveals that Area 1 contained
the present-day Staff Cottage Nos. 1and 2, Foreman’s House and Repair Garage. In
addition, historical buildings that have since been removed were still in use: the large
barn south of the Foreman's House and the two smaller buildings west of it that were
identified in the 1928 photograph and a small garage northwest of the Foreman's House
that may have been built prior to this time but was not visible on earlier photographs. A
new structural improvement is an irrigation reservoir in Las Varas Canyon,
approximately one-quarter mile southeast of the Foreman’s House. A new orchard
adjacent to the reservoir extends to its east and south within the bench land of the creek.
The existing historical buildings in Area 2 are visible in the photographs from the 1950s.
There are four buildings visible in the 1950s that have since been demolished: one on the
mesa, west of Gato Canyon, which was visible in the 1928 photograph; the large barn
north of the Barn No. 1; a low, narrow building between the now demolished large barn
and Barn No. 1; and a garage at the south east corner of the Main House. Agricultural
uses in Area 2 in the 1950s appear on the whole unchanged since the 1940s.18

At some time in the late 1950s or early 1960s the Edwards descendants who owned the
L ag Varas” and “Edwards” ranches ceased dry farming field crops and leased their
terrace land to a neighboring rancher for cattle grazing. The “Las Varas Ranch”
operators continued to maintain their existing lemon orchards themselves. The
Edwards family retained ownership of the two ranches that comprise the study property
until 1967, when it was purchased by Timothy M. Doheny. The study property has been
operated as a single ranch since that time.1?

6. BROAD HISTORICAL THEMES

The broad historical theme in Goleta’s history is agriculture and its development from
passive activities, such as cattle grazing, in the eighteenth century, to more intensive
activities, such as growing dry-farmed and irrigated crops, in the late nineteenth and
early twentieth centuries. Agriculture was the chief economic activity in the Goleta area
during this time, and the study property has been directly associated with agricultural
production from the outset. During the Mission Period of California’s history (1760-
1820), the property was a part of one of Mission Santa Barbara's five royal ranchos, which
were used primarily for cattle grazing. Following Mexican independence and the
secularization of the missions, Nicolas A. Den’s vast Rancho Los Dos Pueblos
encompassed the study site. Den’s tenure overlapped the late Rancho Period (1820-
1845) and the transitional Anglo-Mexican Period (1845-1880). A typical ranchero of his
time, he raised cattle for the hide and tallow trade, although during the Gold Rush he
briefly adapted to the growing Anglo economy by selling cattle for meat. During the
ownership of John S. Edwards and succeeding generations of his family, which

18 JSGS, Dos Pueblos Canyon Quadrangle, 1951, MIL, UCSB; Aerial photographs, Flight BTM-1954,
Frame 11K-103, 1954 and Flight HA-AN, Frame 1-153, 1956, MIL, UCSB.
19 Interviews with Paul Van Leer, study property manager, February 25 and March 9, 2009, by
Ronald L. Nye and Alexandra C. Cole; “Ranch Here Sold For $1,300,000,” Santa Barbara News-
Press, November 30, 1967.
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coincided with the Americanization {1880-1915), Regional Culture (1915-1945) and
Suburban (1945-1965) periods, the project site was devoted to cattle raising, as wellasa
succession of field and orchard crops, including grain, lima beans, hay, tomatoes,
walnuts and lemons.

7. SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA

As required by CEQA regulations, the historical significance of the buildings on the Las
Varas Ranch were evaluated in terms of their eligibility as a County of Santa Barbara
landmark or place of historic merit and for listing on the California Register of Historical
Resources (CRHR) and National Register of Historical Places (NRHP). CEQA defines a
significant historical resource, for the purposes of review, as a resource listed in, or
determined to be eligible by the State Historical Resources Commission, for listing in the
California Register of Historical Resources or included in a local register of historic
resources (Section 15064.5(a)). By definition, the CRHR also includes properties
formally determined eligible for, or listed in, the National Register of Historic Places, as
well as selected State Historical Landmarks.

However, the fact that a resource is not listed in, or determined eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical Resources, not included in a local register of historical
resources, or identified in a historical resources survey, does not preclude the County
from determining that the resource may be an historical resource (Section 15064.5(a)(4)).

Because the buildings at Las Varas Ranch have not yet been evaluated for significance
through a prior survey, the purpose of this report was to determine whether this
property contains what CEQA identifies as significant historical resources.

County of Santa Barbara Significance Criteria

The criteria for evaluating the significance of the buildings at Las Varas Ranch are found in
the "County of Sarta Barbara Resource Management Department Cultural Resource
Guidelines Historic Resources Element" {rev. 1993). To be considered significant a resource
must possess integrity of location, design, workmanship, materials, and/or setting, and be
atleast 50 years old or if not, be unique and in possession of extraordinary elements of
integrity, design, construction or association.

In addition the resource must demonstrate one or more of the following:

1. Isassociated with an event, movement, organization, or person that/ who has made an
important contribution to the community, state or natiory;

2. Was designed or built by an architect, engineer, builder, artist, or other designer who
has made an important contribution to the community, state, or nation;

3. Is associated with a particular architectural style or building important to the
community, state, or nation;

4. Embodies elements demonstrating (a) outstanding attention to design, detail, or
craftsmanship, or (b) outstanding use of a particular structural material, surface
material, or method of construction or technology;

14



Revised Las Varas Ranch Phase 1-2/
Rural Historic Landscape Report
May 26, 2009

5. 'Is associated with a traditional way of life important to an ethnic, national, racial, or

social group, or to the community at large;

Tlustrates broad patterns of cultural, social, political, economic, or industrial history;

Is a feature or a cluster of features which conveys a sense of time and place that is

important to the community, state, or natiory

8. Is able to yield information important to the community or is relevant to scholarly
studies in the humanities and social sciences.

Mo

To evaluate a resource, each of the above elements is assessed and given a significance
ranking, from 1 through 3 and E, corresponding to the terms low (1), good (2), high (3), and
exceptional (E). Each element is ranked separately. The overall level or threshold of
significance is determined by the average of its individual rankings.

The resultant level of significance is used to determine what treatment a resource should be
given within the planning process. An exceptional rating in any element indicates that the
yesource should receive special consideration, usually preservation, in the planning
process. A good or high rating indicates that the resource is significant, and should be
recognized, but not necessarily through preservation. A low rating indicates that the

" resource is not considered significant for planning purposes.

California Register of Historical Resources Criteria

The significance criteria for determining eligibility for the CRHR, as defined in Public
Resource Code Section 5024.1, are as follows:

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

B. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

C. 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

D. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield information important in prehistory or
history (PRC Section 5024.1).

The resource must also retain integrity of location, design, sefiing, materials,
workmanship, feeling, and association. Additionally the resource must be over fifty
years to qualify for the CRHR, unless of exceptional importance.

National Register of Historic Places Criteria

The significance criteria for determining eligibility for the NRHP, as defined in the Code
of Federal Regulations, Title 36, Part 60, are as follows;

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: :
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A. That are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to

the broad patterns of our history; or

That are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or

. That embody the distinctive characteristics of type, period, or method of
construction, 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

D. That have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in

prehistory or history.

N

8. SIGNIFICANCE EVALUATION
Analysis

Areal (“Las Varas Ranch™)

1. Staff Cottage No. 1

County of Santa Barbara Guidelines

Integrity - 3 (high)

The cottage has retained its integrity of location. Although the original gable-roofed
portion of the building has been altered, the additions typify in materials and design
those of vernacular ranch buildings. Thus, it has retained a good integrity of design.
The cottage is one of a remaining group of historical buildings in Area 1 that convey a
sense of a bygone era of ranching, and hence retains a good integrity of setting. The
cottage has retained a good level of integrity of materials because most of materials
found in the additions are compatible with the original ones. The building was
constructed in a vernacular style using common materials and building techniques, and
thus earns a low rating for its integrity of workmanship.

Age ~ 2 (good)
The building rates a 2 for its approximate age of 75 years or older.

Association with an event, movement, organization, or person important to the
community, state, or nation ~ 2 (good)

The “Las Varas Ranch” was owned and operated by the Edwards family from the late

_ nineteenth century until 1967. Two family members, John S. Edwards and his son,
George S. Edwards, were important persons in Santa Barbara County history. The
cottage was built after the death of John 5. and towards the end of the life of George S.,
and it is unlikely that the latter lived in it. The building thus has an indirect association
with the two family members.

16



Revised Las Varas Ranch Phase 1-2/
Rural Historic Landscape Report
May 26, 2009

Arclﬁtect/Desi gner - 1 (low)

This vernacular ranch building probably did not have an architect, and no designer or
builder was identified.

Architectural Style or Building Type ~ 3 (high)

The cottage is a vernacular building typical of those erected on ranches during the
period 1910-1920. It has retained nearly all of the elements that are representative of its
type, such as the board and batten siding, cutaway porch, post and pier foundation and
plank skirting. The cottage has retained its integrity as a vernacular working class home
typically found on ranches during this era.

Construction and Materials ~ 2 (good)

Although the building features standard construction methods and materials, it merits a
good rating as a representative example of a vernacular, working class cottage, albeit
with alterations, which is a type that is dwindling in number in Goleta.

Traditional Lifeways - NA
Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History ~ 3 (high)

The cottage was constructed sometime during the late Americanization Period (1880-
1915) or early Regional Culture Period (1915-1945) of county history. This was an era
when ranching practices were evolving toward more intensive types of agricultural
production, which included the application of irrigation for field and orchard crops.
The “Las Varas Ranch,” which introduced lemon orchards during this time, was a part
of this trend. The building, which housed ranch workers, has a direct association with

the broad theme of agriculture in Goleta’s history.
Conveys an Important Sense of Time and Place - 3 (high)

Although some of its context has been lost with the removal of some buildings, the
cottage and its setting retains a sense of time and place representative of an agricultural
landscape 75 or more years of age.

Able to Yield Information - NA

California Register of Historic Resources

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
state’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The cottage
possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
building that, when assessed within the context of its rural setting as a whole, meets

Criterion C. It would appear not to have the potential to yield information important to
history or prehistory, and therefore does not meet Criterion D. In summary, the
building is considered eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criterion C.
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National Register of Historic Places

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
. nation’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The cottage
possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
building that is found locally. Its significance, however, does not rise to the level of
national prominence. Hence, it does not meet Criterion C. It would appear not to have
the potential to yield information important to history or prehistory, and therefore does
not meet Criterion D. In summary, the building is not considered eligible for listing on
the NRHP.

Summary for Staff Cottage No. 1

The overall significance rating for Cottage No. 1 under the County criteria is good to
high, resulting from its retention of historical integrity, building type, association with
the agriculture theme in Goleta history and its ability to evoke a sense of time and place.
The cottage meets Criterion C of the CRHR as a good example of a vernacular
agricultural building but does not qualify for listing on the NRHP.

2. Staff Cottage No., 2

County of Santa Barbara Guidelines
Integrity - 3 (high)

Because this building was built at the same time, in the same style and with the same
materials as Cottage No. 1, the assessment will parallel that made for the first cottage.
The building has retained its integrity of location. Because only one small addition has
been made to the cottage, it has retained its integrity of design. The cottage is one of a
remaining group of historical buildings, trees and orchards in Area 1 that convey a sense
of a bygone era of ranching, and hence retains a good integrity of setting. The cottage
has retained a good level of integrity of materials because most of the original materials
exist as originally used. The building was constructed in a vernacular style using
common materials and building techniques, and thus earns a low rating for its integrity
of workmanship. :

Age - 2 (good)
The building rates a 2 for its approximate age of 75 yeérs or older.

Association with an event, movement, organization, or person important to the
community, state, or nation - 2 {(good)

The “Las Varas Ranch” was owned and operated by the Edwards family from the late
nineteenth century until 1967. Two family members, John S. Edwards and his son,
George S. Edwards, were important persons in Santa Barbara County history. The
cottage was built after the death of John S. and towards the end of the life of George 5.,
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‘and it is unlikely that the latter lived in it. The building thus has an indirect association
with the two family members.

Architect/Designer - 1 (low)

This vernacular ranch building probably did not have an architect, and no designer or
builder was identified.

Architectural Style or Building Type - 3 (high)

The cottage is a vernacular building typical of those erected on ranches during the
period 1910-1920. It has retained nearly all of the elements that are representative of its
type, such as the board and batten siding, cutaway porch, post and pier foundation and
plank skirting. The cottage has retained its integrity as a vernacular working class home
typically found on ranches during this era. :

Construction and Materials - 2 (good)

Although the building features standard construction methods and materials, it merits a
good rating as a representative example of an agricultural working class cottage, a type
that is dwindling in number in Goleta. ’

Traditional Lifeways ~ NA
Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History ~ 3 (high)

The cottage was constructed sometime during the late Americanization Period (1880-
1915) or early Regional Culture Period (1915-1945) of county history. This was an era
when ranching practices were evolving toward more intensive types of agricultural
production, including the application of irrigation for field and orchard crops. The “Las
Varas Ranch,” which introduced lemon orchards during this time, was a part of this
trend. The building, which housed ranch workers, has a direct association with the
broad theme of agriculture in Goleta’s history.

Conveys an Important Sense of Time and Place - 3 (high)
Although some of its context has been lost with the removal of some buildings, the
cottage and its surrounding landscape of surviving buildings, trees and orchards, retains

a sense of time and place representative of an agricultural landscape 75 or more years of
age.

» Able to Yield Infqrmation - NA

California Register of Historic Resources

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
state’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The cottage
possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
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building that, when assessed within the context of its rural setting as a whole, meets
Criterion C. It would appear not to have the potential to yield information important to
history or prehistory, and therefore does not meet Criterion D. In summary, the
building is considered eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criterion C.

National Register of Historic Places

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
nation’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The cottage
possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
building that is found locally. Its significance, however, does not rise to the level of
national prominence. Hence, it does not meet Criterion C. It would appear not to have
the potential to yield information important to history or prehistory, and therefore does
not meet Criterion D. In summary, the building is not considered eligible for listing on
the NRHP. . :

Summary for Staff Cottage No. 2

The overall significance rating for Cottage No. 1 under the County criteria is good to
high, resulting from its retention of historical integrity, building type, association with
the agriculture theme in Goleta history and its ability to evoke a sense of time and place.
The cottage meets Criterion C of the CRHR as a good example of a vernacular
agricultural building but does not qualify for listing on the NRHP.

4. Foreman's House

County of Santa Barbara Guideiines

Integrity ~ 3 (high)

The building has retained its integrity of location. In general, the additions made to the
original building are compatible, and represent a typical example of alterations made to
vernacular ranch houses. It therefore retains a good level of design integrity. The
building is one of a remaining group of historical buildings, trees and orchards in Area 1
that convey a sense of a bygone era of ranching, and hence retains a good integrity of
setting. The cottage has retained a good level of integrity of materials because most of
materials found in the additions are compatible with the original ones. The building
was constructed in a vernacular style using common materials and building techniques,
and thus earns a low rating for its integrity of workmanship.

Age - 2 (good)

The building rates a 2 for its approximate age of 75 years or older.
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Association with an event, movement, organization, or person important to the
community, state, or nation - 2 (good)

The “Las Varas Ranch” was owned and operated by the Edwards family from the late
nineteenth century until 1967. Two family members, John S. Edwards and his son,
George S. Edwards, were important persons in Santa Barbara County history. Both
individuals managed extensive business affairs in Santa Barbara. John S. probably died
before the building was erected. It is known that George S. lived at the family’s Goleta
Valley ranch for a period of time before building a new home in Santa Barbara. Itis
unlikely that either of them lived in the Foreman’s House. The building thus has an
indirect association with the two family members.

Architect/Designer - 1 (low)

This ranch building probably did not have an architect, and no designer or builder was
identified.

Architectural Style or Building Type ~ 3 (high)

The cottage is a vernacular building typical of those erected on ranches during the
period 1910-1920. Although several alterations have been made, the changes, which

include the use of shed roofs, shingle siding and wood-framed windows and doors to
match existing materials, have not diminished its recognizable vernacular building type.

Construction and Materials ~ 1 (low)

The building features standard construction methods and materials.
Traditional Lifeways - NA

Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History - 3 (high)

The house was constructed sometime during the late Americanization Period (1880-
1915) or early Regional Culture Period (1915-1945) of county history. This was an era
when ranching practices were evolving toward more intensive types of agricultural
production, including the application of irrigation for field and orchard crops. The “Las
Varas Ranch,” which introduced lemon orchards during this time, was a part of this
trend. The building, which was probably the residence of the ranch superintendent, has
a direct association with the broad theme of agriculture in Goleta’s history.

Conveys an Important Sense of Time and Place ~ 3 (high)

As part of a surviving group of buildings, landscaping and orchards in Area 1, the
building conveys a sense of time and place representative of an agricultural landscape
75 or more years of age.

Able to Yield Information - NA
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California Register of Historic Resources

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
state’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The dwelling,
although it has been altered, possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type
of vernacular agricultural building that, when assessed within the context of its rural
setting as a whole, meets Criterion C. It would appear not to have the potential to yield
information important to history or prehistory, and therefore does not meet Criterion D.
In summary, the building is considered eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criterion
C.

National Register of Historic Places

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
nation’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The cottage
possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
building that is found locally. Its significance, however, does not rise to the level of
national prominence. Hence, it does not meet Criterion C. It would appear not to have
the potential to yield information important to history or prehistory, and therefore does
not meet Criterion D. In summary, the building is not considered eligible for listing on
the NRHP.

Summary for Foreman’s House

The overall significance rating for the Foreman’'s House under the County criteria is
good to high, resulting from its retention of historical integrity, building type, its
association with the agriculture theme in Goleta history and its ability to evoke a sense
of time and place. The building meets Criterion C of the CRHR due to its ability, within
the setting of Area 1, to evoke a period of agricultural history but does not qualify for
listing on the NRHP.

5. Repair Garage

County of Santa Barbara Guidelines

Integrity - 3 (high)

The building has retained its integrity of location. The vernacular garage has generally
retained its integrity of design, despite the attached open metal shed. Although its
original setting has been somewhat compromised by the loss of the adjacent large barn
and agricultural buildings and by the addition of modern metal-clad ones, it contributes
to the sense of an old ranch environment as one of the surviving buildings, trees and
orchards in Area 1. The building’s original materials, including board and batten siding
and corrugated metal roofing, are intact, and it thus has retained its integrity of
materials. Because the building was constructed in a vernacular style using common
materials and building techniques, it earns a low rating for its integrity of workmanship.
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Age - 2 (good)
The building rates a 2 for its approximate age of 75 years or older.

Association with an event, movement, organization, or person important to the -
community, state, or nation ~ 2 (good) :

The “Las Varas Ranch” was owned and operated by the Edwards family from the late
nineteenth century until 1967. Two family members, John S. Edwards and his sor,
George S. Edwards, were important persons in Santa Barbara County history. The
garage was built after the death of John S. and towards the end of the life of George 5.,
and it is unlikely that the latter spent a great deal of time in it. The building thus has an
indirect association with the two family members.

Architect/Designer - 1 (low)

This vernacular ranch building probably did not have an architect, and no designer or
builder was identified.

Architectural Style or Building Type ~ 3 (high)

The garage is a vernacular building typical of those erected on ranches during the period
1910-1920. It has retained nearly all of the elements that are representative of its type,
such as the board and batten siding, sliding double doors and board and batten siding.
The garage has retained its integrity as a vernacular utility building found on ranches
during this era,

Construction and Materials - 2 (good)

Although the building features standard construction methods and materials, it merits a
good rating as a representative example of an agricultural service building, a type that is
dwindling in number in Goleta.

Traditional Lifeways - NA
Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History ~ 3 (high)

The garage was constructed sometime during the late Americanization Period (1880~
1915) or early Regional Culture Period (1915-1945) of county history. This was an era
when ranching practices were evolving toward more intensive types of agricultural
production, including the application of irrigation for field and orchard crops. The “Las
Varas Ranch,” which introduced lemon orchards during this time, was a part of this
trend. The building, which was used to repair ranch machinery and vehicles, hasa
direct association with the broad theme of agriculture in Goleta’s history.
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Conveys an Important Sense of Time and Place - 3 (high)

Although some of its context has been lost with the removal of some buildings, the
garage and its setting, including the other surviving buildings and landscape in Area 1,
retains a sense of time and place representative of an agricultural landscape 75 or more
years of age. :

Able to Yield Information - NA

California Register of Historic Resources

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
state’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The garage
possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
building that, when assessed within the context of its rural setting as a whole, meets
Criterion C. It would appear not to have the potential to yield information important to
history or prehistory, and therefore does not meet Criterion D. In summary, the
building is considered eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criterion C.

National Register of Historic Places

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
nation’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The cottage
possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
building that is found locally. Its significance, however, does not rise to the level of
national prominence. Hence, it does not meet Criterion C. It would appear not to have
the potential to yield information important to history or prehistory, and therefore does
not meet Criterion D. In summary, the building is not considered eligible for listing on
the NRHP.

Summary for Repair Garage

The overall significance rating for the Repair Garage under the County criteria is good,
resulting from its retention of historical integrity, building type, its association with the
agriculture theme in Goleta history and its ability to evoke a sense of time and place.
The building meets Criterion C of the CRHR due as a good example of a vernacular
agricultural building but does not qualify for listing on the NRHP.

Area 1 Significance Evaluation Summary

Four of the buildings in this area, Staff Cottage Nos. 1 and 2, Foreman’s House and
Repair Garage rate good to high under County significance criteria and are eligible for
listing on the California Register of Historic Resources. They are therefore considered
historic resources under CEQA. None of the four buildings qualify for listing on the
National Register of Historic Places.
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Area 2 (“Edwards Ranch”)

1. Water Tank Tower

County of Santa Barbara Guidelines

Integrity - 1 (low)

The tower has retained its integrity of location, but has lost its integrity of design, since it
no-longer has its water tank, as well as its integrity of setting, since the prisoner of war
facility that it once served has been demolished. Likewise, the removal of its water tank
resulted in the loss of an essential part of its historical materials. The remaining rough-
timbered tower is devoid of any qualities of workmanship.

Age -1 (low)
The building rates a 1 for its age of 50 years or older.

Association with an event, movement, organization, or person important to the
community, state, or nation ~ 1 (low) '

The structure was part of a prisoner of war facility that was built by the U.S. Army during
World War II. It was part of the Army’s larger effort to house captured enemy
combatants in various locations throughout the state and nation. World War Il was a
pivotal event in both local and national history.” America’s full engagement in World
War II, triggered by Japan's attack on Pear]l Harbor on December 7, 1941, brought
momentous changes to the lives of its citizens. Santa Barbara and Goleta residents’
experiences reflected the same wartime challenges encountered throughout the nation.
The demands of war mobilization resulted in food and gasoline rationing, scrap metal,
cloth and kitchen grease collection drives and a housing shortage. Hundreds of local
young men, and some women, joined the military services, inflicting a nagging
emotional weight on families who remained at home while also leaving a labor shortage
in their wake, Physical evidence of the war was seemingly everywhere: Navy ships
dominated Santa Barbara’s harbor moorings; the civic airportin Goleta was transformed
into a Marine Corps Air Station; a huge U.S. Army training camp, Camp Cooke, was
created in Lompoc, releasing thousands of GIs onto the streets of Goleta and Santa
Barbara; and Hoff General Hospital, built by the military on the western outskirts of
Santa Barbara, became a major treatment facility for wounded servicemen. The
immediacy of the war, and for some, outright terror, was visited upon South Coast
residents when a Japanese submarine shelled an oil installation in Ellwood in February
19420 '

The Goleta branch internment camp was another example of the war’s intrusion into the
lives of local citizens. The camp’s impact, however, was minimal because it was isolated
from the main community, its prisoners had limited contact with residents and it was

active only for approximately 14 months. Due to the water tank tower’s lack of physical

% Hattie Beresford, “1943: The Homefront,” Montecito Journal, October 12, 2006.
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integrity and historical setting, the result of losing its tank and adjacent prisoner facility,
the structure has little or no ability to convey an association with World War IL

Architect/Designer - 1 (low)
The tower probably did not have an architect, and no designer or builder was identified.
Architectural Style or Building Type - 1 (low)

Because the structure lacks its water tank, it is impossible to attribute a style or type to it,
and as an incomplete structure, it cannot be said to represent either a rare, uncommon or
common surviving type of structure.

Construction and Materials ~ 1 (low)

The tower features common construction methods and materials typical of structures
intended for short-term uses.

Traditional Lifeways - NA
Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History - 1 (low}

The structure is associated with the broad theme of war mobilization and military
response resulting from World War II. The mobilization for war was multi-faceted and
permeated all aspects of local, state and national culture. In the Santa Barbara-Goleta
area, which mirrored conmunities across the nation, there were food and gasoline
rationing, a housing shortage and the military draft. Militarization infused local public
facilities, from the Santa Barbara harbor to the airport in Goleta, and created new ones as
well, including Hoff Hospital in Santa Barbara and Camp Cooke in Lompoc. The
prisoner of war camp on the “Edwards Ranch” was typical of war mobilization
programs that originated at the federal level, spread to an intermediate management
level in the states and then finally dispersed into many small units within the states.

The U.S. Army operated 135 major camps across the country and most if not all oversaw
several smaller branch camps. California was assigned five major camps, including
Camp Cooke in Lompoc. Camp Cooke, in turn, supervised 16 branch camps, including
the Goleta camp (“Edwards Ranch”), the only branch camp built in Santa Barbara
County. .

Due to the water tank tower’s lack of physical integrity and historical setting, the result

of losing its tank and adjacent prisoner facility, the structure has little or no ability to
convey an association with the war mobilization programs of World War IL.

Conveys an Important Sense of Time and Place ~ 1 (low)

The structure’s lack of historical integrity, as discussed above, prevents it from
conveying a sense of time and place dating to the World War Il era.

Able to Yield Information - NA
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California Register of Historic Resources

The structure does not have a strong association with events important to the state’s
history or cultural heritage. Due to the water tank tower’s lack of physical integrity and
historical setting, the result of losing its tank and adjacent prisoner facility, the structure
has little or no ability to convey an association with the war mobilization programs of
World War II. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A. Likewise, it does not have a strong
association with any persons that were significant to the state’s history or culture. No
such individuals were identified during this assessment. The structure therefore does
not qualify under Criteria B. The structure does not possess distinctive characteristics of
a type of building, method of construction or architectural style, and therefore does not
meet Criterion C. Finally, since it would appear not to have the potential to yield
information important to history or prehistory, it does not meet Criterion D..In
summary, the building is not considered eligible for listing on the CRHR.

National Register of Historic Places

The structure does not have a strong association with events important to the nation’s
history or cultural heritage. Due to the water tank fower’s lack of physical integrity and
historical setting, the result of losing its tank and adjacent prisoner facility, the structure
has little or no ability to convey an association with the war mobilization programs of
World War II. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A, Likewise, it does not have a strong
association with any persons that were significant to the nation’s history or culture. No
such individuals were identified during this assessment. The structure therefore does
not qualify under Criteria B. The structure does not possess distinctive characteristics of
a type of building, method of construction or architectural style, and therefore does not
mieet Criterion C. Finally, since it would appear not to have the potential to yield
information important to history or prehistory, it does not meet Criterion D. In

' summary, the building is not considered eligible for listing on the NRHP.

Summary for Water Tank Tower

The overall significance rating for the Water Tank Tower under the County criteria is
low, resulting from its lack of physical and contextual integrity. Likewise, for the same
reasons, it does not meet the significance criteria established for listing on the CRHR or
NRHP.

2. Staff Cottage

County of Santa Barbara Guidelines

Integrity - 1 (low)

The cottage has retained its integrity of location. Although elements of the building’s
original vernacular style are distinguishable, it has not retained its integrity of design or
materials. The significant additions and renovations have introduced different styles
and new materials, Original aspects of vernacular workmanship, such as the sawtooth
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pattern on the west elevation gable, have been retained, but so much of the building has
been changed or has deteriorated that it earns a low rating for its integrity of
workmanship. The extensive alterations have also compromised the cottage’s original
context, thus earning it a low rating in integrity of setting. )

Age - 2 (good)
The building rates a 3 for its approximate age of 100 years or older.

Association with an event, movement, organization, or person important to the
community, state, or nation - 2 (good)

The Las Varas Ranch was owned and operated by the Edwards family from the late
nineteenth century until 1967. From at least 1900, however, the ranch was divided into
the “Las Varas ” and “Edwards” ranches that were owned and operated separately by
different family members. Two family members, John S. Edwards and his son, George
S. Edwards, were important persons-in Santa Barbara County history. The cottage was
probably built near the end of John 5. Edwards’ life, but during the active period of

" George S. Edwards' life. In any case, asa ranch workers’ home it is unlikely that either
of them lived in it. The building thus has an indirect association with the two family
members.

Arxchitect/Designer ~ 1 (low)

This vernacular ranch building probably did not have an architect, and no designer or
builder was identified.

Architectural Style or Building Type - 2 (good)

The original cottage was a vernacular building typical of those erected in rural areas
during the late nin¢teenth century. Ithas retained some of the elements that are
representative of its type, such as the board and batten siding, post and pier foundation
and sawtooth-patterned planks. The additions and alterations, however, have
compromised the integrity of the original prototype. :

Construction and Materials - 1 (low)

The original vernacular style building featured standard construction methods and
materials that have been compromised by the wear of time and alterations. Itisnota
good, representative example of an agricultural working class cottage.

Traditional Lifeways - NA -
Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History - 1 (low}
The cottage was constructed sometime during the Americanization Period (1880-1915) of

county history. This was an era when ranching practices were evolving toward more
intensive types of agricultural production, which included the growing of field and
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orchard crops. Due to its poor integrity, however, the building, which housed ranch
workers, does not have the ability to convey a strong association with the broad theme
of agriculture in Goleta’s history.

Conveys an Important Sense of Time and Place ~ 1 (low)

Although the original portion of the cottage may be 100 years or more old, its poor
integrity prevents it from conveying an important sense of time and place.

Able to Yield Information - NA

California Register of Historic Resources

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
state’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The cottage
does not possess a representative type of architectural style or method of construction,
and thus does not meet Criterion C. It would appear not to have the potential to yield
information important to history or prehistory, and therefore does not meet Criterion D.
In summary, the building is not considered eligible for listing on the CRHR.

National Register of Historic Places

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
nation’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The cottage
does not possess a representative type of architectural style or method of construction,
and thus does not meet Criterion C. It would appear not to have the potential to yield
information important to history or prehistory, and therefore does not meet Criterion D.
In summary, the building is not considered eligible for listing on the NRHP.

Summary for Staff Cottage

The overall significance rating for Staff Cottage under the County criteria is low, due
mostly to its poor physical condition and significant alterations. For the same reasons
the cottage does not qualify for listing on the CRHR or NRHP.

4, Barn No. 1

County of Santa Barbara Guidelines

Integrity - 3 (high)

The building has retained its integzity of location. The vernacular barn has also retained
its integrity of design. No structural additions have been made, and the only changes to
its original fabric are the board and batten and wood plank doors on the east elevation
and cut out windows on the south elevation. Neither change diminishes the integrity of
the building, as they are compatible with the original plan and are not visually intrusive.
The barn is one of four surviving historical buildings in Area 2 that, along with the
surrounding natural landscape, retain a sense of the old ranch setting. The building’s
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original materials are intact, and it thus has retained its integrity of materials. The
building was constructed in a vernacular style using common materials and building
techniques, and thus earns a low rating for its integrity of workmanship.

Age - 2 (good)
The building rates a 2 for its approximate age of 75 years or older.

Association with an event, movement, organization, or person important to the
community, state, or nation - 2 (good)

The Las Varas Ranch was owned and operated by the Edwards family from the late
nineteenth century until 1967. From at least 1900, however, the ranch was divided into
the “Las Varas ” and “Edwards” ranches that were owned and operated separately by
different family members. Two family members, John S. Edwards and his son, George -
S. Edwards, were important persons in Santa Barbara County history. The barn was
probably built after the death of John S. and towards the end of the life of George S., and
the latter’s association with it is unclear. The building thus has an indirect association
with the two family members.

Architect/Designer ~ 1 (low)

This vernacular ranch building probably did not have an architect, and no designer or
builder was identified.

Architectural Style or Building Type - 3 (high)

The barn is a vernacular building typical of those erected on ranches during the 1920s. It
has retained all of the elements that are representative of its type, such as the corrugated
metal siding, roofing and sliding double doors. The bam has retained its integrity as a
vernacular utility building found on ranches during this era.

Construction and Materials - 2 (good)

Although the building features standard construction methods and materials, it merits a
good rating as a representative example of an agricultural service building, a type thatis
dwindling in number in Goleta.

Traditional Lifeways - NA
" Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History - 3 (high)

The barn was constructed during the early Regional Culture Period (1915-1945) of
county history. This was an era when ranching practices were evolving toward more
intensive types of agricultural production, including the growing of field and orchard
crops. The “Edwards Ranch” was a part of this trend. The building, which was used to
store baled hay and shelter ranch animals and machinery, has a direct association with
the broad theme of agriculture in Goleta’s history.
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Conveys an Important Sense of Time and Place - 3 (high)

The barn is one of four surviving historical buildings in Area 2 that, along with the
surrounding natural landscape, retain a sense of the old ranch setting. Although some
of its context has been lost with the removal of the large barmn to the north, the barn and
its nearby small bams and home retain a sense of time and place representative of an
agricultural landscape 75 or more years of age.

Able to Yield Information - NA

California Register of Historic Respurces

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
state’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The barn
possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
building that, when assessed within the context of its rural setfing as a whole, meets
Criterion C. It would appear not to have the potential to yield information important to
history or prehistory, and therefore does not meet Criterion D. In summary, the
building is considered eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criterion C.

National Register/bf Historic Places

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
nation’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The cottage
possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
building that is found locally. Its significance, however, does not rise to the level of
national prominence. Hence, it does not meet Criterion C. It would appear not to have
the potential to yield information important to history or prehistory, and therefore does
not meet Criterion D. In summary, the building is not considered eligible for listing on
the NRHP.

Summary for Barn No. 1

The overall significance rating for Barn No. 1 under the County criteria is good to high,
resulting from its retention of historical integrity, building type, association with the
agriculture theme in Goleta history, and its ability to evoke a sense of time and place.
The building meets Criterion C of the CRHR as a good example of a vernacular
agricultural building but does not qualify for listing on the NRHP.

5. Barn No. 2
County of Santa Barbara Guidelines

Integrity - 3 (high)

The building has retained its integrity of location. The vernacular barn has also retained
its integrity of design, as no apparent changes have been made to its original plan. The
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barn is one of four surviving historical buildings in Area 2 that, along with the
surrounding natural landscape, retain a sense of the old ranch setting. The building's
original materials are generally intact, with the exception of the plywood door on its
south elevation, which reflects a later change. The building was constructed ina
vernacular style using common materials and building techniques, and thus earns a low
rating for its integrity of workmanship. :

Age - 2 {(good)
The building rates a 2 for its approximate age of 75 years or older.

Association with an event, movement, organization, or person important to the
community, state, or nation - 2 (good)

The Las Varas Ranch was owned and operated by the Edwards family from the late
nineteenth century until 1967. From at least 1900, however, the ranch was divided into
the “Las Varas ” and “Edwards” ranches that were owned and operated separately by

 different family fnembers. Two family members, John S. Edwards and his son, George
S. Edwards, were important persons in Santa Barbara County history. The barn was
probably built after the death of John S. and towards the end of the life of George 5., and
it is unlikely that the latter spent a great deal of time in it. The building thus has an
indirect association with the two family members. '

Architect/Designer - 1 (low)

This vernacular ranch building probably did not have an architect, and no designer or .
builder was identified.

Architectural Style or Building Type - 3 (high)

The barn is a vernacular building typical of those erected on ranches during the 1920s. It
has retained nearly all of the elements that are representative of its type, such as the
corrugated metal and board and batten siding and raised seam metal roofing. The barn
has retained its integrity as a vernacular utility building found on ranches during this
era.

Construction and Materials - 2 (good)

Although the building features standard construction methods and materials, it merits a
good rating as a representative example of an agricultiral service building, a type thatis
dwindling in number in Goleta.

Traditional Lifeways - NA
Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History - 3 (high)

The barn was constructed sometime during the early‘ Regional Culture Period (1915
1945) of county history. This was an era when ranching practices were evolving toward

32



Revised Las Varas Ranch Phase 1-2/
Rural Historic Landscape Report
May 26, 2009

more intensive types of agricultural production, including growing field and orchard
crops. The “Edwards Ranch” was a part of this trend. The building, which was used to
shelter ranch animals and machinery, has a direct association with the broad theme of
agriculture in Goleta's history. -

Conveys an Important Sense of Time and Place - 3 (high)

The barn is one of four surviﬁng historical buildings in Area 2 that, along with the
surrounding natural landscape, retain a sense of the old ranch setting. Although some
of its context has been lost with the removal of the large barn to the north, the barn and

the nearby two barns and home retain a sense of time and place representative ofan
agricultural landscape 75 or more years of age.

Able to Yield Information - NA

California Register of Historic Resources

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
state’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The barn
possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
building that, when assessed within the context of its rural setting as a whole, meets
Criterion C. It would appear not to have the potential to yield information important to
history or prehistory, and therefore does not meet Criterion D. In summary, the
building is considered eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criterion C.

National Register of Historic Places

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
nation’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The cottage
possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
building that is found locally. Its significance, however, does not rise to the level of
national prominence. Hence, it does not meet Criterion C. It would appear not to have
the potential to yield information important to history or prehistory, and therefore does
not meet Criterion D. In summary, the building is not considered eligible for listing on
the NRHP.

Summary for Barn No. 2

The overall significance rating for Barn No. 2 under the County criteria is good to high,
resulting from its retention of historical integrity, building type, association with the
agriculture theme in Goleta history and its ability to evoke a sense of time and place.
The building meets Criterion C of the CRHR due to its representative architectural type
as a vernacular agricultural building but does not qualify for listing on the NRHP.
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6. Barn No. 3

County of Santa Barbara Guidelines

Integrity ~ 3 (high)

The building has retained its integrity of location. The vernacular barn has also retained
its integrity of design. Although it appears as though the door and window on the west
elevation as well as the door on the north elevation are not-original, they are typical of
alterations made to agricultural buildings, and do not diminish the barn’s integrity of
design or materials. The barn is one of four surviving historical buildings in Area 2 that,
along with the surrounding natural landscape, retain a sense of the old ranch setting.
The building was constructed in a vernacular style using common materials and
building techniques, and thus earns a low rating for its integrity of workmanship.

Age - 3 (high)
The building rates a 3 for its approximate age of 100 years or older.

Association with an event, movement, organization, or person important to the
community, state, or nation ~ 2 (good)

The Las Varas Ranch was owned and operated by the Edwards family from the late
nineteenth century until 1967. From at least 1900, however, the ranch was divided into
the “Las Varas ” and “Edwards” ranches that were owned and operated separately by
different family members. Two family members, John S. Edwards and his son, George
S. Edwards, were important persons in Santa Barbara County history. The barn was
probably built near the end of John 5. Edwards’ life or just after his death in 1890, so it is
unlikely that he spent a significant amount of time in or around it. George S. Edwards,
who built a new home for his family in Santa Barbara in 1887, was also not likely to have
spent time in or around the building. The building thus has an indirect association with
the two family members. '

Architect/Designer - 1 (low)

This vernacular ranch building probably did not have an architect, and no designer or
builder was identified. :

Architectural Style or Building Type - 3 (high)

The barn is a vernacular service building typical of those erected on ranches during the
period 1880-1900. It has retained elements that are representative of its type, such as the
wide board and batten siding, corrugated metal roofing and soil foundation. The barn
has retained its integrity as a vernacular utility building found on ranches during this
era. -
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Construction and Materials - 2 (good)

Although the building features standard construction methods and materials, it merits a
good rating as a representative example of an agricultural service building, a type that is
dwindling in number in Goleta.

Traditional Lifeways - NA
Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History - 3 (high)

The barn was constructed sometime during the Tate Americanization Period (1880-1915)
of county history. This was an era when ranching practices were evolving toward more
intensive types of agricultural production, including growing field and orchard crops.
The “Edwards Ranch” was a part of this trend. The building, which wasused as a farm
work residence or equipment storage, has a direct association with the broad theme of
agriculture in Goleta’s history. - '

Conveys an Important Sense of Time and Place ~ 3 (high)

The barn is one of four surviving historical buildings in Area 2 that, along with the
surrounding natural landscape, retain a sense of the old ranch setting. Although some
of its context has been lost with the removal of the large barn to the north, the barn and
the nearby two barns and home retain a sense of time and place representative of an
agricultural landscape 75 or more years of age.

Able to Yield Information -~ NA
California Register of Historic Resources

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
state’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The barn
possesses physical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
building that, when assessed within the context of its rural setting as a whole, meets
Criterion C. Tt would appear not to have the potential to yield information important to
history or prehistory, and therefore does not meet Criterion D. In summary, the
building is considered eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criterion C.

National Register of Historic Places

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
nation’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The cottage
possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
building that is found locally. Its significance, however, does not rise to the level of
national prominence. Hence, it does not meet Criterion C. It would appear not to have-
the potential to yield information important to history or prehistory, and therefore does
1ot meet Criterion D. In summary, the building is not considered eligible for listing on
the NRHP.
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Summary for Barn No. 3

The overall significance rating for Barn No. 3 under the County criteria is good to high,
resulting from its retention of historical integrity, age, building type, association with
the agriculture theme in Goleta history and its ability to evoke a sense of time and- place.

The building meets Criterion C of the CRHR due to its representative architectural type
as a vernacular agricultural building but is not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

8. Main House

County of Santa Barbara Guidelines

Integrity - 3 (high)

The building has retained its integrity of location. Although additions have been made
to the house, its design integrity has also been retained. This is because the additions for
the most part are of a style and materials that typify those made to agricultural buildings
over time. The initial addition to the west features shiplap siding and extends the:
hipped roof, while the later south addition contains board and batten siding and a
gabled roof, thus reflecting the different preferences of their eras. The Main House is
one of four surviving historical buildings in Area 2 that, along with the surrounding
natural landscape, retain a sense of the old ranch setting. Despite certain losses and
changes in the setting, the house retains its historical context. The building has retained
sufficient integrity of its materials, although some losses have occurred to its stylized
architectural embellishments, to convey its sense of history. The building reflects a good
level of integrity of workmanship where the simplified Italianate, Queen Anne and
Classical elements on the original portion have been retained.

Age - 3 (high)
The building rates a 3 for its approximate age of 100 years or older.

Association with an event, movement, organization, ox person important to the
community, state, or nation - 2 (good)

The Las Varas Ranch was owned and operated by the Edwards family from the late
nineteenth century until 1967. From at least 1900, however, the ranch was divided into
the “Las Varas ” and “Edwards” ranches that were owned and operated separately by
different family members. Two family members, John S. Edwards and his son, George
S. Edwards, were important persons in Santa Barbara County history. The house’s high
style architectural elements that are derivative of Ttalianate, Queen Anne and Classical
motifs indicate that it was probably built for the ranch owner. Typical vernacular ranch
houses lacked this building’s architectural sophistication. It is likely thatJohn S,, the -
original ranch owner, erected the dwelling in the 1880s prior to his death in 1890. Itis
known that his son George S. lived elsewhere at the family’s Goleta Valley ranch and
after 1887 at a new home in Santa Barbara, where he engaged in an active business
career. It is not known the extent to which John S. or George S. occupied the house and
it therefore earns a good level of association. .
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Architect/Designer - 1 (low)

This ranch building probably did not have an architect, and no designer or builder was
identified.

Architectural Style or Building Type ~ 3 (high)

The house is a late-nineteenth century high-style dwelling, with distinctive Italianate,
Queen Anne and Classical style elements which are highly unusual for a ranch
residence, being more commonly found on houses in downtown Santa Barbara. Rural
vernacular buildings generally do not contain this level of Victorian decorative detailing.
Although a few elements have been lost over time, the dwelling retains its integrity of
design. The house’s building type is relatively rare in Goleta.

Construction and Materials ~ 3 (high)

The original portion of the building, particularly the main facade, has retained features,
such as the Victorian decorative elements, that represent a good example of
craftsmanship of a bygone era. The house merits a high rating as an example of an
agricultural dwelling in an elaborated high style that is not common in rural Goleta.

Traditional Lifeways - NA
Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History - 3 (high)

The cottage was originally constructed sometime during the early Americanization
Period (1880-1915) of county history. Agriculture was the main economic activity in
Goleta at this time. This was an era when ranching practices were evolving toward
more intensive types of agricultural production, including growing field and orchard
crops. The original Las Varas Ranch and its successors, the “Las Varas” and “Edwards”
ranches, typified this evolution. Only the “Las Varas Ranch,” however, cultivated
orchards prior t01959. The building, which was probably the residence of the ranch
owner, has a direct association with the broad theme of agriculture in Goleta’s history.

Conveys an Important Sense of Time and Place ~ 3 (high)

The house is one of four surviving historical buildings in Area 2 that, along with the
surrounding natural landscape, retain a sense of the old ranch setting. Although some
of its context has been lost with the removal of the large barn to the north and small

outbuildings, the home and its neighboring ranch buildings retain a sense of time and
place representative of an agricultural landscape 75 or more years of age.

Able to Yield Information ~ NA
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California Register of Historic Resources

The building does not have a strong association with events important to the state’s
history or cultural heritage, and-thus it does not meet Criterion A. It does have a good
association with persons important to our past, and meets Criterion B. The dwelling,
although it has been altered, possess an unusual type of Italianate ranch building that,
when assessed within the context of its setting as a whole, meets Criterion C. It would
appear not to have the potential to yield information important to history or prehistory,
and therefore does not meet Criterion D. In summary, the building is considered
eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criteria B and C.

National Register of Historic Places

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
nation’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The cottage
possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type of high style agricultural
building that is not often found locally, but its significance does not rise to the level of
national prominence. Hence, it does not meet Criterion C. It would appear not to have
the potential to yield information important to history or prehistory, and therefore does
not meet Criterion D. In summary, the building is not considered eligible for listing on
the NRHP.

Summary for the Main House

The overall significance rating for the Main House under the County criteria is high,
resulting from its retention of historical integrity, its age, its association with important
persons in history, its uncommon building type, its association with the agriculture
theme in Goleta history and its ability to evoke a sense of time and place. The building
meets Criterion B and C of the CRHR due to its association with important persons and
its ability, within the context of its setting in Area 2, to evoke a period of agricultural
history. The building does not qualify for listing on the NRHP.

Area 2 Significance Evaluation Summary

Three of the buildings in this area, Barn Nos. 1, 2 and 3 rate good to high under County
significance criteria and are eligible for listing on the California Register of Historic
Resources. One building, the Main House, rates a high level of significance and is also
eligible for listing on the California Register of Historic Resources. All four are therefore
considered historic resources under CEQA. None of the four buildings are eligible for
listing on the NRHP. '
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9. RURAL HISTORIC LANDSCAPE ASSESSMENT

Rural Historic Landscape Definition

According to the National Park Service, a Rural Historic Landscape is a geographical
area that historically has been “shaped or modified” by human occupancy and that
“possesses a significant concentration, linkage, or continuity of areas of land use,
vegetation, buildings and structures, roads and waterways, and natural features.”
Small-sized rural landscapes with no buildings or structures, such as orchards, are
classified as “sites” while landscapes with extensive acreage and containing numerous
buildings, structures and sites, such as ranches, are classified as “districts.”?

Assessment Methodology

This assessment followed the methodology outlined in the National Park Service
guidelines for determining the existence of a Rural Historic Landscape. The guidelines
require a consideration of the following eleven landscape characteristics, established by
the National Park Service as “tangible evidence” of the activities of the people who
occupied and developed the land to serve human needs: land uses; patterns of spatial
organization; responses to the natural environment; cultural traditions; circulation
networks; boundary demarcations; vegetation related to land use; buildings, structures
and objects; clusters; archeological sites; and small-scale elements. The property’s
eligibility for Rural Historic Landscape status is then determined by evaluating the
landscape characteristics data in three steps: define significance by applying the County
of Santa Barbara, CRHR and NRHP criteria to the property; assess its historic integrity
with reference to its period of significance; and establish landscape boundaries.?

Landscape Characteristics
1. Land Uses and Activities

The study area consists of a coastal plain that slopes gently southward from its northern
boundary (Highway 101) and terminates at the steep ocean cliffs that form its southern
boundary. The plain is traversed by a series of watercourses, most of which originate
north of the property, that snake south before emptying into the Pacific Ocean. The
draining water has eroded swales and ravines over the millennia that have resulted ina
terrain that alternates between large, relatively level terraces and narrow troughs.

Agricultural production is the predominant land use activity. Cattle grazing may have
occurred during the Spanish Mission era and later as part of the Rancho Dos Los
Pueblos. After John S. Edwards acquired the property in the 1870s or 1880s dry-farmed
field crops were grown and cattle were grazed. Succeeding Edwards family members
also dry-farmed field crops, introduced irrigated orchard crops, and eventually

2 (1.8, Department of the Interior, National Park Service, National Register Bulletin 30: Guidelines for
Evaluating and Documenting Rural Historic Landscapes, 1999, 1-2.
2 Ibid., 4-6; 12-28.
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eliminated dry-farming operations in favor of pasture land. Ranching activities are on-
going at the present time.

Cattle are grazed on all of the terraces except where lemon and avocado orchards have
been planted. Lemon orchards are located on the northern portions of the terraces
between Las Varas Creek and the drainage trough to the west that marks the
approximate center of the property. Two avocado orchards are also located on the west
side of Gato Creek north of the railroad tracks. Lemon and avocado orchards are
located as well on the bench land on the west side of and adjacent to the Las Varas Creek
bed. Building clusters are located on the west side of Las Varas Creek {Area 1) and on
the east side of Gato Creek (Area 2). There are cattle corrals and loading chutes on the
south side and adjacent to agricultural out buildings in the Area 1 building cluster.

The areas of major importance include the terraces and the bench land in the Las Varas
Creek floodplain. The terraces and floodplain are historic because they have supported
agricultural activities for many decades and continue to do 50 at the present time. The
windrows that were planted in the drainage troughs and elsewhere are also important
because they reflect a period when field crops needs protection from coastal winds.

2. Patierns of Spatial Organization

The property is spatially organized around the terraces because they are portions of the
land best suited for agricultural activities and for locating buildings and structures. The
terraces are demarcated on their east and west sides by the creeks and drainage courses
which are situated in troughs and filled with trees. Their southern boundary is the steep
cliffs overlooking the Pacific Ocean and their northern boundary is marked by a
combination of a paved ranch road, Highway 101 and lines of trees and other
vegetation. The terraces are mostly dedicated to grassland used as pasture. There are
four large orchards on the terraces that are visually distinguished from their adjacent
pasture land by their raw soil, elevated height and regimented rows. Ranch roads
traverse the perimeter of some terraces and cross the mid-sections of others. The roads
that enter the property from the main highway, access buildings and extend along the
northern boundary east of Gato Creek and through the center of the property west of the
creek, are paved with asphalt. The remaining roads are unpaved. Wire fences are used
throughout the study area to enclose grasslands and separate livestock from water
drainage troughs, orchards and railroad tracks. The orchards that are planted in the Las
Varas Creek floodplain represent a secondary pattern of spatial organization. This is
because the narrow floodplain is lower in elevation than the terraces and is a distinct
natural environment typical of creek drainage corridors.

3. Response to the Natural Environment

‘The study area consists of over 520 acres of undulating coastal plain that slopes gently
southward from its northern boundary (Highway 101) and terminates at the steep ocean
cliffs that form its southern boundary. The property’s highest elevation is
approximately 200 feet and its lowest is approximately 25 feet (excluding the low-lying
drainage channels) although a substantial portion of the area historically used for
agricultural production lies between approximately 150 and 50 feet. The plain is
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traversed by a series of watercourses that, with two exceptions, originate north of the
property and snake south before emptying into the Pacific Ocean. The draining water
has eroded swales and ravines over the millennia that have resulted in a terrain that
alternates between large, relatively level terraces and narrow troughs. Las Varas Creek,
located along the property’s eastern boundary, has the largest beneficial seasonal flow of
the property’s watercourses. The creek’s raised bench land, subject to inundation
during severe flooding, adjoins the creek bed on the west. The somewhat narrower Gato
Creek and Canyon are found nearly one mile to the west in the western portion of the
project site. Between the two creeks are two seasonal waterways that convey runoff
between terraces. A shorter ravine that originates within the property north of the
railroad tracks is located west of Gato Creek. The western boundary of the property is
marked by an arroyo that drains westward into Las Llagas Creek and Canyon. The
Union Pacific Railroad tracks, which are variously elevated above, at grade and below
the property surface gradient, cut diagonally on a northwesterly axis across the southern
portion of the study area.

The vegetation on the terrace lands consists primarily of grasses interspersed with
chaparral that are used for cattle grazing. A smaller number of acres are devoted to
lemon and avocado orchards on the terraces. Lemon orchards are located on the
northern portion of the property between Las Varas Creek and the first seasonal
drainage channel to the west and between the first drainage channel and the second
drainage channel to its west. Two avocado orchards were planted on the terrace
adjoining Gato Creek on its west side. The bench land on the west side of Las Varas
Creek, a floodplain that lies at an intermediate elevation between the creek bed on its
east and the terrace on its west, contains a lemon orchard on its north end and avocado
orchards on its remaining length. Windrows of mature eucalyptus trees planted by
prior ranch operators occupy the banks of the two intermittent drainage courses located
between Las Varas and Gato creeks. A variety of trees, at times forming dense stands,
are found in the creek riparian corridors, and to a lesser extent, in the two ravines
located in the western portion of the property. Trees species include willow, sycamore,
oak and eucalyptus, and in Las Varas Canyon only, palm. Chaparral grows in profusion
on canyon and ravine slopes and ridges, in intermittent expanses along the coastal bluffs
and in scattered clumps on terraces south of the railroad tracks. Human occupants of
the study area have cultivated several types of ornamental vegetation near the two
building clusters and elsewhere. Pine, eucalyptus, palm, olive, citrus, avocado, coral
and jacaranda trees, among others, were planted near buildings. Two stands of cypress
trees are located south of the railroad tracks in the western portion of the property and
tamarisk trees line the north side of the northern ranch road between the two seasonal
drainage troughs. :

The study area and the remaining portion of the Las Varas Ranch lying north of the
freeway have been used for ranching since the late nineteenth century. Human
occupants of the land have responded to the natural environment in tangible ways. The
two building clusters, for example, were located on terraces, safe from potential flood
damage, yet near each of the property’s two creeks, and hence accessible to water
supplies. The first orchards were planted in the bénch land or floodplain adjacent to Las
Varas Creek where irrigation water was readily available and soils were superior.
Eucalyptus windrows to shield crops from strong coastal winds were planted
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extensively along the two intermittent drainage courses and on the north side of the
railroad tracks. The materials and design of the property’s historical buildings, except
for the high style main house in Area 2, are typical of vernacular ranch construction.
None reflect a particular response to the study area’s natural environment.

4. Cultural Traditions

The main cultural tradition evident on the study property is Goleta ranching. Land use
practices in this tradition began with the Spanish and Mexican eras of the nineteenth
century when the Spanish Missions and Mexican rancheros pursued primarily cattle
grazing on their vast estates. New, more intensive, agricultural practices were
introduced in the late nineteenth century when the ranchos were split apart and their
smaller yet still sizable parcels were acquired by Americans. Dry farming of field crops,
which ranged from grains to vegetables, was a widespread practice that continued into
the post-World War I era. A major new facet in the American market-driven approach
to ranching occurred near the end of the nineteenth century when the irrigation of crops,
particularly orchards, developed into a common practice. The Americans retained the
practices of cattle grazing and horse raising, meanwhile, as holdovers from the Mission
and Mexican eras. Land division patterns reflected the American diversified approach
to ranching. Fencing was employed to mark property boundaries. Within properties,
fencing shielded one practice, such as cattle pastures, from another, such as field crops
or orchards. Windrows were planted to protect crops from wind damage as well as to
establish property divisions. In contrast to the Spanish tradition of using mostly adobe
and clay, American building design, materials and methods of construction followed the
folk vernacular, and occasionally high style, motifs made possible by the wide
availability of milled Iumber.

The project property’s cultural practices reflect those of the Goleta ranching tradition.
Cattle grazing may have occurred during the Spanish Mission era and later as part of the
Rancho Dos Los Pueblos. Dry-farmed field crops were grown and cattle were grazed
after John S. Edwards acquired the property in the 1870s or 1880s. Succeeding Edwards
family members also dry-farmed field crops until at least the 1950s, including hay,
grains and vegetables like tomatoes, peas, lima beans and garbanzo beans. The practice
of cattle grazing was continued as well and is a present-day activity. Irrigated orchard
crops, very likely lemons, were in place by the 1920s but were probably introduced
before that time. Avocado orchards, also irrigated, were introduced alongside lemons in
the second half of the twentieth century. Eventually dry-farming operations were
eliminated in favor of pasture land and orchards. Extensive eucalyptus windrows
were planted along drainage courses and elsewhere and fencing was installed
throughout. The project property’s two building clusters feature mostly vernacular
ranch styles although Italianate, Queen Anne and Classical influences exist in one of the
residences. '

J—

5, Circulation Networks

The principal form of transportation on the study property is motorized vehicle. A

secondary means of transportation is horse riding. Ranch roads traverse the perimeter

of some terraces and cross the mid-sections of others. Roads also cross water course
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ravines and circulate through the Las Varas Creek bench land. The only roads that are
paved with asphalt are the ones that enter the property from Highway 101, access
buildings, extend along the northern boundary east of Gato Creek and through the
center of the property on an east-west axis west of the creek. The remaining roads are
unpaved.

The main road into the ranch from Highway 101 dates to about 1915 when the State
Highway was realigned to bridge Las Varas Canyon rather than “dogleg” through the
canyon and creek bed. The prior ranch entry road originated in Las Varas Canyon and
accessed the terrace area where the Area 1 cluster is located. The road on the eastern
side of Gato Creek Canyon that once connected the highway directly with the Area 2
cluster has retained its same general alignment although it no longer connects with what
is now Highway 101. A straight road visible on a 1928 aerial photograph led south from
the highway to the western end of Area 1 and thence southwesterly along the east side
of the nearby drainage trough. The portion between the highway and Area 1 no longer
exists and is now an orchard. At least two roads running generally north and south and
visible on the same photograph, located east and west of Gato Creek, crossed the
highway to the northern portion of the ranch. Only traces of these roads remain.?

The ranch is connected with the larger region via Highway 101, which is accessed at the
main ranch entrance in the northeast corner of the property. The highway is a limited
access freeway that is otherwise not directly accessible from the project property. It
originated as El Camino Real in the Mission Era and was upgraded periodically by Santa
Barbara County and the State of California in response to increased transportation
usage. As a State Highway it remained a two-lane route, and hence more accessible and
crossable from the study property, until the early 1940s when it was made a four-lane
divided highway. The road bed was widened, re-graded and realigned resulting in its
relocation a short distance southward between Las Varas and Gato creeks. West of Gato
Creek the realigned highway straightened a northward-bending curve approximately
one mile in length resulting in its movement several hundred feet to the south.?¢ It
appears from aerial photographs that for an unknown period of time ranch roads
continued to access the highway and cross it to the northern portion of the ranch after
the 1940s-era reconstruction. Ultimately, such access was blocked.

Another regional transportation artery was introduced when the Southern Pacific
Railroad Company completed its tracks through the southern portion of the study site
about 1901. Due to the site’s uneven terrain portions of the track line are many feet
below grade, some sections are above grade while others are at grade. The tracks thus
inhibited circulation to some extent between the northern and southern parts of the
study property, but did not prevent it. Two historic vehicle grade crossings, dating to at
least 1928, are located on the east side of Gato Creek Canyon and on the east side of the
ravine west of the canyon. These remain in use at this time. The railroad also installed
arched masonry culverts in the Las Varas and Gato creek beds. These culverts, built of

2 Aerial photographs, Flight C-307A, Frame 62, 1928 and Flight GS-EM, Frame 6-34, 1947, MIL, UCSB.
241 H. Gibson, “Santa Barbara County Improvements Completed,” California Highways and Public
Works (March 1942), 10-11, 16; Aerial photographs, Flight C-307A, Frame 62, 1928 and Flight GS-EM,
Frame 6-34, 1947, MIL, UCSB.
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dressed sandstone in regular ashlar courses, were intended to convey stream flows
below the track berms. They are sufficiently large to permit human foot traffic and
horseback riders to travel from one side of the tracks to the other during periods of low
creek flow. The railroad lengthened and fortified the Gato:Creek culvert using board-
formed concrete in 19445

6. Boundary Demarcations

The property is spatially organized around the terraces because they are the portions of
the land best suited for agricultural activities and for locating buildings and structures.
The terraces are demarcated on their east and west sides by the creeks and drainage
courses which are situated in troughs and filled with trees. Their southern boundary is
the steep cliffs overlooking the Pacific Ocean and their northern boundary is marked by
a combination of a paved ranch road, Highway 101 and lines of trees and other
vegetation. The terraces are mostly dedicated to grassland used as pasture. There are
four large orchards on the terraces that are visually distinguished from their adjacent
pasture land by their raw soil, elevated height and regimented rows. Ranch roads
traverse the perimeter of some terraces and cross the mid-sections of others. The roads
that enter the property from the main highway, access buildings and extend along the
northern boundary east of Gato Creek and through the center of the property west of the
creek, are paved with asphalt. The remaining roads are unpaved. Wire fences are used
throughout the study area to enclose grasslands and separate livestock from water
drainage troughs, orchards and railroad tracks. The orchards that are planted in the Las
Varas Creek floodplain represent a secondary pattern of spatial organization. This is
because the narrow floodplain is lower in elevation than the terraces and is a distinct
natural environment typical of creek drainage corridors.

The predominant features that mark divisions within the landscape have not changed
significantly since human occupation of the land. These features include the creek
canyons that form the east and west boundaries of the property as well as Gato Creek
and other water drainage troughs that traverse the interior of the site. One change
instigated by ranchers is the planting of windrows and other trees in the troughs of the
creeks and drainages. The railroad tracks that slice through the southern portion of the
property create a division within the terraces although the tracks have not prevented
circulation within the property or inhibited historic ranching practices on the south side
of the tracks. Highway 101, the predominant feature marking the northern boundary of
the study property, is a limited access divided roadway. The southern boundary is
marked by the steep bluffs overlooking the beach and ocean except where the lower
elevation watercourses drain into the sea.

Historically the major boundary within the property is the wire fence that runs generally
north and south on a terrace at its approximate center. From approximately 1890, when
John S. Edwards died, until 1967, when the present owner acquired the property, there
were two separately Edwards-family owned and operated ranches on either side of the
fence: “Las Varas Ranch” in the east and “Edwards Ranch” in the west. Ranching
practices were virtually the same on both ranches with the exception that irrigated

25 Nan Lawler, “Closing the Gap,” Railroad History, Bulletin 145, February 1984.
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orchards were planted on the “Las Varas Ranch.” Irrigated orchards were expanded on
the former “Las Varas Ranch” after 1967 and were introduced on the former “Edwards
Ranch” after that date.

Access to and from the ranch lands north of the state road as well as to the highway
itself was more limited after it became a wider, divided highway in the 1940s although it
appears that ranch vehicles continued to cross and access it for several years after this
time. At some point the property’s access was restricted to a single road in the northeast
corner of the site.

7. Vegetation Related to Land Use

The vegetation on the terrace lands consists primarily of grasses interspersed with
chaparral that are used for cattle grazing. A smaller number of acres are devoted to
lemon and avocado orchards on the terraces. Lemon orchards are located on the
northern portion of the property between Las Varas Creek and the first seasonal
drainage channel to the west and between the first drainage channel and the second
drainage channel to its west. Two avocado orchards are planted on the terrace adjoining
Gato Creek on its west side. The bench land on the west side of Las Varas Creek, a
floodplain that lies at an intermediate elevation between the creek bed on its east and the
terrace on its west, contains a lemon orchard on its north end and avocado orchards on
its remaining length. Windrows of mature eucalyptus trees planted by prior ranch
operators occupy the banks of the two intermittent drainage courses located between
Las Varas and Gato creeks. A variety of trees, at times forming dense stands, are found
in the creek riparian corridors, and to a lesser extent, in the two ravines Iocated in the
western portion of the property. Tree species include willow, sycamore, oak and
eucalyptus, and in Las Varas Canyon only, palm. Chaparral grows in profusion on
canyon and ravine slopes and ridges, in intermittent expanses along the coastal bluffs
and in scattered clumps on terraces south of the railroad tracks. Human occupants of
the study area have cultivated several types of ornamental vegetation near the two
building clusters and elsewhere. Pine, eucalyptus, palm, olive, citrus, avocado, coral
and jacaranda trees, among others, were planted near buildings. Two stands of cypress
trees are located south of the railroad tracks in the western portion of the property and
tamnarisk trees line the north side of the northern ranch road between the two seasonal
drainage troughs. '

Crop types and cultivation practices have changed since the advent of American
ownership. Dry-farmed field crops were grown and cattle were grazed after John S.
Edwards acquired the property in the 1870s or 1880s. Succeeding Edwards family
members, on both the “Las Varas” and “Edwards” ranches, also dry-farmed field crops
until about the late 1950s, including hay, grains and vegetables like tomatoes, peas, lima
beans and garbanzo beans. The practice of cattle grazing was continued as well and is a
present-day activity. Irrigated orchard crops, very likely lemons, were in place by the
1920s on the “Las Varas Ranch” but were probably introduced before that time.

Changes in s;egetation have occurred since the end of the period of significance in 1959.
Dry farming operations were eliminated in favor of pasture land. Irrigated avocado
orchards were introduced and replaced some lemon orchards in the Las Varas

45



Revised Las Varas Ranch Phase 1-2/
Rural Historic Landscape Report
May 26, 2009

floodplain, lemon orchards were expanded on the terraces in the former “Las Varas
Ranch” and two avocado orchards were planted on the terrace on the west side of Gato
Creek. A long eucalyptus windrow that bordered the south end of the large terrace
between Las Varas Canyon on the east and the first drainage trough on the west was
chopped down. Two windrows that are visible in a 1928 aerial photograph once
extended along both sides of the State Highway from the property’s eastern boundary
west to the second drainage trough. The windrows were significantly thinned in areas
and removed in others after the highway was widened and reconstructed in the 1940s.
A long row of closely-planted Japanese pittosporum trees were recently planted running
east and west on the south side of the three barns in Area 2.

8. Buildings, Structures and Objects

The rural study area features two small groups of ranch buildings. One of the building
clusters, designated as Area 1, is located on the west side of Las Varas Canyon in the
section of the ranch historically known as “Las Varas Ranch.” The other cluster, which
is found on the east side of Gato Canyon, was designated Area 2, and is found in the
western portion of the ranch traditionally referred to as “Edwards Ranch.” Because the
buildings have already been described in detail in the foregoing Sections 4 and 8 of this
report this section will present only brief summaries of those discussions.

Areal

1. Staff Cottage No. 1 -This is an irregular-shaped, vernacular style building built .
between 1910 and 1920. The original portion of the single story, wood frame building is
side-gabled with parallel gables that are moderately-sloped and covered with
composition shingles. There are shed roofed additions to the north and west elevations
and a carport addition on the west elevation with corrugated metal roofing. The
building is in good condition.

2. Staff Cottage No. 2 - This cottage is located a few feet to the southwest of Staff
Cottage No. 1. Although it is smaller than the first cottage, it retains the same
vernacular style and materials, and was built between 1910 and 1920. The building is in
good condition. ‘

3. Storage Shed No. 1 - This small metal shed is located a few feet to the southeast of
Staff Cottage No. 2. Due to its recent construction and utilitarian purpose, it was not
surveyed. : '

4. Foreman's House - This vernacular style house, which was built about 1910, is located
east of the two staff cottages. The single-story building is side-gabled with a
moderately-sloped roof, open eaves and composition roofing. It has wood shingle
siding, The house is irregularly-shaped, with additions on its west, east and north
elevations. The building is in good condition. '

5, Repair Garage - This is a vernacular one-story, rectangular-shaped building built
between 1910 and 1920. It is located south of the Foreman’s House. Set on a concrete

46 \



Revised Las Varas Ranch Phase 1-2/
Rural Historic Landscape Report
May 26, 2009

foundation, it has board and batten siding, and a side-gabled roof covered with
corrugated metal. The building is in good condition,

6. Horse Barn - This is a metal barn that is located to the northwest of the Repair
Garage. Due to its recent construction and utilitarian purpose, it was not surveyed. -

7. Storage Shed No. 2 - Located a few feet north of the Horse Barn, this plywood-sided
building, due to its recent construction and utilitarian purpose, was not surveyed.

8. Cattle Shed - This is another plywood-sided building. It is located among the cattle
corrals, southeast of the Repair Garage. Due to its recent construction and utilitarian

purpose, it was not surveyed.
9. Residence - This single-story Spanish Colonial Revival residence, which does not

qualify for assessment due to its relatively recent date of construction, is located
approximately oné-quarter mile southwest of the Staff Cottages. It was not surveyed.

Area 1 Significance Evaluation Summary

Four of the buildings in this area, Staff Cottage Nos. 1 and 2, Foreman’s House and
Repair Garage rate good to high under County significance criteria and are eligible for
listing on the California Register of Historic Resources. They are therefore considered
historic resources under CEQA. All four are resources that contribute to the historic
landscape. None of the buildings is eligible for listing on the National Register of
Historic Places. The remaining five buildings and structures are non~contributors to the
historic landscape.

Area 2

1. Water Tank Tower - This structure is located approximately 125 feet south of
Highway 101 on the mesa west of Gato Canyon. It consists of a wood tower
approximately twenty feet in height topped by a rectangular-shaped, wood platform
about 16’ by 18" in dimension. The wood stave water tank that once rested on the
platform is missing. The structure appears to have been built by the US. Army in 1944
to provide water for a short-lived prisoner of war camp erected a short distance to the
west.? The structure is in poor condition.

2. Staff Cottage - This is a one-story, irregularly-shaped building in a vernacular style
that likely dates to the 1880s. At least four additions have been made to the original
building over the years. It is wood-framed, sided with a mix of board and batten,
clapboard, and plywood, and has composition roofing. A small, derelict outbuilding
with gabled roof that dates to the late nineteenth or early twentieth centuries is located
close to the cottage on its west side. Overall, the two buildings are in very poor
condition.

% Justin M. Ruhge, Looking Back (Goleta, CA: Quantum Imaging Associates, 1991), 100-103.
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3. Utility Building - This is a metal utility and storage building that is located south of
the Staff Cottage. Due to its recent construction and utilitarian purpose, it was not
surveyed,

4. Barn No. 1 - This is the largest of three older barns in Area 2. Probably built in the
1920s and used for storing baled hay, it is front-gabled with a moderately-pitched roof
and slightly overhanging eaves. The barn is wood-framed, and its walls and roofing are
made of corrugated metal. The building is in good condition.

5. Barn No, 2 - Located a few feet to the southeast of Barn No. 1, this small building was
also likely built in the 1920s. It is front-gabled with raised seam metal roofing and
overhanging eaves. Its walls are made of board and batten on its north and south sides,

and corrugated metal on its east and west sides. The building is in poor o modera
condition. The building is in poor to moderate condition. :

6. Barn No, 3 - This barn is located a few feet east of Barn No. 2. It is smaller and older
than Barn No. 2, and probably dates to the late nineteenth century. The barn is gabled
with a steeply-pitched roof that is covered with corrugated metal roofing. The eaves
have a wide overhang. The siding consists of board and batten with a varying board
width. The building is in poor condition.

7. Garage - Located to the southwest of the three barns, this is an all metal domestic
garage. Due to its recent construction and utilitarian purpose, it was not surveyed.

8. Main House - This is a wood-framed building that is located to the southeast of the
three bamns. Itis a high style ranch house, dating to the late nineteenth century, which
features decorative elements inspired by the Italianate, Queen Anneand Classical styles.
The northern portion of the single story building was built first and has a hipped roof.
Subsequent additions were made on the south and east elevations of the original cottage.
Overall, the building is in good condition.

Area 2 Sionificance Evaluation Summary

Three of the buildings in this area, Barn Nos. 1, 2 and 3 rate good to high under County
significance criteria and are eligible for listing on the California Register of Historic
Resources. One building, the Main House, rates a high level of significance and is also
eligible for listing on the California Register of Historic Resources. All four are therefore
considered historic resources under CEQA. All four are resources that contribute to the
historic landscape. None of the buildings is eligible for listing on the National Register
of Historic Places. The remaining four buildings and structures are non-contributors to
the historic landscape.

Miscellaneous Structures and Objects

1. Railroad Track Culverts - There are two railroad track culverts built by the Southern
Pacific Railroad Company about 1901 when it laid its tracks through the study site. They
convey water from Las Varas and Gato creeks below the tracks and embankment to the
ocean. The stone culvert at Las Varas Creek is constructed of rough faced ashlar
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sandstone blocks laid in a coursed pattern with raised rounded mortar. The central
horseshoe-shaped opening, which has a keystone arch capped by a stone lintel, is eight
feet wide and twelve to fifteen feet high. The opening is flanked by two flaring wing
walls. The barrel vault is constructed of poured-in-place board-formed concrete. - The
second culvert, at Gato Creek, is narrower but of the same construction technique and
materials as that at Las Varas Creek. The horseshoe-shaped opening is truncated by the
flaring wing walls on the east side. In 1944, as indicated by the date incised on the south
face of the culvert, it was widened and altered by the addition of poured-in-place:
concrete in the barrel vault and along the wing walls on the south side. Concrete bond

" beams were built on top of the sandstone wing walls on the north face.

Both culverts are in good condition. The east wing wall of the Las Varas Creek culvert is
cracking and the mortar is pulling away at a few stones. There is efflorescence indicating
seepage on the barrel vault. The culvert at Las Varas Creek retains integrity of materials
and design and contributes to the rural landscape. The integrity of design and materials
of the culvert at Gato Creek has been compromised by its lengthening, its concrete face,
and the construction of new wing walls of poured-in-place concrete on the south side
and the addition of concrete bond beams on the wing walls on the north side. It
therefore is not a contributor to the rural landscape. S

2. Ranch Machinery - There are five derelict ranch implements on the study property
that qualify as objects. One is located adjacent to the Foreman’s House in Area1land
four are clustered in Area 2 a few yards north of the metal Utility Building. All five
date to the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries when field crops were dry
farmed on both of the historic ranches that constitute the project property. None of the
five implements were self-propelled but instead were pulled by horses or tractors in the
fields. The implement in Area 1 is steel-framed with a single disc that opened furrows
in the soil for planting crops like tomatoes. The object is incomplete and therefore in
poor condition. The implement cluster in Area 2 includes a belt-driven thresher with
wood sides that was ideally suited to lima bean threshing. Itis in good condition. A
steel-framed grader used to grade fields or roads is located nearby and is in good
condition. Another object in the cluster is a seeder with wood seed boxes used for
planting rows of field crops. It is in poor condition due to the deterioration of its
materials, Finally, a steel seed bed roller that prepared the soil surface for seed planting
by rendering it powdery is included in the group. Itis in good condition. The
implements are not contributors to the landscape because they are grouped separately
from historic buildings and are no longer in a historical setting.

9. Clusters

There are two clusters of ranch buildings, Area 1 and Area 2, which have been described
in detail above. Both were the headquarters of their respective ranches, “Las Varas” and
“Edwards,” during the approximate years 1890-1967. Each included residences for
foremen and staff as well as barns and outbuildings, most of which have survived. Both
were located on terraces near creeks and both for many decades enjoyed direct access to
the County Road (later State Highway) via a ranch road.
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10. Archeological Sites

Extensive deposits of partly exposed old red and yellow brick presently used as road
base or erosion control are located on a-raised unpaved road along the western edge of
the Las Varas Creek floodplain southeast of the Area 1 building cluster. Smaller
deposits are located in other areas of the floodplain as well. Most of the brick material is
in fragments but there are many whole bricks and a substantial number are affixed with
mortar. Fragments of seven-eighths-inch thick sandstone finished on three sides that
may have been part of a fireplace mantel were found in the same locations. Pieces of
harder stone that were finished on one side, possibly part of a hearth, were also found in
the debris. No foundations or other evidence of former buildings in the immediate area
were found. As discussed in another portion of this report, a map dating from 1903
depicts three buildings in the Las Varas Creek floodplain adjacent to the old County
Road which crossed the creek in the canyon nearby. The deposits are a short distance
south of where the old road and buildings were once located and where an orchard now
stands. It is possible that the fragments are remains from brick chimneys or other
elements belonging to the old roadside buildings that have long since been removed.

11. Small-scale Elements
No small-scale elements were identified in this study.

Significance Assessment

As required by National Park Service guidelines the National Register of Historic Places
criteria for significance were applied to the Las Varas Ranch and the following findings
were made. The property meets Criterion A because of its association with the broad
historical pattern of Goleta ranching. The ranch’s period of si gnificance is ¢.1880-1959,
which is the span of time reflected by its existing physical natural and cultural features.
The ranch has retained important character-defining landscape features that reflect this
association: land uses such as cattle grazing and orchard crop production; spatial
organization that is arranged around terraces and drainage troughs; cultural traditions
that reflect the era of American ranching, such as the planting of windrows, erection of
wood sided buildings and the growing of irrigated orchards; vegetation that evokes a
feeling of historical agricultural land uses; buildings that reflect their historical era and
original spatial organization; and historic views and vistas. The ranch has the ability to
represent the type of nineteenth and early twentieth century agricultural complexes
once seen all over the larger Goleta area, but are now removed as a result of extensive -
suburban tract development. In summary, the Las Varas Ranch is significant at the local
level under Criterion A of the National Register of Historic Places.

Integrity Assessment

‘Historic integrity is the ability of a property to convey its significance. According to the
National Park Service, integrity is the composite effect of seven qualities: Jocation,
design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and association. If a property possesses
all or most of these qualities it will reflect those characteristics that were present during
its period of significance despite changes that may have occurred since the period of
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significance. The Las Varas Ranch has retained its integrity of location, design, setting
and materials. This is because most of its important landscape characteristics are
unchanged since the period of significance, ¢.1880-1959. The same terrace and
floodplain land is used for agricultural production; the landscape is still organized
spatially by terraces, creeks and drainage troughs; vegetation encompassing.grazing
grasses, orchards, windrows and chaparral remain intact; boundary demarcations such
as the east and west property lines along creeks, the ocean bluffs and the regional
highway have not changed; historic buildings have retained their original design and
materials; and historic views of the mountains and ocean remain intact. Likewise, the
ranch has retained its integrity of feeling and association. Despite the rerouting of some
ranch roads, the change from dry farming to grazing, the introduction of several new
ranch buildings and the removal of some windrows, the ranch retains its ability to
convey a feeling of a unified historical scene and association with the Goleta ranching
tradition, The Las Varas Ranch has thus retained its integrity as a rural historic
landscape.

Boundary Determination

The National Park Service guidelines state that establishing the boundaries of a rural
historic landscape requires the determination of the unit of land that was occupied and
actively managed during the period of significance. Historic landscape characteristics
must be historically continuous and distributed throughout so that the land within the
boundaries has both historic significance and integrity. The property’s legal boundaries
encompassing the Las Varas Creek on the east, the Las Llagas Creek on the west and the
high cliffs overlooking the Pacific Ocean on the south meet this requirement for historic
use and the presence of historic landscape characteristics. The Union Pacific Railroad
tracks do not constitute a boundary because they did not inhibit agricultural use of or
traffic circulation on the terraces south of the tracks during the period of significance.
The northern boundary is Highway 101. This is because it is a modern divided highway
that has separated the southern portion of the historic ranch from its northern portion by
creating a visual barrier and by truncating roadway access between the two portions.
(See Rural Historic Landscape Boundaries Map, Appendix 2)

Summary of Rural Historic Landscape Study of Findings

This study has found that the Las Varas Ranch qualifies as a Rural Historic Landscape at
the local level under Criterion A of the National Register of Historic Places as a result of
its association with the broad historical pattern of Goleta ranching. The ranch has
retained its historical integrity and is able to convey its period of significance. The Rural
Historic Landscape boundaries extend from Las Varas Creek in the east to Las Llagas
Creek in the west and from Highway 101 in the north to the Pacific Ocean bluffs in the
south. As a result of qualifying under National Register criteria, the ranch as a Rural
Historic Landscape also meets Criterion A of the California Register of Historic
Resources for its association with broad patterns in history. Likewise, the Las Varas
Ranch meets Santa Barbara County significance criteria as a Rural Historic Landscape
for its association with broad themes in local history and its ability to convey an
important time and place.
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10. SUMMARY OF OVERALL FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The study property features two small groups of ranch buildings. One cluster,
designated as Area 1, is located in the eastern section of the ranch historically known as
“Las Varas Ranch.” The other, designated as Area 2, is found in the western portion of
the ranch traditionally referred to as “Edwards Ranch.” Four of the buildings in Areal,
Staff Cottage Nos. 1 and 2, Foreman’s House and Repair Garage, rate good to high
under County significance criteria and are eligible for listing on the California Register
of Historic Resources. They are therefore considered historic resources under CEQA.
All four are resources that contribute to the rural historic landscape. None of the
buildings is eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places. The
remaining five buildings and structures are non-contributors to the rural historic
landscape.

Three of the buildings in Area 2, Barn Nos. 1, 2 and 3 rate good to high under County
significance criteria and are eligible for listing on the California Register of Historic
Resources. One building, the Main House, rates a high level of significance and is
individually eligible as a County Place of Historical Merit. 1t is also eligible for listing on
the California Register of Historic Resources. All four are therefore considered historic
resources under CEQA. All four are resources that contribute to the rural historic
landscape. None of the buildings is eligible for listing on the National Register of
Historic Places. The remaining four buildings and structures are non-contributors to the
rural historic landscape. ' ' :

This study also found that the Las Varas Ranch qualifies as a Rural Historic Landscape
at the local level under Criterion A of the National Register of Historic Places. The Rural
Historic Landscape boundaries extend from Las Varas Creek in the east to Las Llagas
Creek in the west and from Highway 101 in the north to the Pacific Ocean bluffs in the
south. As a result of qualifying under National Register criteria as a Rural Historic

~ Landscape the ranch also meets Criterion A of the California Register of Historic
Resources and Santa Barbara County significance criteria as a Rural Historic Landscape
for its association with broad themes in local history and its ability to convey an
important time and place.

11. EVALUATION OF POTENTIAL PROJECT EFFECTS

CEQA defines direct intpacts as physical impacts that are caused by a project and occur at
the same time and place. Indirect impacts are visual or contextual impacts that are
reasonably foreseeable and caused by a project, but occur ata different time or place.
Cumulative impacts are two or more individual impacts which, when considered
together, are considerable or which compound or increase other environmental impacts.
(CEQA Guidelines, Sections 15064 and 15355)
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Direct Impacts

The Las Varas Ranch was found to qualify as a Rural Historic Landscape containing two
clusters of historically significant buildings as well as an individual significant building.
The ranch as a whole and its buildings are therefore historic resources under County,
State and federal significance criteria. Under CEQA, a significant impact to a historic
resource occurs when a substantial adverse change to the resource is brought about by
“Jdemolition, destruction, relocation or alteration” of the physical characteristics of the
resource or its immediate surroundings such that its significance would be “materially
impaired.” The proposed project has the potential to result in a Significant Unless
Mitigated (Class II) impact to the existing Rural Historic Landscape and its individual
components. CEQA guidelines provide that if a project involving significant historical
resources follows “The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic
Properties,” the project shall be considered to be mitigated to a level of Less Than
Significant (Class T). (CEQA Guidelines 15064.5)

The following analysis will assess the potential impacts of the proposed project by
applying the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic
Properties to it. The Standards are as follows:”

1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that
. requires minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site
and environment.

2. The historic character of the property shall be retained and preserved. The
removal of historic materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize
a property shall be avoided.

3. Bach property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place and use.
Changes that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding
conjectural features or architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be
undertaken.

4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic
significance in their own right shall be retained and preserved.

5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of
craftsmanship that characterize a property shall be preserved.

6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the
severity of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new
feature shall match the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and,

1.8, Department of the Interior, The Secretary of the Inferior’s Standards for Rehabilitation & Hlustrated
. Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings (Washington, D.C.. U.S. Government Printing Office,
1997) pp. vi-vil.
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where possible, materials. Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated
by documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to
historic materials shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if
appropriate, shall be undertaken using the gentlest means possible.

8. Significant archaeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and
preserved. If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be

undertaken.

9. New additions, exterior alterations; or related new construction shall not destroy
historic materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be
differentiated from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale,
and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its
environment.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in
such a manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of
the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired.

The character-defining features of the Rural Historic Landscape are: the terraces with
grazing land and citrus and avocado orchards; the creeks and drainage troughs with
their windrows; vegetation encompassing grazing grasses, orchards, windrows and
chaparral; the clusters of ranch buildings; the historic views of the ocean and the
mountains as seen from these ranch buildings; and the rural setting as seen from
Highway 101. Potential impacts are defined here as impacts of new development on
historic buildings themselves and/or on the Rural Historic Landscape as viewed from
Highway 101.

The proposed project would not increase the number of existing parcels but would
reconfigure existing parcels and designate seven development envelopes to restrict new
residential construction. Five of these envelopes are located within the boundaries of
the Las Varas Ranch area considered eligible for Rural Historic Landscape listing. The
development envelopes designate the sole area on each parcel that would allow for the
construction of a single family dwelling and accessory buildings.

A single-story residence has already been constructed in Envelope No. 5. The envelope
is located approximately 900 feet southwest of the historic building cluster known as
Area 1. The developed envelope has not resulted in an adverse impact to the historic
landscape as seen from Highway 101 or the cluster of historic resources in Area 1.
However, additional development within Envelope No. 5 has the potential to cause
substantial alteration to the historic ranch setting and result in a significant adverse
impact to historic resources if the character-defining features of the Rural Historic '
Landscape are materially impaired. However, if the project adheres to the Secretary of
the Interior’s Standards 1, 2 and 9, the potential impacts would be less than significant.
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Envelope No. 4 includes the historic cluster of ranch buildings known as Area 2. Open
fields of grazing pasture extend to the north, east and south from the envelope. Oak
tree, chaparral and other vegetation arising from Gato Canyon adjoin it on the west.
Views of Highway 101 are limited by the northward rising natural grade, windrows and
the below grade freeway elevation. The construction of a single family house withir the
cluster would cause a significant adverse impact to historic resources if the construction
caused substantial alteration of character defining features, relocation or the demolition
of the four significant buildings. Additionally, because the significance of the four
buildings rests to a large extent on their setting as a rural landscape, the construction of
a house in their midst would cause a significant adverse impact if its presence altered
the integrity of this rural setting as seen from Highway 101. If the existing buildings
and/or the setting were removed, the proposed project would not meet the Secretary of
the Interior’s Standards 1, 2 and 9, and the impacts would be significant. However, if
the four significant buildings and historic setting in Area 2 are retained as part of the
project and if the development of a new house and accessory buildings is designed to be
compatible with the existing buildings and setting, the Standards would be met and
there would be no significant adverse impact to historic resources.

Envelope No. 3 is located on the terrace adjacent to and west of Gato,Creek and Canyon.
It is bordered on the immediate south and west by orchards. The surface gradient rises
many feet in elevation to the north and rises to a lesser extent to the northeast where it
leads to a copse of oak trees and chaparral. The natural terrain conceals Highway 101
from view to the north as well as views of a potential development of Envelope No. 3
from Highway 101. The terrace grassland, orchards and natural vegetation along Gato
Canyon and vistas to the mountains and ocean are character defining features that
contribute to the ranch’s historic landscape. The construction of a residence and
accessory buildings in Envelope No. 3 has the potential to adversely impact this
significant setting. If, however, the project adheres to the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards 1, 2 and 9 the potential impacts would be less than significant.

Envelope No. 2 is located on the south side of the railroad tracks on bench land adjacent
to Gato Creek. It is several feet lower in elevation than the adjacent terrace on its west.
Thick stands of mature oak and eucalyptus trees and chaparral border the envelope on
its north and east. The natural elevation and vegetation conceal the view of Highway
101 and nearly all of the nearby railroad tracks, both of which lie to the north of the
envelope, as well as views of a potential development of Envelope No. 2 from Highway
101. The terrace grassland, natural vegetation along Gato Canyon and historic vistas to
the mountains and ocean are character-defining features that contribute to the ranch’s
historic landscape. The construction of a residence and accessory buildings in Envelope
No. 2 has the potential to adversely impact this significant setting if the character-
defining features of the Rural Historic Landscape are materially impaired. If, however,
the project adheres to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards 1, 2 and 9 the potential
impacts would be less than significant. '

Envelope No. 1 is located on the south side of the railroad tracks on the terrace west of

Gato Canyon. The envelope is bordered on the north, east and south by extended areas

of grass- and chaparral-covered terrain. The grade rises slightly to the north and

northeast and decreases incrementally to the south. A tall copse of eucalyptus and oak
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trees originating in a ravine adjoin the envelope to the northwest and west. The natural
terrain and vegetation prevent views of the nearby railroad tracks or. of the more distant
Highway 101 as well as views of a potential development of Envelope No.1 from
Highway 101. The terrace grassland, chaparral, drainage trough vegetation and vistas to
the mountains and ocean are character defining features that contribute to the ranch’s
historic landscape. The construction of a residence and accessory buildings in Envelope
No. 1 has the potential to adversely impact this significant setting if the character-
defining features of the Rural Historic Landscape are materially impaired. If, however,
the project adheres to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards 1, 2 and 9 the potential
impacts would be less than significant. :

Indirect Impacts
The following potential indirect impacts may result from this project:

1. Existing historic buildings and structures could be visually impacted if new buildings
and structures that were incompatible in style or height were built adjacent or nearby.

2. The rural historic setting as seen from Highway 101 could be visually impacted if
new historically incompatible buildings and structures were introduced into the
historic landscape. -

3. Views from Highway 101of character-defining historic rural landscape features could
be obscured by inappropriately sited or incompatibly sized new buildings or
structures.

The implementation of the mitigation measures. listed in Section 12 below would ensure
that the project’s potential indirect impacts would be mitigated to a less than significant
level (Class HI).

Cumulative Impacts

The area of effect for defining cumulative impacts is the Gaviota Coast, which was
identified by the National Park Service in2003 as a nationally significant scenic area
between Coal Oil Point int the south and Point Sal in the north. The rural nature of this
area was compromised to some extent by the closure of the Vista del Mar School and the
creation of the Chevron Processing Facility west of Las Varas Ranch near Gaviota in the
1980s. The proposed Santa Barbara Ranch development, located adjacent to the study
property on its east side, is presently undergoing agency review and permit processing.
The project, which would potentially develop up to 72 home sites encompassing both
sides of Highway 101, is located on portions of the historic Dos Pueblos Ranch and the
old Naples town site. Such a proposal has the potential to impact the views of the
historic rural setting from Highway 101 but because the project and its scope of
development are not final, its specific impacts cannot be addressed here.

The proposed Las Varas Ranch project has the potential to impact the view of the

historic rural setting from Highway 101 and thus contribute to cumulative

environmental impacts to the Gaviota Coast. The implementation of the mitigation
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measures listed below in Section 12, however, would ensure that the project’s
contribution to a significant cumulative impact would be rendered less than
cumulatively considerable, and therefore not significant (Class III).

12. REQUIRED MITIGATION MEASURES

To ensure that there would be no significant adverse impacts to the Rural Historic
Landscape or its historic buildings as a result of the proposed subdivision, the following
mitigation measures are required:

1.

The four significant buildings in Area 1 shall be retained in situ as part of this
subdivision. Any rehabilitation of these four buildings shall be undertaken using the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation.

The four significant buildings in Area 2 (Envelope No. 4} shall be retained in situ as
part of this subdivision. Any rehabilitation of these four buildings shall be
undertaken using the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation. The
siting of any future house and accessory buildings in Envelope No. 4 shall not
compromise the integrity of the rural setting of the four buildings and shall be
compatible in size, height and style with the existing buildings.

. Proposed residential and accessory buildings in Envelope Nos. 1,2,3 and 5 shall be

compatible in size, height and style with the Las Varas Ranch’s existing historic
buildings. '

. Prior to the project’s implementation the applicant shall provide for photographic

documentation of the significant buildings in Areas 1 and 2 within their setting by a
County Planning and Development Department-approved historian. Such
photographic documentation includes large-format black-and white archival
photographs of the elevations of each building and their relationship to each other
within their setting. A color Xerox copy of these photographs, with a copy of this
report, shall be provided to Planning and Development and the original photographs
and negatives shall be compiled in a binder, with a site map with arrows indicating
the direction of each photograph, and provided to the Goleta Valley Historical
Society. A letter from the Society to Planning and Development accepting receipt of
this documentation shall indicate that this mitigation measure has been fulfilled.

If the above required measures are implemented the potential impacts shall be
considered mitigated to a less than significant level (Class ITI).
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APPENDIX 2:

RURAL HISTORIC LANDSCAPE
BOUNDARIES MAP
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APPENDIX 3:

SITE PHOTOGRAPHS



Las Varas Ranch — Area 1
Photograph Page No. 1

Staff Cottage No. 1, east elevation, looking west.

Staff Cottage No. 1, north and west elevations, looking southeast.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 1
Photograph Page No. 2

Staff Cottage No. 2, north elevation, looking south.

Staff Cottage No. 2, south and east elevations, looking northwest.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 1
Photograph Page No. 3

Foreman’s House, west elevation, looking east.

Foreman’s House, south elevation, looking northwest.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 1
Photograph Page No. 4
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. Foreman’s House, north elevation, looking southeast.



Las Varas Ranch — Area 1
Photograph Page No. 5

Repair Garage, north and west elevations, looking southeast.

Repair Garage, west elevation, looking east.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 6

Water Tank Tower, north elevation, looking southeast.

Water Tank Tower, west and south elevations, looking northeast.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 7
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Staff Cottage, partial west elevation, looking east.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 8

Staff Cottage, partial east elevation, looking west.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 9

Barn No. 1, door detalil, east elevation, looking west.
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Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 11

Bam No. 2, north and west elevations, looking southeast.

Barn No. 2, south and east elevations, looking northwest.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 12
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Barn No. 3, west and south elevations, looking northeast.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 13

From foreground, Barn Nos. 3, 2, 1, looking northwest.

Main House, north and west elevations, and landscape, looking southeast.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 14

Main House, west elevation, looking southeast.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 15
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Main House, window detail, east and south elevations, looking northwest.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 16

Main House, east elevation, looking west.

Main House, porch detail, north elevation, looking southwest.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 17

Area 2 landscape view, looking southwest.

Area 2 landscape view, looking south.
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' PHASE 1-2 CULTURAL RESOURCES STUDY
HISTORIC RESOURCES
LAS VARAS RANCH
GOLETA, CALIFORNIA

1 INTRODUCTION

The following Phase 1-2 Historic Resources Study for Las Varas Ranch in Goleta was
requested by Susan Petrovich of Hatch and Parent to assess the significance of the
buildings on the property and to analyze any impacts of the propbsed project on them.
This report meets the County of Santa Barbara requirements for a Phase 1-2 Historic
Resources Study. Ronald L. Nye prepared the report in consultation with Alexandta C.

Cole of Preservation Planning Associates.

2. PROJECT DESCRIPI_'ION

‘ The project is in the preliminary phases of planning. It currently includes the
designation of six development envelopes within the boundaries of the 1,800-acre Las
Varas Ranch. This assessment will focus on one portion of the ranch: the area between
Highway 101 on the north and the railroad tracks on the south, consisting of
approximately 410 acres. This area contains three envelopes. One has already been
developed with a modern single-family dwelling and is situated one-quarter mile away
from a group of older buildings. The second envelope contains a group of older ranch
buildings within its boundaries. These two envelopes will be the focus of this

qmmsm%ﬁﬁmmvdmmmng envelope in the study atea
and the three envelopes outside the study area would each allow for a single family
dwelling and accessory buildings.

3. SITE DESCRIPTION

The project site is located in an unincorporated area west of Goleta. The study area
consists of approximately 410 acres of the larger project site, and contains ranch
buildings and agricultural land. The irregularly-shaped study area is bounded on the
north by Highway 101 and on the south by the Southern Pacific Railroad tracks. The
western boundary is Las Llagas Canyon and eastern boundary is Las Varas Canyon.
Gato Canyon and Creek traverse the site on a generally north-south axis in the western
portion of the study site. (See Project Location and Site Map, Appendix 1)

=‘ The study property contains two separate groups of buildings. One, located on the west
' side of Las Varas Canyon, will be designated Area 1, although it is known colloquially
as “Las Varas Ranch.” The other group, found on the east side of Gato Canyon, will be
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designated Area 2, although it is sometimes referred to as “Edwards Ranch.” For
purposes of this inventory and assessment report, the study property as a whole will be
called Las Varas Ranch.

4, BUILDING DESCRIPTION
Areal

This area is located in the northeastern corner of the study site, approximately one-
quarter mile south of Highway 101. It contains nine buildings: four that were
inventoried and assessed for significance and five, due to their recent construction or
utilitarian materials or style, which were not surveyed. (See Pro]ect Area Location Map,
Appendix II)

1. Staff Cottage No. 1

This is an irregular-shaped, vernacular style building built between 1910 and 1920. The
original portion of the single story, wood frame building is side-gabled with parallel
gables that are moderately-sloped and covered with composition shingles. The eaves
are open with moderate overhangs. Additions to the north and west elevations have
shed roofs covered with rolled composition roofing, while a carport addition on the west
elevation has corrugated metal roofing. The original portion and an addition on the
north have post and pier foundations, while the addition on the west side sits on a
continuous concrete footing. The siding throughout is board and batten. The southeast
corner of the cottage contains a cutaway porch that has been enclosed with board and
batten siding and a screened door and window.

The east elevation features two windows with aluminum sliding sashes and wood
frames and moldings; a wood-sashed casement window; a screened door leading into a
wood plank porch with wood steps; and a metal smokestack on the roof slope. A
window with sliding aluminum sashes is found on the north side, and moving right, on
one of the additions, 3 fixed, ten-light wood-framed window, followed by a boarded
over, wood-framed window at the northwest corner. A four-post, wood frame carport
with a concrete driveway dominates the west elevation. In addition to the carport, the
elevation includes a double door entrance containing two wood, five-paneled doors; two
twelve-light, fixed wood-framed windows separated and bracketed by blank wood
panels; and a small bathroom addition whose window has been removed. The south
elevation features two windows with aluminum sliding sashes and wood frames and
moldmgs, a porch window with no glazing and vents below the gables The building is
in good condition.

2. Staff Cottage No. 2

This cottage is located a few feet to the southwest of Staff Cottage No. 1. Although itis
sma]ler than the first cottage, it retains the same vernacular style and materials, and was
1910 and 1920, Tt is side-gabled with a moderately-sloped roof topped

W1th cdmposﬂion shingles and has overhangmg, open eaves. The cottage’s walls are
2
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board and batten and its foundation is post and pier. Thereisa cutaway porch at the
northeast corner that includes a wood plank landing, a wood railing and wood steps,
The north elevation features a wood door with a ten-light window; two sliding wood-
framed windows, one with two four-light sashes and one with two single-light sashes; a
small, paneled wood door accessed by wood steps; and a metal smokestack on the roof
slope. A small bathroom addition with v-board siding, a shed roof and small window
extends from the west elevation. The remaining fenestration on the cottage includes
double hung windows on the west and south elevations, metal-sashed sliding windows
on the west, south and east elevations, and casements on the south elevation. The
building is in good condition.

3. Storage Shed No. 1

This small metal shed is located a few feet to the southeast of Staff Cottage No. 2. Due to
its recent construction and utilitarian purpose, it was not surveyed.

4. Foreman’'s House

This vernacular style house, which was built about 1910, is located east of the two staff
cottages. The single-story building is side-gabled with a moderately-sloped roof, open
eaves and composition roofing. It has wood shingle siding. The foundationis a
combination of post and pier and continuous concrete footing. The house is irregularly-
shaped, with additions on its west, east and north elevations. A flat-roofed addition
extends from the west elevation, containing a single doorway and adjacent wood-sashed
casement window, followed by an aluminum-sashed sliding window. The original
portion of the west elevation features a wood-framed, triple window with a single plate
glass pane in the middle flanked by aluminum-sashed sliders. To the rightis a
wraparound ribbon window with wood frames and molding, and four two-light, fixed-
sashes on the west side and two of the same type on the south side. A red brick chimney
protrudes from the west slope of the roof near its ridge. The south elevation contains a
vent with louvers below the gable, a small window with an aluminumi sliding sash and a
large two-light, fixed-sash window with wood framing and molding. '

A partial-width, shed-roofed porch on the southeast corner of the building features post-
and-beam supports with a wood plank landing, steps, railing and spindles. Below the
porch, facing east, are two wood-framed, 1/1 double hung windows, followed by a
doorway, facing south. Adjacent to the door is a wood-framed wraparound window
with fixed, four-light sashes, and facing east, a wood-framed sliding window. To the
right of the porch on the east elevation is a shed-roofed addition with a wood-framed,
ribbon window containing four sashes with single fixed lights. A prominent feature on
the north elevation is a centered, shed-roofed bay addition containing wood-framed
wraparound windows on each corner. Concrete steps to the left of the bay indicate that
an entrance was once located above the steps. To the east of the bay, on the east-
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5. Repair Garage -

This is a vernacular one-story, rectangular-shaped building built between 1910 and 1920.
Tt is located south of the Foreman's House. Set on a concrete foundation, it has board
and batten siding, and a side-gabled roof covered with corrugated metal. There are two
double, board and batten sliding doors on the west elevation. The doorway in the
center is significantly larger than the one to its right. The north elevation contains a

single, double-sized sliding board and batten door. An open shed with a metal roof and
posts extends from the east side, and a lean-to is located on the south elevation.
Identical windows, containing fixed, 10-pane sashes, have been installed on the east and
south elevations. The building is in good condition.

6. Horse Barn

This is a metal barn that is located to the northwest of the Repair Garage. Due to its
recent construction and utilitarian purpose, it was not surveyed.

7. Storage Shed No. 2

Located a few feet north of the Horse Barn, this plywood-sided building, due to its
recent construction and utilitarian purpose, was not surveyed.

8. Cattle Shed

This is another plywood-sided building. It is located among the cattle corrals, southeast
~ of the Repair Garage. Due to its recent construction and utilitarian purpose, it was not
surveyed. .

9. Residence

This residence, which does not qualify for assessment due to its relatively recent date of
coristruction, is located approximately one-quarter mile southwest of the Staff Cottages.
It was not surveyed. '

Area 2

This area is located in the western half of the study site, approximately one-half mile
west of Area 1 and, with the exception of one structure, lies one-quarter mile south of
Highway 101. It contains eight buildings and structures: five buildings and one
structure that were inventoried and assessed for significance and two buildings, due to
their recent construction or utilitarian materials or style, that were not surveyed. (See
Project Area Location Map, Appendix II)

1. Water Tank Towe;

of Gato Canyon. It consists of a wood towet approxlmately twenty feetin helght

4
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topped by a rectangular-shaped, wood platform about 16" by 18’ in dimetision. The
platform is supported by nine 6” by 6” posts that are resting on concrete piers and cross-
braced with wood planks. The wood stave water tank that once rested on the platform
is missing. A wood plank ladder is attached on the north side. The structure appears to
have been built by the U.S. Army in 1944 to provide water for a short-lived prisoner of
wat camp erected a short distance to the west.! The structure is in poor condition.

2. Staff Cottage

This is a one-story, irregularly-shaped building in a vernacular style that likely dates to
the 1880s. At least four additions have been made to the original building over the
years. It is wood-framed, sided with a mix of board and batten, clapboard, and
plywood, and has composition roofing. The original portion, at its southern end, is side-
gabled with a moderately steep roof pitch, while the additions are shed-roofed. The
south elevation has board and batten siding and a full-width porch roof, but only a
small landing on its east end. The porch landing accesses a single entry wood door
containing a single-pane window above three panels. To the left of the porch landing is

- a small, single-paned window with wood sash and frame. Plywood sheaths the original
cottage skirting and post and pier foundation. The west elevation features boardand -
batten siding below the gable with a sawtooth design cut on the bottom of the boards at
the base of the gable. Clapboard siding is found below the gable base, where it extends
seamlessly northward onto the first shed-roof addition. A plywood-sided wing with a
collapsed roof extends to the west. Fenestration on the west elevation includes an
aluminum-sashed sliding window in a wood frame on the original cottage element; a
small casement on the first addition; and a fixed, two-light aluminum-sashed window
on the derelict west-extending wing.

The north elevation reveals three of the cottage’s four additions. The west-extending
wing addition has a window that is partially boarded and lacks glazing, and moving
east, another addition contains tongue and groove siding with a small casement window
and collapsing shed roof. On the east, the third visible addition has board and batten
siding, a shed roof with badly-deteriorated composition roofing, and a centered door
bracketed by wiridows. The wood door resembles that on the south elevation and

. contains a single light above three panels. Each window has wood frames and
moldings, and their fixed sashes contain six wavy-patterned lights. Extending overhead
from this addition is a derelict patio cover with a wood frame and corrugated fiberglass
roofing. The east elevation contains the board and batten-sided addition, and moving
south, a clapboard-sided addition followed by the original gabled cottage, also with
clapboard siding. Exposed vertical board siding on the oldest cottage segment indicates
that the clapboards were probably placed over initial board and batten siding. All three
elements have aluminum-sashed, sliding windows. The largest window is found on the
original cottage, and it is offset to the right. A small, derelict outbuilding with gabled
roof that dates to the late nineteenth or early twentieth centuries is located close to the
cottage on its west side. Overall, the two buildings are in very poor condition.

1 Justin M. Ruhge, Looking Back (Goleta, CA: Quantum Imaging Associates, 1991), 100-103.
. - 5
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3. Utility Building

This is a metal utility and storage building that is located south of the Staff Cottage. Due
to its recent construction and utilitarian purpose, it was not surveyed.

4. BarnNo. 1

This is the largest of three older barns in Area 2. Probably built in the 1920s and used for
storing baled hay, it is front-gabled with a moderately-pitched roof and slightly
overhanging eaves. The barn is wood-framed, and its walls and roofing are made of
corrugated metal. Its foundation consists of poured in place concrete footing. The door
arrangement is identical on its gable ends: a large double sliding door in the center with
smaller single sliding doors on both sides. The double doors on the east elevation are
corrugated metal, while the double doors on the west side are board and batten. Both
smaller doors are corrugated metal on the east side, while on the west side the door on
the north end is corrugated metal and its opposite is wood plank. Hinged, corrugated
metal hay doors are found in the gables above the double doors on the east and west
elevations. Five square openings designed to open as sliding windows have been cut
into the corrugated siding of the south elevation. The barn was bizilt on a south-sloping
gradient, exposing a significant portion of its foundation on its south elevation. The
building is ih good condition. ' :

5. Bamm No. 2

Located a few feet to the southeast of Barn No. 1, this small building was also likely built
in the 1920s. It is front-gabled with raised seam metal roofing and overhanging eaves.
Its walls are made of board and batten (with twelve-inch wide boards) on its north and
south sides, and corrugated metal on its east and west sides. The barn has a concrete
foundation. The only openings in its walls are a wood plank door on its north elevation,
a plywood door on its south elevation and louvered vents in both gables. The building
is in poor to moderate condition. : :

6. Barn No. 3

This barn is located a few feet east of Barn No. 2. It is smaller and older than the prior
building, and probably dates to the late nineteenth century. The barn is gabled witha
steeply-pitched roof that is covered with corrugated metal roofing. The eaves have a
wide overhang. The siding consists of board and batten with a varying board width that
ranges generally between fifteen and eighteen inches, with a few that are narrower.
There are numerous wood and tin patches on the walls. The building has no
foundation. There is a wood plank door on its north elevation with saw cuts indicating
that the doorway was once larger. The west side features a standard wood door with six
panels and a window opening covered by a crude wood grating. The building is in
poor condition.
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. 7. Garage

Located to the southwest of the three barns, this is an all metal domestic garage. Dué to
its recent construction and utilitarian purpose, it was not surveyed. -

8. Main House

This is a wood-framed building that is located to the southeast of the three barns. Itisa
high style ranch house, dating to the late nineteenth century, which features decorative
elements inspired by the Italianate, Queen Anne and Classical styles. The northern
portion of the single story building was built first and has a hipped roof. Subsequent
additions were made on the south and east elevations of the original cottage. The |
addition on the sputh has a gabled roof, while the one to the east is hipped. The eaves
have a wide overhang, although they are boxed on the original cottage and east
addition, and open on the south addition. Roofing throughout is composition shingle.
Wood siding on the oldest portion is drop siding, board and batten is featured on the
south addition and shiplap is found on the east extension. A wide architrave band is
found below the eaves on the oldest portion of the house, which rests on vernacular-
style Italianate pilasters located at the northwest and southwest corners. The pilaster on
the original northeast corner has been removed and the one on the southeast corner has
been shortened.

A partial-width porch with a hippéd roof is the prominent element on the north

. elevation. The porch is supported by four Italianate-inspired, chamfered posts and two
matching pilasters. The posts and pilasters include Queen Anne style decorative
scrolled brackets. Three of the brackets have been removed. The porch landing and
steps are made of concrete. Centered below the porch is a single doorway with
matching windows on either side. The door is wood with a single light above three

. recessed panels and the windows are wood-framed, with 2/2 vertically-oriented double

hung sashes. The door and windows have identical wide board trims with a Classical
molding at the top. Sill brackets are found below the windows. ’

To the left of the porch is the east addition which matches the original main block in roof
pitch and style, fascia board, and window style, yet is recognizable as an addition _
because the grooves in its shiplap siding boards do not align with the main block’s drop

The original portion of the west elevation contains an exact duplicate of the two double
hung windows on the north elevation, and a smaller window with sliding alumirm
sashes. Saw cuts above the window indicate that a larger one, no doubt replicating the
one to the left, was removed. The south-extending addition includes two more sliding

- aluminum-sashed windows and a lean-to shed. The south elevation includes a flat-
roofed porch with three support posts and a wood-spindled crest railing on its roof
perimeter. A wood-planked deck with railing extends from the porch. The deck is
suspended on a post and pier foundation and is accessed via wood plank steps on either

*ﬁ—_‘_i dern door and two multi-pane windows. The south

addition’s east elevation contains a sliding aluminum-sash window and two lean-tos.
On the east elevation of the original cottage, there is another sliding window with saw
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cuts above it revealing that the historic window was removed. The short east wing
addition contains two original windows: a window with a fixed, single pane on the
south-facing side with wide trim and Classical top molding, but lacking sill brackets;
and another window matching the two on the porch and west elevation, although the
lower sash contains only one light. Overall, the building is in good condition.

5. SITE AND BUILDING HISTORY

The first known occupants of the area encomnipassing the Las Varas Ranch were the
Native Americans known as Chumash. They are thought to have settled on the coast
thousands of years before European exploration. The navigator Juan Rodriguez

- Cabrillo, sailing under the Spanish flag, encountered them at present-day Dos Pueblos
Creek, about three-quarters of a mile southeast of the study property, in 1542. He
recorded that they resided in two rancherias known by the Chumash as “Kuyamu” and
“Mikiw,” which were located near the shore at the mouth of the creek. The Spanish
dubbed the settlement los dos pueblos, or “the two villages.” Don Gaspar de Portol4,
leading a Spanish land expedition in 1769, observed that the Native Americans
numbered over 1,000 at Dos Pueblos.2 Approximately six miles southeast of the study
property, at the present-day Goleta Slough, there were four rancherias, whose Chumash
population numbered 1,500 at the time of de Portola’s expedition.3 The Spanish also
identified rancherias to the west of the Las Varas property, including one at Refugio and
a settlement at Gaviota known as “Onomgio,” which contamed about 300 Chumash in
17924

De Portol4 was in the vanguard of Spain’s effort to fortify and colonize its vast territory
known as Alta California. The pacification and conversion of its potentially hostile
Indian tribes, a critical element of the plan, was to be accomplished through a system of
missions. Mission Santa Barbara, established in 1786, was granted five royal ranchos, one
of which, Dos Pueblos, included the Las Varas Ranch study site. Missionaries forced
most of the Chumash to move to the Mission where, as a result of cultural repression
and disease, their numbers dwindled rapidly. A few recalcitrant Indians remained or
escaped to Dos Pueblos, and are said to have totaled 210 in 1796 before eventually
disappearing. The same fate befell the Goleta Chumash. Cattle-raising for the hide and
tallow trade, meanwhile, became the Mission fathers’ major agricultural pursuit on Dos
Pueblos and their other far-flung rancho lands.5 '

The history of the Dos Pueblos rancho took a major turn in 1821 when Mexico achieved

_ its independence from Spain. Mexico, which now governed California, stripped the
missions of their lands, and during the 1820s, following Spain’s precedent, began issuing
numerous large land grants to well-connected individuals. One such individual was
Nicolas A. Den, who in 1842 was granted 15,500 acres by the governor of California.

2 Walker A. Tompkins, Santa Barbara’s Royal Rancho (Betkeley: Howell-North, 1960), 1-9.
3 Ibid., Goleta: The Good Land (Goleta, CA: Goleta Amvets Post No. 55, 1966), 3-13.
4 Mer]vn Chesnut, The Gapiofa ian Pres: 199’7.\ 21-35

5 Tompkms Santa Barbara’s Royal Rancho, 16—23 and Gleta The Good Land 13-14; R. B. Rice, W. A.
Bullough, R. J. Orsi, The Elusive Eden: A New History of California (New York: Alfred A. Knopf
1988), 76-95. ’
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The property, named Rancho Los Dos Pueblos, stretched generally from Llagas Canyon
on the west to present-day Turnpike Road, in Goleta, on the east, and from the coast on
the south to the foothills on the north. Den, a naturalized Mexican, achieved additional
prominence by marrying Rosa Hill, daughter of his mentor, Don Daniel Hill, and by his
election to alcalde of Santa Barbara. He went on to acquire additional land grants in
Santa Barbara County, own thousands of head of cattle, and beginning in 1849, earn a
small fortune selling cattle at inflated prices during the Gold Rush.6

Den began building an adobe home on the west side of the canyon, overlooking Dos ,
Pueblos Creek, in 1842, and enlarged it in increments until 1854. Other features situated
near the main house included a cookhouse, laundry, garden and fruit orchard. El
Camino Real, at that time a dirt pathway, passed a short distance to the west of the Den
house. Later, after California statehood, a stage coach relay station was built in the
canyon, just east of Dos Pueblos Creek, to service the growing passenger and mail traffic
along the coast. Den died a well-off man in 1862, just prior to the Great Drought of
1862-1864, which decimated the cattle herds in California that were the rancheros’ main
source of wealth. Rosa Den was forced to sell large portions of the family’s land
holdings to make ends meet. She remarried, and following her death in 1884, her
widowed husband, Greenleaf C. Welch, sold in piecemeal fashion the remaining
approximate 7,000 acres of the original land grant.”

John S. Edwards was one of those who acquired a portion of the old rancho at this time.
It is unclear whether this acquisition occurred in the 1870s or 1880s, but according to an
official county map from 1888, by this date Edwards owned 1,138 acres of land that
included the study site as well as extensive adjoining acreage that stretched north into
the foothills# Edwards arrived in Santa Barbara in 1869 and within a short time rose to
prominence in the community as a businessman and landowner. He established the
hardware firm of Edwards, Boeseke & Dawe and in the 1870s became a director of each
of Santa Barbara’s first two banks. During that same decade Edwards joined other
leading businessmen in advocating a railroad connection for Santa Barbara. He was also
a director of one of the first public libraries in the city; a founding stockholder of Santa
Barbara College; and an investor in the Arlington Hotel project. In addition to the Las
Varas Ranch, he established a ranch on a 70-acre parcel at the intersection of San Marcos
Road and Hollister Avenue in the Goleta Valley. Edwards died in 1890.9

Edwards’ three sons, George S., Alfred and Charles inherited their father’s vocation for
banking, each becoming president of banks in Santa Barbara. One son, George S.,
exceeded his father’s stature as a businessman and community leader. Following
graduation from the University of California at Berkeley in 1879, George S. returned to
Santa Barbara to join the family’s hardware firm. He married Anna McLaren in 1881,

¢ Tompkins, Santa Barbara’s Royal Rancho, 100; 107-111; 160-165.

7 Ibid., 166-172; 188-199; 216-224.

& Approved and Declared to be Official Map of Santa Barbara County, November 1888, Map and
Imagery Laboratory (MIL) UCSB.

Tomplcms Santa Burbara sttoryMakers (Santa Barbara. McNa]ly &: Loﬂm, 1983) 209-210
Thompson and West, History of Santa Barbara County... (Oakland, CA: Thompson and West, 1883),
327; Daily Independent (Santa Barbara) August 18, 1890. _
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. whereupon the couple moved to his father’s Goleta Valley ranch where they lived for a
number of years. George S. was named president of Commercial Bank 1890, a position
he held for over forty years. By this time he had apparently assumed management of his
father’s two ranches, as in the same year he hired John Troup to oversee the Las Varas
and Goleta Valley properties. In1902 the younger Edwards was elected mayor of Santa
Barbara, a position he held until 1905. During his tenure as mayor he is remembered for
appointing the city’s first park commission, headed by A. B. Doremus, who was
responsible for enhancing Alameda Park and Plaza Del Mar. He also appointed the
city’s first chief of police, James Ross. Edwards went on to chair the city’s water
commission, laying the groundwork for municipal water service; help organize the
Cottage Hospital Association; serve on the County road commission when the Coast

- Highway was being laid out; give to the County in 1912 the Goleta property that came to
be named Tucker’s Grove County Park; and serve on the executive committee to restore
the Old Mission after the 1925 earthquake. George S. died in 1930.2 The Edwards
family retained ownership of the study property until 1967, when it was purchased by
Timothy M. Doheny.t

The first available map that shows buildings on the property was issued in 1903. It
depicts three buildings on the eastern boundary of Area 1, within Las Varas Canyon and
near the old County road. This road looped southerly into the canyon as it continued
generally westward from Santa Barbara. The three buildings no longer appear to exist,
and none of the present ranch buildings in Area 1 are shown on the map. The 1903 map
_ depicts two buildings in Area 2, one of which appears to be the present Main House.

‘ The second, located on the west side of Gato Canyon, no longer exists.12 An official
County map, dated 1909, does not depict buildings, but indicates that at this time the
study property west of Gato Canyon was owned by Elizabeth Edwards and the portion
east of the canyon was owned by George and C. A. Edwards.13

By 1928 as revealed by an aerial photograph of that date, all of the historical buildings
presently found in Areas 1 and 2 had been erected. In Area 1, the photograph clearly
shows Staff Cottage Nos. 1 and 2, the Foreman’s House and the Repair Garage. Also
shown are two or three buildings that no longer exist: a large barn located between the
Foreman’s House and the Repair Garage and one or two smaller buildings situated west
of the barn. In Area 2, the photograph shows the Staff Cottage, Barn Nos. 1, 2 and 3 and
the Main House. Two buildings are shown that have been demolished since the
photograph was taken: a barn, smaller than Barn No. 1 but larger than the other two
barns, located betweén Barn No. 1 and the Staff Cottage, and a building on the west side
of Gato Canyon, approximately 500 feet south of the Coast Highway. There also
appears to be a garage near the southeast corner of the Main House, although the quality
of the photograph prevents certamty Readily identifiable ranching activities in Area 1

10 Noticias (Winter 1965) 3-16; Edmondson Scrapbook, c. 1940s, 35, Gledhill Library; Tompkins,
Santa Barbara History Makers, 209-211, and Goleta: The Good Land, 175-176, 252; O'Neill, ed., History
of Santa Barbara County, 303, 312, 327-329; “G. S. Edwards Loses Valiant Fight For Llfe,” Santa

Burbara Mormng Press(") 1930, on file, Gledlu]l lerary

nys, Geological Survey (USGS), Goleta Quadrangle, 1903, MIL, UCSB. '
1 Santa Barbara Abstract and Guaranty Co., Q_‘ficzal Map of Santa Barbara County, California, November
1909, MIL, UCSB.
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include an orchard east of the Foreman’s House, field crops, probably hay, grain or lima

 beans, in the areas south and west of the building compound, and cattle grazing. It
appears that grazing cattle or growing field crops were the chief activities in Area 2 at
this time. 14 :

The ranch owners intensified their crop-growing methods during the next two decades.
By the late 1940s the Las Varas Ranch, now owned by Archie Edwards and his cousin,
John S. Edwards, consisted of 550 acres. This property probably extended from Las
Varas Canyon west to Gato Canyon south of the freeway, encompassing the eastern
two-thirds of the study site, and north to the foothills above the freeway. Adjacent
acreage to the west and north, part of the historical Edwards family property, was

- owned by other members of the family. According to a contemporary magazine article,

the ranch featured forty-five acres of lemon trees, as well as areas planted to lima beans,
tomatoes, peas, hay and grain. 15 An aerial photograph taken in 1947 shows the orchard
east of the Foreman’s House in Area 1. Probably a lemon orchard, it had by this time
been joined by another orchard to the south and a larger one to the west. A fourth
orchard stretches northeasterly on the north side of the freeway. All of the buildings
identified in the 1928 aerial photograph are shown in the 1947 photograph.16

The study site was also briefly used as a World War II prisoner of war camp, operated
by the U.S. Army, during the mid-1940s. The camp, which was active from June 1944 to
December 1945, was located a few yards west of the Water Tank Tower in Atea 2. The
Goleta facility was a branch of the Army’s main war detention prison located at Camp
Cooke, near Lompoc. The square-shaped compound was surrounded by barbed wire.
and six guard towers, and was said to include up to twenty quonset huts and canvas-

~ covered buildings. At least two buildings were located outside the compound to the

east. The prisoner population, which consisted of Germans captured in Europe,
fluctuated in number from about 212 to 302. Some of them were employed picking
lemons and walnuts on local ranches, while others packed walnuts at the Goleta Walnut
Exchange. It is said that following deactivation of the camp in 1945 the buildings were
used by ranch laborers. Nearly all physical remains of the facility, with the exception of
the Water Tank Tower, were removed in the 1970s.17

A review of aerial photographs and maps from the 1950s reveals that Area 1 contained
the present-day Staff Cottage Nos. 1 and 2, Foreman’s House and Repair Garage. In
addition, historical buildings that have since been removed were still in use: the large
barn south of the Foreman’s House and the two smallér buildings west of it that were
identified in the 1928 photograph and a small garage northwest of the Foreman’s House
that may have been built prior to this time but was not visible on earlier photographs. A
new structural improvement is an irrigation reservoir in Las Varas Canyon,
approximately one-quarter mile southeast of the Foreman's House. The existing
historical buildings in Area 2 are visible in the photographs from the 1950s. There are

" Aerial photograph, Flight C-307A, Frame 62, 1928, MIL, UCSB.
© “Las Varas Ranch,” Santa Barbara Home Life, April 1949, n.p., on file in the Gledhill Library, Santa

¢ Aerial photograph, Flight GS-EM, Frame 6-34, 1947, MIL, UCSB.
1 Ruhge, Looking Back, 100-103; “Nazi POWs Worked Fields in Goleta,” Santa Barbara News Press,
March 20, 1989; Aerial photograph, Flight GS-EM, Frame 6-34, 1947, MIL, UCSB.
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four visible buildings have since been demolished: one on the mesa, west of Gato
Canyon, which was visible in the 1928 photograph; the large barn north of the Barn No.
1; a low, narrow building between the now demolished large barn and Barn No. 1; and a
garage at the south east corner of the Main House. Agricultural uses on the study site
appear unchanged since the 1940s.18 '

The broad historical theme in Goleta’s history is agriculture and its development from
passive activities, such as grazing, in the eighteenth century, to more intensive activities,
such as growing irrigated crops, in the twentieth century. Agriculture was the chief
economic activity in the Goleta area during this time, and the study property has been
directly associated with agricultural production from the outset. During the Mission
Period of California’s history (1760-1820), the property was a part of one of Mission
Santa Barbara's five royal ranchos, which were used primarily for cattle grazing.
Following Mexican independence and the secularization of the missions, Nicolas A.
Den’s vast Rancho Los Dos Pueblos encompassed the study site. Den’s tenure
overlapped the late Rancho Period (1820-1845) and the transitional Anglo-Mexican
Period (1845-1880). A typical ranchero of his time, he raised cattle for the hide dand
tallow trade, although during the Gold Rush he briefly adapted to the growing Anglo
economy by selling cattle for meat. During the ownership of John S. Edwards and
succeeding generations of his family, which coincided with the Americanization (1880-
1915), Regional Culture (1915-1945) and Suburban (1945-1965) periods, catile raising, as
well as a succession of field and orchard crops were grown, including grain, lima beans,
hay, walnuts and lemons.

6. SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA

As required by CEQA regulations, the historical significance of the buildings on the Las
Varas Ranch were evaluated in terms of their eligibility as a County of Santa Barbara
landmark or place of historic merit and for listing on the California Register of Historic
Resources (CRHR). CEQA defines a significant historical resource, for the purposes of
review, as a resource listed in, or determined to be eligible by the State Historical
Resources Commission, for listing in the California Register of Historic Resources or
included in a logal register of historic resources (Section 15064.5(a)). By definition, the
CRHR also includes properties formally determined eligible for, or listed in, the
National Reglster of Historic Places (NRHP) as well as selected State Historical
Landmarks.

However, the fact that a resource is not listed in, or determined eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical Resources, not included in a local register of historical
resources, or identified in a historical resources survey, does not preclude the County
from d determining that the resource may be an historical resource (Section
15064.5(a)(4)).

' USGS, Dos Pueblos Canyon Quadrangle, 1951, MIL, UCSB; Aerial photographs, Flight BTM-1954,
Frame 11K-103, 1954 and Flight HA-AN, Frame 1-153, 1956, MIL, UCSB.
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Because the buildings at Las Varas Ranch have not yet been evaluated for significance
through a prior survey, the purpose of this report was to determine whether this
.property contains what CEQA identifies as significant historical resources.

County of Santa Barbara Significance Criteria

The criteria for evaluaﬁng the significance of the buildings at Las Varas Ranch are found in
the "County of Santa Barbara Resource Management Department Cultural Resource
Guidelines Historic Resources Element” (rev. 1993). To be considered significant a resource
must possess integrity of location, de51gn, workmanship, materials, and/or setting, and be
at least 50 years old or if not, be unique and in possession of extraordinary elements of
integrity, design, construction or association.

In addition the resource must demonstrate one or more of the following:

1. Is associated with an event, movement, organization, or person that/who has made an
important contribution to the commumity, state or nation;

2. Was designed or built by an architect, engineer, builder, artist, or other designer who
has made an important contribution to the community, state, or nation;

3. Isassociated with a particular architectural style or building important to the
commumity, state, or nation;

4. Embodies elements demonstrating (a) outstanding attention to design, detail, or
craftsmanship, or (b) outstanding use of a particular structural material, surface
material, or method of construction or technology;

5. Isassociated with a traditional way ofhfelmporlanttoanetlmm national, racial, or
social group, or to the community at large;

6. Ilustrates broad patterns of cultural, social, political, economic, or industrial history;

7. Isafeature or a cluster of features which conveys a sense of time and place that is
important to the community, state, or nation; '

8. Isable to yield information impottant to the community or is relevant to schola:ly
studies in the humanities and social sciences.

To evaluate a resource, each of the above elements is assessed and given a significance

ranking, from 1 through 3 and E, corresponding to the terms low (1), good (2), high (3), and
exceptional (E). Each element is ranked separately. The overall level or threshold of
significance is determined by the average of its individual rankings.

The resultant level of significance is used to determine what treatment a resource should be
_ given within the planning process. An exceptional rating in any element indicates that the
resource should receive special consideration, usually preservation, in the planning
process. A good or high rating indicates that the resource is significant, and should be
recognized, but not necessarily through preservation. A low rating indicates that the
resource is not considered significant for planning purposes.
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California Register of Historical Resources Criteria

The significance criteria for determining eligibility for the CRHR, as defined in Public
Resource Code Section 5024.1, are as follows:

A. Isassociated with events that have made a significant contribution to the
broad patterns of California’s history and cultural heritage;

B. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

C. 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

D. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield information important in prehistory or
history (PRC Section 5024.1).

The resource must also retain integrity of location, design, setting, materials, _
workmanship, feeling, and association. Additionally the resource must be over fifty
years to qualify for the CRHR, unless of exceptional n:nportance

7.  SIGNIFICANCE EVALUATION

Summary

The buildings at Las Varas Ranch were analyzed md1v1dua11y and as two discrete
groups of buildings, each group linked by their agricultural context. The conclusion is
that both Area 1 and Area 2 sites constitute rural landscapes, defined as “a
geographically definable area possessing a significant concentration, linkage, or
continuity of landscape components which are united by human use and past events or
aesthetically by plan or physical development. “1? As well, the main house at Area 2 is
individually eligible as a County Place of Historic Merit for its architectural style, its
historic association with the Edwards family, and its ability to convey an important
sense of time and place.

Areal (4 outof 9 buildinos significant): The period of significance for Area 1 is c. 1910-55,
the cut-off date for mgmﬁcance, as a continuously operating ranch. This grouping of
three ranch houses and repair garage possesses integrity of location, design, setting,
materials, and workmanship. The buildings were all developed between c. 1910 and
1920 as components of cattle grazing or field crop and lemon production. The houses
and repair garage have high significance for building type, association with broad
themes of local history, and ability to convey an important sense of time and place. As
the center of the Las Varas Ranch (as it is known colloquially), they have a direct
association with an agricultural tradition that spans three generations. As part of a rural
landscape they define visually and hlstoncally a period that existed 75 or more years
ago. Their overall mgmﬁcance is high.

Dzstncts in the Natwnal Park System (Washmgton, D C Department of the Inhenor, Nahonal Park
Serv1ce, Park Historic Architecture Division, 1984).
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Area 2 (4 out of 8 buildings significant): The period of significance for Area 2 is c. 1890 to
1955, the cut-off date for significance, as a continuously operating ranch. This grouping
of ranch house and three barns possesses integrity of location, design, setting, materials,
and workmanship. The buildings were all developed between c. 1890 and 1920 as
components of cattle grazing or field crop and lemon production. The house and barns
have high significance for building type, association with broad themes of local history,
and ability to convey an important sense of time and place. As the center of the Edwards
Ranch (as it is kriown informally), they have a direct association with an agricultural
tradition that spans three generations. As part of a rural landscape they define visually
and historically a period that existed 75 or more years ago. Their overall mgmﬁcance is
high.

Analysis

Areal

1. Staff Cottage No. 1

County of Santa Barbara Guidelines
Infegﬁty - 3 (high)

The cottage has retained its integrity of location. Although the original gable-roofed
portion of the building has been altered, the additions typify in materials and design
those of vernacular ranch buildings. Thus, it has retained a good integrity of design.
The cottage is one of a remaining group of historical buildings in Area 1 that convey a
sense of a bygone era of raniching, and hence retains a good integrity of setting. The
cottage has retained a good level of integrity of materials because most of materials
found in the additions are compatible with the original ones. The building was
constructed in a vernacular style using common materials and building techniques, and
thus earns a low rating for its integrity of workimanship.

Age - 2 (good)
The building rates a 2 for its approximate age of 75 years or older.

Association with an event, movement organization, or person nnportant to the
community, state, or nation - 2 (good)

The Las Varas Ranch was owned and operated by the Edwards family from the late
nineteenth century until 1967. Two family members, John S. Edwards and his son,
George S. Edwards, were important persons in Santa Barbara County history. The _
cottage was built after the death of John S. and towards the end of the life of George S.,
and it is unlikely that the latter lived in it. The buﬂdmg thus has an indirect association
with the two family members.
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Architect/Designer - 1 (low)

This vernacular ranch building probably did not have an architect, and no designer or
builder was identified.

- Architectural Style or Building Type ~ 3 (high)

The cottage is a vernacular building typical of those erected on ranches during the

period 1910-1920. It has retained nearly all of the elements that are representative of its

type, such as the board and batten siding, cutaway porch, post and pier foundation and |
plank skirting. The cottage has retained its integrity as a vernacular working class home |
typically found on ranches during this era. |

Construction and Materials - 2 (good)

Although the building features standard construction methods and materials, it merits a
good rating as a representative example of a vernacular, working class cottage, albeit
with alterations, which is a type that is dwindling in number in Goleta.

Traditional Lifeways - NA
Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History - 3 (high)

The cottage was constructed sometime during the late Americanization Period (1880

1915) or early Regional Culture Period (1915-1945) of county history. This was an era

when ranching practices were evolving toward more intensive types of agricultural

production, which included the application of irrigation for field and orchard crops.

The Las Varas Ranch, which introduced lemon orchards during this time, was a part of

this trend. The building, which housed ranch workers, has a direct association with the
. broad theme of agriculture in Goleta’s history. :

Conveys an Important Sense of Time and FPlace - 3 (high)

Although some of its context has been lost with the removal of some buﬂdings, the
cottage and its setting retains a sense of time and place representatlve of an agricultural
landscape 75 or more years of age.

Able to Yield Information - NA

California Register of Historic Resources

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
state’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The cottage
possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
building that, when assessed within the context of its rural setting as a whole, meets
Criterion C. It would appear not to have the potential fo yield information important to.

hustory or prehustory, and therefore does not meet Criterion D. In summary, the
building is considered eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criterion C.
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Summary for Staff Cottége No.1

The overall significance rating for Cottage No. 1 under the County criteria is good to
high, resulting from its retention of historical integrity, building type, association with
the agriculture theme in Goleta history and its ability to evoke a sense of time and place.
The cottage meets Criterion C of the CRHR as a good example of a vernacular -
agricultural building.

2. Staff Cottage No. 2
County of Santa Barbara Guidelines

Integrity - 3 (high)

Since this building was built at the same time, in the same style and with the same
materials as Cottage No. 1, the assessment will parallel that made for the first cottage.
The building has retained its integrity of location. Because only one small addition has
been made to the cottage, it has retained its integrity of design. The cottage is one of a
remaining group of historical buildings, trees and orchards in Area 1 that convey a sense
of a bygone era of ranching, and hence retains a good integrity of setting. The cottage
has retained a good level of integrity of materials because most of the original materials
exist as originally used. The building was constructed in a vernacular style using
common materials and building techniques, and thus earns a low rating for its integrity
of workmanship. ' '

Age - 2 (good)
The building rates a 2 for its approximate age of 75 years or older.

Association with an event, movement, organization, or person important to the
community, state, or nation - 2 (good)

The Las Varas Ranch was owned and operated by the Edwards family from the late
nineteenth century until 1967. Two family members, John S. Edwards and his son,
George S. Edwards, were important persons in Santa Barbara County history. The
cottage was built after the death of John S. and towards the end of the life of George S.,
and it is unlikely that the latter lived in it. The building thus has an indirect association
with the two family members. R

Architect/Designer - 1 (low)

‘This vernacular ranch building probably did not have an architect, and no designer or
builder was identified. _ .

Architectural Style or Building Type - 3 (high)

The cottage is a vernacular building typical of those erected on ranches during the
period 1910-1920. It has retained nearly all of the elements that are representative of its
type, such as the board and batten siding, cutaway porch, post and pier foundation and
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plank skirting. The cottage has retained its integrity as a vernacular working class home
typically found on ranches during this era.

Construction and Materials - 2 (good)

Although the building features standard construction methods and materials, it merits a
good rating as a representative example of an agricultural working class cottage, a type
that is dwindling in number in Goleta.

Traditional Lifeways - NA
Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History - 3 (high)

The cottage was constructed sometime during the late Americanization Period (1880-
1915) or early Regional Culture Period (1915-1945) of county history. This was an era
when ranching practices were evolving toward more intensive types of agricultural
production, including the application of irrigation for field and orchard crops. The Las
Varas Ranch, which introduced lemon orchards during this time, was a part of this
trend. The building, which housed ranch workers, has a direct association with the
broad theme of agriculture in Goleta’s history.

Conveys an Important Sense of Time and Place - 3 (high)

Although some of its context has been lost with the removal of some buildings, the
cottage and its surrounding landscape of surviving buildings, trees and orchards, retains
a sense of time and place representative of an agricultural landscape 75 or more years of -
age. ‘ .

| Able to Yield Informaﬁoﬁ -NA

California Register of Historic Resourées

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
state’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The cottage
possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
building that, when assessed within the context of its rural setting as a whole, meets
Criterion C. It would appear not to have the potential to yield information important to
history or prehistory, and therefore does not meet Criterion D. In summary, the
building is considered eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criterion C.

Summary for Staff Cottage No. 2

‘The overall significance rating for Cottage No. 1 under the County criteria is good to
high, resulting from its retention of historical integrity, building type, association with
the agriculture theme in Goleta history and its ability to evoke a sense of time and place.
The cottage meets Criterion C of the CRI-]R as a good example of a vernacular :

agricultural building.

18



Las Varas Ranch
May 22, 2006

4. Foreman’é House

County of Santa Barbara Guidelines -

Integrity - 3 (high)

The building has retained its integrity of location. In general, the additions made to the
original building are compatible, and represent a typical example of alterations made to
vernacular ranch houses. It therefore retains a good level of design integrity. The
building is one of a remaining group of historical buildings, trees and orchards in Area 1
that convey a sense of a bygone era of ranching, and hence retains a good integrity of
setting. The cottage has retained a good level of integrity of materials because most of
materials found in the additions are compatible with the original ones. The building
was constructed in a vernacular style using common materials and building techniques,
and thus earns a low rating for its integrity of workmanship.

Age - 2 (good)
The building rates a 2 for its approximate age of 75 years or older.

Association with an event, movement, organization, or person important to the
community, state, or nation - 2 (good)

The Las Varas Ranch was owned and operated by the Edwards family from the late
nineteenth century until 1967. Two family members, John S. Edwards and his son,
George S. Edwards, were important persons in Santa Barbara County history. Both
individuals managed extensive business affairs in Santa Barbara. John S. probably died
before the building was erected. It is known that George S. lived at the family’s Goleta
Valley ranch for a period of time before building a new home in Santa Barbara. Itis
unlikely that either of them lived in the Foreman’s House. The building thus has an
indirect association with the two family members. '

Architect/Designer ~ 1 (low)

This ranch building probably did not have an architect, and no designer or builder was
identified.

Architectural Style or Building Type - 3 (high)

The cottage is a vernacular building typical of those erected on ranches during the
period 1910-1920. Although several alterations have been made, the changes, which
include the use of shed roofs, shingle siding and wood-framed windows and doors to
match existing materials, have not diminished its recognizable vernacular building type.

Construction and Materials - 1 (low)

The building features standard construction methods and materials.
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Traditional Lifeways - NA
Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History - 3 (high)

The house was constructed sometime during the late Americanization Period (1880-
1915) or early Regional Culture Period (1915-1945) of county history.” This was an era
when ranching practices were evolving toward more intensive types of agricultural
production, including the application of irrigation for field and orchard crops. The Las
Varas Ranch, which introduced lemon orchards during this time, was a part of this
trend. The building, which was probably the residence of the ranch superintendent, has
a direct association with the broad theme of agriculture in Goleta’s history.

.Conveys an Important Sense of Time and Plafe ~ 3 (high)
As part of a surviving group of buildings, landscaping and orchards in Area 1, the
building conveys a sense of time and place representative of an agricultural landscape

75 or more years of age.

Able to Yield Information - NA

California Register of Historic Resources

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
state’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Critetia A or B. The dwelling,
although it has been altered, possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type
of vernacular agricultural building that, when assessed within the context of its rural
setting as a whole, meets Criterion C. It would appear not to have the potential to yield
information important to history or prehistory, and therefore does not meet Criterion D.
In summary, the building is considered eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criterion
C

Summary for Foreman's House

The overall significance rating for the Foreman’'s House under the County criteria is
good to high, resulting from its retention of historical integrity, building type, its
association with the agriculture theme in Goleta history and its ability to evoke a sense
of time and place. The buildihg meets Criterion C of the CRHR due to its ability, within
the setting of Area 1, to evoke a period of agricultural history.

5. Repair Garage

County of Santa Barbara Guidelihes

Integrity - 3 (high)

" retained its mtegnty of design, desplte the attached open metal shed. Although its
original setting has been somewhat compromised by the loss of the adjacent large barn
and agricultural buildings and by the addition of modern metal-clad ones, it contributes
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to the sense of an old ranch environment as one of the surviving buildings, trees and
orchards in Area 1. The building’s original materials, including board and batten siding
and corrugated metal roofing, are intact, and it thus has retained its integrity of
materials. Because the building was constructed in a vernacular style using common
materials and building techniques, it earns a low rating for its integrity of workmanship.

Age - 2 (good)
The building rates a 2 for its approximate age of 75 years or older.

Association with an event, movement, organization, or person meortant to the
community, state, or nation - 2 (good)

The Las Varas Ranch was owned and operated by the Edwards family from the late
nineteenth century until 1967. Two family members, John S. Edwards and his son,
George S. Edwatds, were important persons in Santa Barbara County history. The
garage was built after the death of John S. and towards the end of the life of George S.,
and it is unlikely that the latter spent a great deal of timne in it. The building thus has an
indirect association with the two family members. '

Architect/Designer - 1 (low)

This vernacular ranch building probably did not have an architect, and no designer or
builder was identified.

‘Architectural Style or Building Type - 3 (high) -

The garage is a verniacular building typical of those erected on ranches during the period
1910-1920. It has retained nearly all of the elements that are representative of its type,
such as the board and batten siding, sliding double doors and board and batten siding.

The garage has retained its integrity as a vernacular utility bmldmg found on ranches
during this era.

Construction and Materials - 2 (good)

Although the building features standard construction methods and materials, it merits a
good rating as a representative example of an agricultural service building, a type that is
dwindling in number in Goleta.

Traditional Lifeways - NA

Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History ~ 3 (high)

The garage was constructed sometime during the late Americanization Period (1880-
1915) or early Reglonal Culture Penod (1915—1945) of county l'ustory ThJs was an era

productlon, mcludmg the apphcatlon of rrngatlon for ﬁeld and orchard crops. The Las
Varas Ranch, which introduced lemon orchards during this time, was a part of this
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trend. The building, which was used to repair ranch machinery and vehicles, hasa
direct association with the broad theme of agriculture in Goleta’s history.

Conveys an Important Sense of Time and Place - 3 (high)

Although some of its context has been lost with the removal of soﬁe buildings, the
garage and its setting, including the other surviving buildings and landscape in Area 1,
retains a sense of time and place representative of an agricultural landscape 75 or more
years of age.

Able to Yield Information ~- NA

California Register of Historic Resources

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
state’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The garage
possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
building that, when assessed within the context of its rural setting as a whole, meets
Criterion C. It would appear not to have the potential to yield information important to
history or prehistory, and therefore does not meet Criterion D. In summary, the
building is considered eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criterion C.

Summary for Repair Garage

The overall significance rating for the Repair Garage under the County criteria is good,
resulting from its retention of historical integrity, building type, its association with the -
agriculture theme in Goleta history and its ability to evoke a sense of time and place.

The building meets Criterion C of the CRHR due as a good example of a vernacular
agricultural building.

Area 2

1. Water Tank Tower

County of Santa Barbara Guidelines

Integrity - 1 (low)

The tower has retained its integrity of location, but has lost its integrity of design, since it
no longer has its water tank, as well as its integrity of setting, since the prisoner of war
facility that it once served has been demolished. Likewise, the removal of its water tank
resulted in the loss of an essential part of its historical materials. The remaining rough-
timbered tower is devoid of any qualities of workmanship.

Age -1 (low)

The building rates a 1 for its age of 50 years or older.
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Association with-an event, movement, organization, or person important to the
community, state, or nation - 1 (low)

The structure was part of a prisoner of war facility that was built by the US. Army
during World War I The war was an event of momentous importance to the state and
nation. The camp was a part of the Army’s larger effort to house captured enemy
combatants in various locations in the state. Due to the water tank tower’s lack of

integrity, the result of losing its tank and adjacent prisoner facility, the structure has
little or no ability to convey an association with World War IL

Architect/Designer - 1 (low)

The tower probably did not have an architect, and no designer or builder was identified.
Architectural Style or Building Type - 1 (low)

Since the structure lacks its water tank, it is impossible to attribute a style or type to it. |
Construction and Materials ~ 1 (low)

The tower features common construction methods and materials typical of structures
intended for short-term uses.

Traditional Llfeways -NA

Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History - 1 (low)

The tower was constructed during the late Regional Culture Period (1915-1945) of
county history. This was an era when ranching practices were evolving toward more
intensive types of agricultural production, including the application of irrigation for
field and orchard crops. The Las Varas Ranch, which introduced lemon orchards during
this time, was a part of this trend. The structure was built to supply water to a World
War II facility located on the ranch, but was not used for ranching purposes. It therefore
has a distant association with the broad theme of agriculture in Goleta’s history. '
Conveys an Important Sense of Time and Place - 1 (low) |

The structure’s lack of integrity, as discussed above, prevents it from conveying a sense
of time and place.

Able to Yield Information - NA

Callform&gister of Historic Resources

The structure does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
state’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The structure
does not possess distinctive characteristics of a type of building, method of construction
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or architectural style, and therefore does not meet Criterion C. Likewise, since it would
appear not to have the potential to yield information important to history or prehistory,
it does not meet Criterion D. In summary, the building is not considered eligible for
listing on the CRHR.

Summary for Water Tank Tower
The overall significance rating for the Water Tank Tower under the County criteria is

low, resulting from its lack of physical and contextual integrity. Likewise, for the same
reasons, it does not meet the significance criteria established for listing on the CRHR.

2. Staff Cottage

County of Santa Barbara Guidelines

Integrity - 1 (low)

The cottage has retained its integrity of location. Although elements of the building’s
original vernacular style are distinguishable, it has not retained its integrity of design or
materials. The significant additions and renovations have introduced different styles
and new materials. Original aspects of vernacular workmanship, such as the sawtooth
pattern on the west elevation gable, have been retained, but so much of the building has
been changed or has deteriorated that it earns a low rating for its integrity of
workmanship. The extensive alterations have also compromised the cottage’s original
context, thus earning it a low rating in integrity of setting.

Age - 2 (good)
The building rates a 3 for its approximate age of 100 years or older.

Association with an event, movement, organization, or petson important to the
community, state, or nation ~ 2 (good)

The Las Varas Ranch was owned and operated by the Edwards family from the late

nineteenth century until 1967. Two family members, John S. Edwards and his son,

George S. Edwards, were important persons in Santa Barbara County history. The

cottage was probably built near the end of John S. Edwards’ life, but during the active

period of George S. Edwards’ life. In any case, as a ranch workers’ home it is unlikely

that either of them lived in it. The building lhus has an indirect assoclahon with the two
family members.

Architect/Designer ~ 1 (low)

This vernacular ranch building probably did not have an architect, and no designer or
builder was identified.
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‘ Architectural Style or Building Type - 2 (good)

The original cottage was a vernacular building typical of those erected in rural areas
during the late nineteenth century. It has retained some of the elements that are
representative of its type, such as the board and batten siding, post and pier foundation
and sawtooth-patterned planks. The additions and alterations, however, have
compromised the integrity of the original prototype.

Construction and Materials - 1 (low)

The original vernacular style building featured standard construction methods and
materials that have been compromised by the wear of time and alterations. Itisnota
good, representative example of an agricultural working class cottage.

Traditional Lifeways - NA
Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History - 1 (iow)

The cottage was constructed sometime during the Americanization Period (1880-1915) of
county history. This was an era when ranching practices were evolving toward more
intensive types of agricultural production, which included the application of irrigation
for field and orchard crops. The Las Varas Ranch, which introduced lemon orchards

. ‘ ‘ during this time, was a part of this trend. Due to its poor integrity, however, the
building, which housed ranch workers, does not have the ability to convey a strong
association with the broad theme of agriculture in Goleta’s history.

Conveys an Important Sense of Time and Place - 1 (low)

Although the original portion of the cottage may be 100 years or more old, its poor
integrity prevents it from conveying an important sense of time and place.

Able to Yield Information - NA

California Register of Historic Resources

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
state’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The cottage
does not possess a representative type of architectural style or method of construction,
and thus does not meet Criterion C. It would appear not to have the poteritial to yield
information important to history or prehistory, and therefore does not meet Criterion D.
In summary, the building is not considered eligible for listing on the CRHR. '

Summary for Staff Cottage

The overall significance rating for Staff Cottage under the County criteria is low, due
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4, BarnNo. 1.

County of Santa Barbara Guidelines

Integrity - 3 (high)

 The building has retained its integrity of location. The vernacular barn has also retained
its integrity of design. No structural additions have been made, and the only changes to
its original fabric are the board and batten and wood plank doors on the east elevation
and cut out windows on the south elevation. Neither change diminishes the integrity of
the building, as they are compatible with the original plan and are not visually intrusive.
The bam is one of four surviving historical buildings in Area 2 that, along with the
surrounding natural landscape, retain a sense of the old ranch setting. The building’s
original materials are intact, and it thus has retained its integrity of materials. The
building was constructed in a vernacular style using common materials and building
techniques, and thus earns a low rating for its integrity of workmanship. ’

Age - 2 (good)
The building rates a 2 for its approximate age of 75 years or older.

~ Association with an event, movement, organization, or person important to the
- community, state, or nation - 2 (good)

The Las Varas Ranch was owned and operated by the Edwards family from the late
nineteenth century until 1967. Two family members, John S. Edwards and his son,
George S. Edwards, were important persons in Santa Barbara County history. The barn
was probably built after the death of John S. and towards the end of the life of George S.,
and it is unlikely that the latter spent a great deal of time in it. The building thus has an
indirect association with the two family members.

Architect/Designer - 1 (low)

This vernacular ranch building probably did not have an architect, and no designer or
builder was identified.

Architectural Style or Building Type - 3 (high)

‘The barn is a vernacular building typical of those erected on ranches during the 1920s. It
has retained all of the elements that are representative of its type, such as the corrugated

metal siding, roofing and sliding double doors. The barn has retained its integrity as a
vernacular utility building found on ranches during this era. ’

Construction and Materials - 2 (good)

good rting asa reprsen tive example of an agricultural service building, a type that is
dwindling in number in Goleta. '
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Traditional Lifeways - NA
Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History - 3 (high)

The barn was constructed during the early Regional Culture Period (1915-1945) of
county history. This was-an era when ranching practices were evolving toward more
intensive types of agricultural production, including the application of irrigation for
field and orchard crops. The Las Varas Ranch, which introduced lemon orchards during
this time, was a part of this trend. The building, which was used to store baled hay, and
shelter ranch animals and machinery, has a direct association with the broad theme of
agriculture in Goleta’s }ustory

Conveys an Important Sense of Time and Place - 3 (high)

The barn is one of four surviving historical buildings in Area 2 that, along with the
surrounding natural landscape, retain a sense of the old ranch setting. Although some
of its context has been lost with the removal of the large barn to the north, the barn and
its nearby small barns and home retain a sense of time and place representative of an
agricultural landscape 75 or more years of age.

Able to Yield Information - NA

California Register of Historic Resources

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
state’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The barn
possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
building that, when assessed within the context of its rural setting as a whole, meets
Criterion C. It would appear not to have the potential to yield information important to
history or prehistory, and therefore does not meet Criterion D. In summary, the

* building is considered eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criterion C.

Summary for Barn No. 1

' The overall significance rating for Barn No. 1 under the County criteria is good to high,
resulting from its retention of historical integrity, building type, association with the
agriculture theme in Goleta history, and its ability to evoke a sense of time and place.

The building meets Criterion C of the CRHR as a good example of a vemacular
agricultural building.

5. Barn No. 2

County of Santa Barbara Guidelines

Integrity - 3 (high)

The building has retained its integrity of location. The vernacular barn has also retained
its integrity of design, as no apparent changes have been made to its original plan. The
barn is one of four surviving historical buildings in Area 2 that, along with the
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surrounding natural landscape, retain a sense of the old ranch setting. The building's
original materials are generally intact, with the exception of the plywood door on its
south elevation, which reflects a later change. The building was constructed ina
vernacular style using common materials and building techniques, and thus earns a low
rating for its integrity of workmanship.

Age -2 (good)
The building rates a2 forits approximate age of 75 years or older.

Association with an event, movement, organization, or person important to the
community, state, or nation - 2 (good)

The Las Varas Ranch was owned and operated by the Edwards family from the late
nineteenth century until 1967. Two family members, John S. Edwards and his son,
George S. Edwards, were important persons in Santa Barbara County history. The barn
was probably built after the death of John S. and towards the end of the life of George 5.,
and itis unlikely that the latter spent a great deal of time in it. The building thus has an
indirect association with the two family members. -

Architect/Designer - 1 (low)

This vemacular ranch building probably did not have an architect, and no designer or -
builder was identified.

Architectural Style or Building Type - 3 (high)

The barn is a vernacular building typical of those erected on ranches during the 1920s. It
has retained nearly all of the elements that are representative of its type, such as the
corrugated metal and board and batten siding and raised seam metal roofing. The barn
has retained its integrity as a vernacular utility building found on ranches during this
era. -

Construction and Materials - 2 (good)

Although the building features standard construction methods and materials, it merits a
good rating as a representative example of an agricultural service building, a type thatis
dwindling in number in Goleta. ' ‘
Traditional Lifeways - NA

Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History ~ 3 (high)

The barn was constructed sometime during the early Regional Culture Period (1915-
1945) of county
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animals and machinery, has a direct association with the broad theme of agriculture in
Goleta’s history. . ‘

Conveys an Important Sense of Time and Place - 3 (high)

" The barn is one of four surviving historical buildings in Area 2 that, along with the
surrounding natural landscape, retain a sense of the old ranch setting. Although some
of its context has been lost with the removal of the large barn to the north, the barn and
the nearby two barns and home retain a sense of time and place representative of an
agricultural landscape 75 or more years of age. '

Able to Yield Information - NA

California Reg’g ter of Historic Resources

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
state’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The barn
possesses historical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
building that, when assessed within the context of its rural setting as a whole, meets
Criterion C. Tt would appear not to have the potential to yield information important to
history or prehistory, and therefore does not meet Criterion D. In summary, the
building is considered eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criterion C.

Summary for Barn No. 2

The overall significance rating for Barn No. 2 under the County criteria is good to high,
resulting from its retention of historical integrity, building type, association with the
agriculture theme in Goleta history and its ability to evoke a sense of time and place.
The building meets Criterion C of the CRHR due to its representative architectural type
as a vernacular agricultural building.

6. Barn No. 3

County of Santa Barbara Guidelines

Integrity - 3 (high)

The building has retained its integrity of location. The vernacular barn has also retained
its integrity of design. Although it appears as though the door and window on the west
elevation as well as the door on the north elevation are not original, they are typical of
alterations made to agricultural buildings, and do not diminish the barn’s integrity of
design or materials. The barn is one of four surviving historical buildings in Area 2 that,
along with the surrounding natural landscape, retain a sense of the old ranch setting.
The building was constructed in a vernacular style using common materials and
building techniques, and thus earns a low rating for its integrity of workmanship.

Age - 3 (high)

The building rates a 3 for its approxiﬁate age of 100 years or older.
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Association with an event, movement, organization, or person important to the
community, state, or nation - 2 (good)

The Las Varas Ranch was owned and operated by the Edwards family from the late
nineteenth century until 1967. Two family members, John S. Edwards and hisson,
George S. Edwards, were important persons in Santa Barbara County history. The barn
was probably built near the end of John S. Edwards’ life or just after his death in 1890, so
it is unlikely that he spent a significant amount of time in or around it. George S.

' Edwards, who built a hew home for his family in Santa Barbara in 1887, was also not
likely to have spent time in or around the building. The building thus has an indirect
association with the two family members. :

Architect/Designer - 1 (low)

This vernacular ranch building probably did not have an architect, and no designer or
~ builder was identified.

Architectural Style or Building Type - 3 (high)

The barn is a vernacular service building typical of those erected on ranches during the
period 1880-1900. It has retained elements that are representative of its type, such as the
wide board and batten siding, corrugated metal roofing and soil foundation. The barn
has retained its integrity as a vernacular utility building found on ranches during this
era. ’

Construction and Materials - 2 (good)

Although the building features standard construction methods and materials, it merits a
good rating as a representative example of an agricultural service buﬂdmg, a type that is
dwindling in number in Goleta.

Traditional Lifeways - NA

Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History -3 (high)

The barn was constructed sometime during the late Americanization Period (1880-1915)
of county history. This was an era when ranching practices were evolving toward more
intensive types of agricultural production, including the application of irrigation for
field and orchard crops. The Las Varas Ranch, which introduced lemon orchards during
this time, was a part of this trend. The building, which was used as a farm work.
residence or equipment storage, has a direct association with the broad theme of
agriculture in Goleta’s history.

The barn is one of four surviving historical buildings in Area 2 that, along with the
surrounding natural landscape, retain a sense of the old ranch setting. Although some
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of its context has been lost with the removal of the large barn to the north, the barn and
the nearby two barns and home retain a sense of time and place representative of an
agricultural landscape 75 or more years of age.

Able to Yield Information - NA

California Regist er of Historic Resources

The building does not have a strong association with events or persons important to the
state’s history or cultural heritage. Thus, it does not meet Criteria A or B. The barn

~ possesses physical integrity and is representative of a type of vernacular agricultural
building that, when assessed within the context of its rural setting as a whole, meets
Criterion C. It would appear not to have the potential to yield information important to
history or prehistory, and therefore does not meet Criterion D. Iri summary, the
building is considered eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criterion C.

Summary for Barn No. 3

The overall significance rating for Barn No. 3 under the County criteria is good to high,
resulting from its retention of historical integrity, age, building type, association with
the agriculture theme in Goleta history and its ability to evoke a sense of time and place.
The building meets Criterion C of the CRHR due to its representative architectural type
as a vernacular agricultural building.

8. Main House
County of Santa Barbara Guidelines
Integrity - 3 (high)

The building has retained its integrity of location. Although additions have been made
to the house, its design integrity has also been retained. This is because the additions for
~ the most part are of a style and materials that typify those made to agricultural buildings
over time. The initial addition to the west features shiplap siding and extends the
hipped toof, while the later south addition contains board and batten siding and a
gabled roof; thus reflecting the different preferences of their eras. The Main House is
one of four surviving historical buildings in Area 2 that, along with the surrounding
natural landscape, retain a sense of the old ranch setting. Despite certain losses and
changes in the setting, the house retains its historical context. The building has retained
sufficient integrity of its materials, although some losses have occurred to its stylized
architectural embellishments, to convey its sense of history. The building reflects a good
level of integrity of workmanship where the simplified Italianate, Queen Anne and
Classical elements on the original portion have been retained.

Age - 3 (high)

The building rates a 3 for its approximate age of 100 years or older.

31



Las Varas Ranch
May 22, 2006

Association with an event, movement, organization, or person important to the
community, state, or nation - 3 (high)

The Las Varas Ranch was owned and operated by the Edwards family from the late
nineteenth century until 1967. Two family members, John S. Edwards and his son,
George S. Edwards, were important persons in Santa Barbara County history. The
house’s high style architectural elements that are derivative of Italianate, Queen Anne
and Classical motifs indicate that it was probably built for the ranch owner. Typical
vernacular ranch houses lacked this building’s architectural sophistication. It is likely
that John S, the original ranch owner, erected the dwelling in the 1880s prior to his
death in 1890, for use as an occasional retreat. It is known that his son George S. lived at
the family’s Goleta Valley ranch before building a new home in Santa Barbara in 1887,
where he engaged in an active business career. After he assumed his father’s role as
manager of the ranch in 1890, George S. and his family probably made trips to the house
for short periods of time. The building, thus, appears to have a direct association with
the two family members.

Architect/Designer - 1 (low)

This ranch building probably did not have an architect, and no designer or builder was
identified.

Architectural Style or Building Type - 3 (high)

The house is a late-nineteenth century high-style dwelling, with distinctive Italianate,
Queen Anne and Classical style elements which are highly unusual for a ranch
residence, being more commonly found on houses in downtown Santa Barbara. Rural
vernacular buildings generally do not contain this level of Victorian decorative detailing
Although a few elements have been lost over time, the dwelling retains its integrity of
design. The house’s building type is relatively rare in Goleta. '

Construction and Materials - 3 (high)

The original portion of the building, particularly the main facade, has retained features,
such as the Victorian decorative elements, that represent a good example of
 craftsmanship of a bygone era. The house merits a high rating as an example of an
agricultural dwelling in an elaborated high style that is not common in rural Goleta.
Traditional Lifeways - NA

Association with Broad Themes of Local, State or National History - 3 (high)

The cottage was originally constructed sometime during the early Americanization
d (1880-1915) of county history. Agriculture was the main economic activity in

more intensive types of agricultural production, cludiﬁg the application of irrigation
for field and orchard crops. The Las Varas Ranch was typical of this evolution. It was
devoted to grazing and dry farming in the early years of this period, but began
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. introducing lemon orchards and other irrigated crops during the early twentieth
century. The building, which was probably the residence of the ranch owner, has a
direct associatioh with the broad theme of agriculture in Goleta’s history.

Conveys an Important Sense of Time and Place - 3 (high)

The house is one of four surviving historical buildings in Area 2 that, along with the
surrounding natural landscape, retain a sense of the old ranch seiting. Although some
of its context has been lost with the removal of the large barn to the north and small
outbuildings, the home and its neighboring ranch buildings retain a sense of time and
place representative of an agricultural landscape 75 or more years of age.

Able to Yield Information - NA

California Register of Historic Resources

The building does not have a strong association with events important to the state’s
history or cultural heritage, and thus it does not meet Criterion A. It does have a strong
association with persons important to our past, and meets Criterion B. The dwelling,
although it has been altered, possess an unusual type of ltalianate ranch building that,
when assessed within the context of its setting as a whole, meets Criterion C. It would
appear not to have the potential to yield information imporfant to history or prehistory,

‘ : and therefore does not meet Criterion D. In summary, the building is considered
eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criteria B and C.

Summary for the Main House

The overall significance rating for the Main House under the County criteria is high,
resulting from its retention of historical integrity, its age, its association with important
persons in history, its untommon building type, its association with the agriculture
theme in Goleta history and its ability to evoke a sense of time and place. The building
meets Criterion B and C of the CRHR due to its association with important persons and
its ability, within the context of its setting in Area 2, to evoke a period of agricultural
history. .

8. POTENTIAL ADVERSE IMPACTS

CEQA defines a potential adverse effect as one that would cause a substantial change in

the significance of a resource. Such a substantial change means demolition, destruction,

relocation, or alteration of the physical characteristics of the resource or its immediate

surroundings that justify its eligibility for the CRHR or its inclusion in a local register of
historic resources (PRC Section 15064.5 (b) (1,2)).

According to the latest CEQA guidelines, if alterations to significant historical resources
erptars af tha Tatoeo and or-the Treatment of Historic Properties

With Guidelines for Pfeserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic

Buildings or the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines

for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings (1995), the project is consideted to be mitigated to a
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level of less than a significant impact on the historic resource (PRC Section 15064.5 (2)}
(3)). The Standards are as follows:

1. A property shall be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires
minimal change to its distinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial
relationships. : ' "

2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of
distinctive materials or alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that
characterize a property shall be avoided.

3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use.
Changes that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding
conjectural features or elements from other historic properties, shall not be
undertaken.

4, Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right
shall be retained and preserved.

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of
craftsmanship that characterize a property shall be preserved.

6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the
severity of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new
feature shall match the old in design, color, texture, and, where possible, materials.
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary and physical
evidence.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, shall be undertaken using the
gentlest means possible. Treatments that cause damage to historic materials shall not
be used.

8. Archeological resources shall be protected and preserved in place. If such resources
must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy
historic materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property.
The new work shall be differentiated from the gld and shall be compatible with the
historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the
integrity of the property and its environment. ‘

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such
a way that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired.

This study found that both Area 1 and Area 2 sites constitute rural landscapes due to
their geographically definable areas that possess a concentration of components which
are associated with the broad theme of agricultural history. In addition, the main house
in Area 2 is individually eligible as a County Place of Historic Merit for its architectural
style, its historic association with the Edwards family and its ability to convey an
important sense of time and place.

This study focused on the development envelopes proposed for Areas 1and 2 of the Las
Varas Ranch, as identified in this report. The development envelopes designate the area

on each parcel that would allow for ground djsturbance Tesuring fromresidentiat
construction. In Area 1, a house has already been constructed and the historic resources
are not affected. However, should a future proposed development cause substantial
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alteration of character defining features, relocation or demolition of the four significant
buildings in Area 1, there would be a significant adverse impact to histori¢ resources. In
Area 2, construction of a single family house would cause a significant adverse impact to
historic resources if the construction caused substantial alteration of character defining
features, relocation or the demolition of the four significant buildings. Additionally,

- because the significance of the four buildings rests to a large extent on their setting as a
rural landscape, the construction of a house in their midst would cause a significant
adverse impact if its presence altered the integrity of this rural setting. If the buildings
and/ or the setting were removed, the proposed project would not meet the Secretary of
the Interior’s Standards 1, 2 and 9, and the impacts would be significant. However, if
the eight significant buildings in Areas 1 and 2 and the significant setting in Area 2 are
retained during the subdivision and the potential future development of a new house in
Area 2, then the Standards will be met and there will not be a significant adverse impact
to historic resources.

9. REQUIRED MITIGATION MEASURES

To insure that there will be no significant adverse impact to the historic buildings and
settings from the proposed subdivision, the following mitigation measures are required:

1. The four mgmﬁcantbuﬂdmgs in Area 1 shall be retained in situ as part of this
subdivision.

2. The four significant buildings in Area 2 shall be retained in situ as part of this
subdivision. ‘

3. The siting of any future house in Area 2 shall not compromise the integrity of the
rural setting of the four buildings and shall be compatible in style and scale to the
existing buildings.

4. Any rehabilitation of existing structures in Area 1 shall not compromise the integrity
of the rural setting and shall be compatible in style and scale to the existing
bui_kijngs. :

5. Prior to the project’s implementation, the applicant shall provide for
photodocumentation of the four significant buildings in Area 2 within their setting
by a County Planning and Development-approved historian. Such
photodocumentation includes large-format black and white archival photographs of
the elevations of each building and their relationship to each other within their
setting. A color Xerox copy of these photographs, with a copy of this report, shall be
provided to Planning and Development and the original photographs and negatives

shall be compiled in a binder, with a site map with arrows indicating the direction of
esich photograph, and provided to the Goleta Valley Historical Society. A letter from
the soaety to Planmng and Development acceptmg recelpt of this documentation
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. If the above required mitigation measures are implemented, the residual impacts are
considered reduced to a less than significant level (Class II).
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Las Varas Ranch — Area 1
Photograph Page No. 1

Staff Cottage No. 1, north and west elevations, looking southeast.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 1
Photograph Page No. 2

Staff Cottage No. 2, north elevation, looking south.

Staff Cottage No. 2, south and east elevations, looking northwest.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 1
Photograph Page No. 3
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Foreman’s House, west elevation, looking east.

Foreman’s House, south elevation, looking northwest.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 1

Photograph Page No. 4
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Foreman’s House, north elevation, looking southeast.



Las Varas Ranch — Area 1
Photograph Pa
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Repair Garage, north and west elevations, looking southeast.

Repair Garage, west elevation, looking east.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 6

Water Tank Tower, north elevation, looking southeast.

Water Tank Tower, west and south elevations, looking northeast.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 7
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. Staff Cottage, partial west elevation, looking east.



Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 8
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Staff Cottage, partial east elevation, looking west.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 9
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Barn No. 1, door detail, east elevation, looking west.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 10

Barn No. 1, south elevation, looking northwes

L
\||'|‘||




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 11

Barn No. 2, north and west elevations, looking southeast.

Barn No. 2, south and east elevations, looking northwest.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 12

Barn No. 3, west and south elevations, looking northeast.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 13

From foreground, Barn Nos. 3, 2, 1, looking northwest.

Main House, north and west elevations, and landscape, looking southeast.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 14
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Main House, west elevation, looking southeast.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 15
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Main House, window detail, east and south elevations, looking northwest.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 16

Main House, east elevation, looking west.

Main House, porch detail, north elevation, looking southwest.




Las Varas Ranch — Area 2
Photograph Page No. 17

Area 2 landscape view, looking southwest.

Area 2 landscape view, looking south.
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-ABSTRACT-

Archival information on prehistoric and historic resources
was compiled for a development constraints analysis of a
property at the mouth of Gato Canyon. An initial review of
maps, records, and other documents provided historical
background, and showed that nine separate prehistoric
deposits (i.e. recorded archaeological sites), and nine historic
building localities are known to be within the study area.
However, since only a fraction of the area (<10%) has been
sytematically surveyed, additional cultural sites can be
expected. Known resources include remains of a World War
II prisoner of war camp, turn-of-the-century ranch buildings
and other features, and prehistoric deposits that date from ca.

. 6500 BC to ca. 1800 AD. Available information suggests that

. several historic locations may be CEQA significant, while at
least eight prehistoric sites probably meet both state and county
significance standards. However, at the present time
information regarding cultural resources is incomplete and
archaeological data are of variable quality. Effective future
planning will depend on complete and accurate information,
and such information should be generated by a comprehensive
Phase I investigation of the study area.
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L INTRODUCTION

Following a request from Victor Montgomery of RRM Design Group,
San Luis Obispo, and approval from Kent Heyl and Ross Smith of Heyl
Corporation, Santa Barbara, this study -- a development constraints
analysis focused on cultural resources -- was prepared for the Las
Varas/Edwards Ranches project in Santa Barbara County, California. The
study area consists of about 1000 acres located on the Pacific coast west of
the City of Santa Barbara. ' The property includes coastal terrace and
foothills and the mouth of Gato Canyon. Map 1, a portion of the USGS Dos
Pueblos, Calif. 7.5’ topographic quadrangle, that shows the location and
dimensions of the study area. In addition to the location map, three
separate appendices are attached.

This study is concerned with prehistoric and historic cultural
resources. In other words, it addresses two distinct categories of culturally
produced archaeological sites: (1) prehistoric locations which have features
and materials created before 1769 AD, and (2) historic locations which have
features and materials created after 1769 AD. To a minor extent, the study
also deals with natural resources deemed important by indigenous people
of this region, namely the Chumash. The main body of this report is
supplemented by three attached appendices. Appendix A is a copy of the
archaeological records search prepared for the study area by the California
Archaeological Inventory, Central Coast Information Center located at the
University of California, Santa Barbara (10 pages). Appendix B consists of
copies of Site Record Forms for the nine recorded sites within the study area
(46 pages). Appendix C is an unedited critical review of maps and literary
sources prepared by Macfarlane Archaeological Consultants that outlines
historic events and developments that have occurred in and near the study
area. NOTE: These three appendices must be considered CONFIDENTIAL
and should not be made available for public review.

Significant changes in the way land is used are now regulated by
federal, state, and local agencies. In the case of Las Varas / Edwards
Ranches, proposed changes in land use would be subjected to review by [at
least] the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the California Coastal
Commission, Caltrans, and other state agencies, along with various
branches of Santa Barbara County government. A review of the numerous
statutes and policies generated for and utilized by different agencies is not
within the present scope-of-work. Thus, the two objectives of this study
were to identify all recorded cultural resource sites and previously
completed investigations, and to identify the tasks needed to complete a
comprehensive Phase I archaeological investigation of the study area.

II. CULTURAL BACKGROUND

According to Edwin G. Gudde (1969:118), the place we know as Gato
Canyon got it's name this way.



Gatos. The Spanish word for ‘cats’ (in this case
wildcats) was often used in geographical names,
including two land grants, Los Gatos or Santa
Rita in Monterey County,...and Rinconada
[corner] de los Gatos in Santa Clara County,...and
Canada del Gato in Santa Barbara County.

Prior to the arrival of Spanish colonists in 1769 the region had other
names and other inhabitants. Most of the Santa Barbara coast, including
the subject property, falls within the area historically occupied by the
Barbareiio Chumash (Kroeber 1953, Heizer 1978). Archaeological evidence
indicates that the ancestors of the modern Chumash Indians settled along
the coastal regions of southern and central California more than 9000 years
ago. Settlement of the interior valleys may have occurred soon thereafter,
as several recent radiocarbon dates attest. As time passed, Chumash
culture changed and society grew, changing from egalitarian bands into a
stratified communities based on fishing, hunting, trapping, collecting and
harvesting of a wide variety of native plants. Lifeways were linked to the
exploitation of native plants and animals, not to agriculture. Ocean fishing
and nearshore collection of shellfish were both important, as were hunting
and trapping of large and small game, primarily deer and rabbits, but
including many birds and small rodents. Many kinds of grains, seeds,
tubers, bulbs, and potherbs were collected, and some were processed and
stored for later use. Chumash populations extended from Los Angeles
County northward to the northern edge of San Luis Obispo County, and
inland (eastward) for 50 miles and more (ng 1975, 1990).

Aboriginal Chumash culture underwent dramatic changes
immediately after colonization by the Spanish in the late 18th Century. The
introduction of Old World diseases quickly weakened and destroyed the old
cultures of coastal California. Pandemics soon killed large numbers of
people and most Chumash towns and villages were all but empty and
abandoned by 1810. Nevertheless, large segments of the population
survived and went on to build the Spanish Missions, as well as many of the
Mexican and American ranches which followed. Chumash people and
culture managed to survive by "going underground” and effectively
blending into the Hispanic landscape. Today, approximately 3,500
Chumash people live in Los Angeles, Ventura, Santa Barbara, and San
Luis Obispo Counties, and elsewhere. In general, they place high value on
things and places associated with their past history, namely archaeological
sites and artifacts from sites. Particular importance is placed on
historically identified villages to which many people can trace their
ancestry through mission register genealogies, and on mortuary sites,
human remains, and burial associated artifacts.

Archaeological and ethnohistoric data confirm both prehistoric and

historic Chumash villages in the study area. Ethnographic notes by J. P.

Harrington, Catholic mission registers, and other data have been used to



identify Chumash place names including at least three in the study area
(Rogers 1929, Applegate 1975, King 1975).

1.’ahwin - A village at the mouth of Las Llagas Canyon
2. s’aniwa - Gato Canyon
3. mejmei - A village at the mouth of Las Llagas Canyon

Prehistoric archaeological deposits in the study area are also
documented. More than 60 years ago David Banks Rogers excavated and
described numerous sites along the Santa Barbara coast, including two on
the Edwards Ranch, CA-SBA-80 and CA-SBA-81 (Roger 1929: 213-221).
Rogers was employed by the Santa Barbara Museum of Natural History and
his field notes and collections are still held by the museum. Other
collections removed from sites in the study at stored at the University of
California, Santa Barbara.

There is a short but significant history in Santa Barbara too. Spanish
ships sailed along the Santa Barbara coast for the first time in 1542 AD.
They traded goods with local populations and maintained occasional
contacts until the land colonization process began. In August of 1769 an
expedition led by Gaspar de Portold marched through the area on their way
to Monterey. The land had already been claimed by the Spanish
government, although without consent from the indigenous populations.
Therefore, it was necessary to establish presidios (military forts) to control
and subjugate native populations; the presidio at Santa Barbara was built
in 1782, and Mission Santa Barbara was founded soon after, on December 4,
1786. Dramatic changes in land use patterns emerged with the decline of
the native population, the introduction of European grazing animals --
horses, sheep, and cattle -- and commercial agriculture centered on
cereals, orchard fruits and nuts, and green vegetables. Agriculture and
the petroleum industry have dominated the economy of Gato Canyon, and
neighboring canyons, for the past 150 years. Specific information on the
historic role of the study area, i.e., Edwards Ranches, in the development of
Santa Barbara is roughly outlined in the attached report by Macfarlane and
Imwalle (cf. Appendix A).

0L PREHISTORIC RESOURCES

According to the Archaeological Information Center at UCSB, there
are nine recorded archaeological sites within the study area, and 12
separate reports that discuss or document these resources (cf. Appendix
A). The following list identifies each of the recorded sites, names the
individual(s) who completed the site record form(s), the year(s) forms were
filed, and the source(s) of information; the unpublished reports at the UCSB
Information Center (e.g. E-61) are listed in Appendix A. In addition, two
important reports are either not on file at UCSB, or were somehow
overlooked in the records search. A copy of all site record forms for each of
the nine sites listed below is attached as Appendix B.



1. CA-SBA-80, recorded by D. B. Rogers in 1929 (Rogers 1929:
213 - “Los Gatos Site”).

2. CA-SBA-81, recorded by D. B Rogers in 1929 (Rogers 1929:
213-221 - Las Llagas Site #1).

3. CA-SBA-139, recorded by W. H. Harrison in 1959, by D.
Miller in 1961, and R. Sheets in 1991 (UCSB reports E-61, E-62,
E-337, E-1302). -

4. CA-SBA-1654, recorded by C. King and S. Craig in 1977
(UCSB reports E-61, E-677, E-749).

5. CA-SBA-1650, recorded by M. Macko and J. Erlandson in
1978 (UCSB reports E-61, E-62).

6. CA-SBA-1690, recorded by J. Serena in 1980 (no report at
UCSB?).

7. CA-SBA-1803, recorded by M. Moss and J. Erlandson in 1983
(no report at UCSB?).

8. CA-SBA-2409, recorded by R, Sheets and C. Kenworth in 1991
(UCSB report E-1302).

9. CA-SBA-2587/H, recorded by M. Peak and R. Gerry in 1991
(UCSB report E-1447)

While historic materials are reported from one site, CA-SBA-2587/H,
prehistoric materials were present at all nine recorded localities. Based on
the site records, and Rogers’ (1929) descriptions, most of the prehistoric
sites conform to what Rogers called the “Oak Grove Culture”, or what is
now termed the “Early Period”. Sites in this chronological phase date from
about 2500 to 9000 years ago.

Details about some recorded sites may be obtainable from existing
reports at UCSB, all of which appear to be ‘area specific’ survey reports. No
excavation reports are identified, but archaeological collections may
already exist at UCSB. Much information on two (or three) sites should be
available from the notes and collections of David Banks Rogers, now stored
at the Santa Barbara Museum of Natural History. Additional information
on ancient places and traditional sites may be obtainable from members of
the Coastal Band of the Chumash Nation, the Santa Ynez Band of Mission
Indians, and/or other Chumash persons and groups. Mission register
statistics and other ethnohistoric information can also be obtained, but this
type of information can add little to a Phase I investigation.

IV. HISTORIC RESOURCES

As noted, archaeological site CA-SBA-2587/H reportedly contains
both prehistoric and historic materials. This may, however, not be an
intact archaeological deposit, but rather a displaced deposit, part of the fill
supporting the railroad track (cf. Appendix B - site record form for CA-
SBA-2587/H). In any case, there is virtually no information on historic

. properties available from UCSB; records of this type have not yet reached

the Information Center in large quantities. Therefore, the firm of
Macfarlane Archaeological Consultants was retained to compile
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information on known and suspected historic resources in the study area.
Documentary information, compiled by Heather Macfarlane and Michael
Imwalle, is attached here as Appendix C. Their document is unedited and
should be viewed as a Draft Report. They were able to identify 10 different
historic structures and associated features within the study area. These
localities are listed and described below, and additional information can be
found in Appendix C; localities are shown on Figure 1.

1. Remains associated with a destroyed ca. 1902 structure
(house) located at the southeast edge of the property, south of
Highway 101.

2. One ca. 1902 structure (house) and associated remains, plus
other later buildings in the southeastern part of the property,
south of Highway 101.

3. A 1949 structure (house), associated remains, and other
structures near the center of the property, immediately south
of Highway 101.

4. A ca. 1902 structure (house), associated deposits, and other
structures located east of Gato Canyon near the center of the
property, south of Highway 101.

5. Remains associated with a destroyed ca. 1902 structure
(house) on the west side of Gato Canyon, south of Highway 101.
6. Remains associated with the World War II camp for
German and Italian prisoners of war located on the west side
of Gato Canyon, south of Highway 101.

7. Site CA-SBA-2487/H located on both side of the railway
tracks, south of Highway 101. '

8. An undated structure on the west side of Gato Canyon about
1 km north of Highway 101. -

9. Remains associated with a destroyed ca. 1902 structure
(house) on the east side of Las Varas Canyon, in the southeast
corner of the property.

10. Two quarry areas located in upper Gato Canyon, from 3-4
km north of Highway 101.

Although no solid evidence was uncovered during their research,
Macfarlane and Imwalle believe that residential structures were present
on the property prior to 1902. They also suspect physical remains and
features associated with historic structures to include old water wells, privy
holes, refuse dumps, abandoned machinery, canals and ditches, ‘melted
abobes’, exotic trees and cactus, roadways, and dams. Other kinds of
remains could be associated with the POW camp that existed here from
1944 until 1945.

V. DISCUSSION
A preliminary review of archival materials, including maps,

archaeological site records, published and unpublished documents, has
revealed that cultural resources are present on the Las Varas/Edwards
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Ranches property. Although only a small part of the project area has been
systematically surveyed, nine prehistoric deposits are already recorded,
and ten historic localities are either known or suspected. Among the
documented prehistoric resources are several habitation deposits
containing mortuary areas; substantial collections of material removed
from these sites are stored at two local institutions, the University of
California, Santa Barbara, and the Santa Barbara Museum of Natural
History. As indicated in Appendix C, Macfarlane and Imwalle were not
able to identify any compilation of data or collections of historic material
from the Edwards Ranches, or materials associated with earlier residents
of Gato Canyon. Further research could probably identify senior members
of the Edwards family still residing in the region. Research might uncover
important documents and significant historic materials from the Edwards
family, or from other persons who lived and worked on the ranches before
World War II. Chumash families from this region may also wish to
contribute information about the study area. Finally, there are undoubtedly
things remaining from the Goleta Branch Camp ---- an analysis of
constraints simply cannot ignore a former POW camp. A technical
report(?) on California’s major POW camps (Rughe 1988) is cited in
Appendix C, but there are few details regarding the Goleta Branch Camp;
the location is not recorded as an historic archaeological site.

Thus, the Las Varas/Edwards Ranches study area must be viewed as
‘previously populated property’, property that carries with it elements of
California’s prehistoric and historic past. Because these elements have
been defined as resources, and assigned cultural values, they must be
considered during the planning process. Effective consideration of cultural
resources requires full and complete information. At the present time
these data are not available for the Las Varas/Edwards Ranches study
area. In order to obtain more complete information, and thereby facilitate
future planning, the following recommendations are offered.

1. Obtain copies of all federal, State of California, and County of Santa
Barbara laws and regulations that pertain to cultural resources within the
study area. Begin consideration of an Integrated Management Plan for
cultural resources located on the property.

2. Complete a comprehensive Phase I archaeological study of the property.
Record all historic and prehistoric resources, identify significant heritage
resources (e.g. springs), and prepare technical documents.

3. Establish working relationships with local indigenous Chumash groups,
with historians and prehistorians, and others who can assist with the
development of an Integrated Management Plan.

4. Prepare for an ongoing series of meetings to address issues related to
evaluating and conserving cultural resources.
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VII. ATTACHMENTS

*Map 1. A portion of the USGS Dos Pueblos, Calif. 7.5’ topographic
quadrangle showing the location and dimensions of the study area.

*Appendix A - Archaeological records search prepared by the Central
Coast Archaeological Information Center at the University of California,
Santa Barbara (10 pages).

*Appendix B - Site Record Forms for nine recorded archaeological deposits
located within the study area: CA-SBA-80, -81, -139, -1564, -1650, -1690, -1803,
-2587/H (46 pages).

* Appendix C - Historic resources report prepared by Heather Macfarlane
and Michael J. Imwalle (46 pages).
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APPENDIX A

Archaeological records search prepared by the Central Coast
Archaeological Information Center at the University of
California, Santa Barbara, dated May 8, 1996 (10 pages).



Department of Anthropology

- . ] [s]
California Dmﬁ@m@ﬁﬂ@[ﬁ University of California, Santa Barbara

haeological
Santa Barbara, CA 93106-3210
Inventory Cenler wwssesue ., (#05) 893 2474

8 May 1996

C.A. Singer & Associates
1071 Main Street, Suite 99
Cambria, CA 93428

Hi Clay,

As per your request of 29 April, I have conducted an archaeological records search on the
Dos Pueblos Quad for your Gato Canyon project. The results are as follows:

There have been nineteen (19) archaeological surveys conducted within 1/2 mile of the
boundaries of your project. These are: 1,52,53,55,61,62,63,102,337,343,677,749,811,1302,

‘ 1314,1419,1447,14491766. There are thirteen (13) recorded sites within 1/2 mile of your project. These

are: SBA-77,78,79,80, 81, 1803, 139, 2409, 1690, 1650, 144, 2587,1564.

Please find enclosed a bibliography for the surveys, and copies of the site records. ‘Please call if
you need more copies, or if | can be of further assistance.

Thank you fro the site record form the Cambria quad. | have assigned the trinomial and primary
numbers: CA_SLO_1782 and P-40-001782.
S/lngerely,

Georganna Hawley
Assistant Coordinator
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ENumber 44 | Date 1973
Author  Amold, J.
Title  Archaeological Survey of Edwards Ranch Reservoir.
Site  Negative
Quad  Dos Pueblos
Area None given
Comment 3 - map; One chert flake found, but no isolate recorded
S
E Number s . Date 1979
Author ey B.; Kornfeld M.; Serena, J.
Title  Cultural Resources Technical Report for the Proposed Santa Barbara Heaith Center.
site  SBA-78; SBA-79
Quad  Dos Pueblos
Area None given
Comment 124 pp: maps; oversized maps
E Number 53 Date 1973
Author Macko, M.; Erlandson, J.
 Title An Archaeological Field Reconnaissance of the Proposed Santa Barbara Health
Center: Dos Pueblos Ranch, Santa Barbara, Califonia. DER Requisition #32.
Site SBA-79
Quad  Dos Pueblos.
Area 151570.55 sq. m.
Comment

13 pp.; map




E Number

S

35 Date 1978
Author  gpanpe, L.
Title Archaeological Survey Report for Repair of Storm Damage Near Las Llagas
Canyon in Santa Barbara County,SB-101-31.1/32.1, 269301
site  Negative
Quad  Dos Pueblos
Area None given
s
E Number
61 Date 1gge
Author Chambers Group, Inc.
Title Administrative Draft EIR/EIS Proposed Coal Qil Point Project, Technical Appendix
1, Cultural Resources.
Site SBA-75; SBA-76;SBA-79; SBA-82;SBA-83;SBA-85;SBA-87, SBA-90; SBA-91;
SBA-92; SBA-106; SBA-108; SBA-127; SBA-131; SBA-139;SBA-1152;
SBA-1204; SBA-1323; SBA-1326; SBA-1344; SBA-1564; SBA-1650;
SBA-1673;SBA-1674;SBA-1675;SBA-1676; SBA-1690;
Quad Tajiguas; Gaviota; Dos Pueblos; Goleta
Area
Comment 100 pp.; maps; Note that there are several more sites that did not fit within the field;
@
E Number
62 Date 1955
Author Swenson, J.
Title A Descriptive Report of an Archaeological Surface Reconnaissance of a Pipeline
Cormridor between Coal Oil Point and Lower Corral Canyon, Santa Barbara
County, CA. :
Site SBA-31; SBA-73; SBA-76; SBA-139; SBA-1194; SBA-1195;SBA-1323;
SBA-1326; SBA-1327; SBA-1650; SBA-1676; SBA-1688; SBA-1731
Quad  Dos Pueblos; Gaviota; Tajiguas
Area None given
Comment g pn - maps

)
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mber
E Nu 63 . Date 1985
Author  Moore, J.; Messman, A. _
Title Phase | Archaeological Survey Southemn Califomia Proposed 66 Kilovolt
Transmission Line, Gaviota- Goleta, Santa Barbara County, CA.
Site SBA-1967
Quad Dos Pueblos;Gaviota; Tajiguas
Area None given
Comment 56 pp - not including appendices; maps
E Number 402 _ Date 1974
Author Brandoff, J.
Title Archaeological Reconnaissance for Camino Cielo Lateral Fuelbreak Routes
Santa Barbara District.
site SBA-507; SBA-508; SBA-1313 ‘
Quad Goleta, Carpinteria; Santa Barbara; San Marcos Pass;Lake Cachuma; Dos Pueblos
Area None given
Comment 20 pp : maps; three copies on file

E Number

Author
Title

Site

Quad
Area
Comment

S

337 Date 4979

D'Altroy, T.
Known Krchaeological Resources Located within a Series of Proposed Powerline
Corridors, from the Proposed Point Conception LNG Facility to the Goleta
Substation Site: An Archaeological Records Search.
SBA-68; SBA-85; SBA-87; SBA-89; SBA-90; SBA-91; SBA-91; SBA-92; SBA-94;
SBA-95; SBA-108; SBA-131; SBA-139; SBA-136; SBA-547; SBA-1102;
SBA-1103; SBA-1104; SBA-1505; SBA-1508; SBA-1586; SBA-1651
Point Conception; Tajiguas; Gaviota; Dos Pueblos;0Sacate

35 pp.; maps; two copies on file

[
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Title

Site
Quad

Area
Comment

-
7

E Number
343 Date 1979
Author Van Horn, D.
Title An Overview of Potential Impacts to Cultural Resources Resulting from Proposed
Alternative Transmission Lines Serving the LNG Facility at Point Conception,
California.
Site SBA-68; SBA-85; SBA-87; SBA-90; SBA-92; SBA-94; SBA-97; SBA-131;
SBA-242; SBA-1100; SBA-1101; SBA-1491; SBA-1498; SBA-1499; SBA-1478;
SBA-1479;S BA-1501; SBA-1504; SBA-1508; SBA-1509; SBA-1510; SBA-1524;
SBA-1525; SBA-1526 ‘
Quad Point Conception; Lompoc Hills
Area None given
COmment Mpp.; maps
S
E Number g77 Date 1989
Author  wyjijcoxon, L.
Title Results of a Phase | Cultural Resource Evaluation for Proposed Acceleration and
Deceleration Lanes on U.S. Highway 101 at Las Varas Canyon Crossover -
Santa Barbara County, California
Site  SBA-1564
Quad  Dos Pueblos
Area None given
' E Number ' ~
749 Date 1ggs
Author Waldron, W.

Archaeological Survey Report for a Shoulder and Bridge Widening Project on
Highway 101 from Dos Pueblos Creek to Refugio Creek in Santa Barbara
County, California.

SBA-79; SBA-1564; SBA-1731; SBA-1733; SBA-2181
Tajiguas; Dos Pueblos
None given

80pp.; maps; oversized maps; site records




E Number
811 | Date 1973
Author  Arthyr D. Little, Inc. | '
Title Project pipeline, access road and power line route alternate, Technical Report
No. 25, in support of Point Conception LNG Project, Environmental impact
Report.
Site SBA-205; SBA-553; SBA-203; SBA-68; SBA-97
Quad Point Conception; Sacate; Gaviota; Tajiguas; Dos Pueblos
Area None givenline
Comment 153 pp: Located on the bookshelves
>
E Number
1302 Date 1997
Author Rudolph, T.; Bowser, B.; McDowell, D.; Rudolph, J.;
Tiﬁe Phase | Cultural Resources Investigations for the Southem California Edison
Proposed Electric Transmission Line Between Goleta and Las Flores Canyon,
Hybrid Alternative
Site SBA-83; SBA-85; SBA-131; SBA-139; SBA-1676; SBA-1921; SBA-2254; SBA-2409
Quad  Dos Pueblos; Tajiguas
Area None given
E Number :
1314 Date 4990
Author  Gerber, J. ‘
Title Letter Report: Archaeological Survey, Southem California Edison Proposed
Transmission Line Pads, Goleta, California
site  Negative
Quad  Dos Pueblos; Gaviota; Tajiguas
Area 365sq. m.
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E Number 1419 Date 1gg92

Author Peak and Associates L.W. Reed Consultants, Inc. _
Title Consolidated Report: Cultural Resources Studies for the Proposed Pacific

Pipeline Project

. Site SBA-70; 1717; 1750; 1093; 142; 54; 1653; 1655; 57; 1703; 60; 1539; 100, 39;

38; 116; 1489; 34; 23; 24, 28; 1958; 1776; 19; 18; 17, 2179; 1578, 16; 2178H;

1856; 13; 12; 1; 1870;2; 190; 1915; 1156; 1157; 1506; 93,0thers

Quad Gaviota; Tajiguas; Dos Pueblos; Goleta; Santa Barbara; Carpinteria; White
Ledge Peak; Pitas Paint

Area 40 Linear Miles (In SB county, 170 linear miles total)

Comment 3pproximately 300 pages

.

“E Number 4447

Date 1992
Author Peak and Associates

Title Report on the Shovel Testing of 24 Prehistoric Period Cultural Resources and the
Class 3 Reassessment-Pacific Coast Pipeline Santa Barbara, Ventura, and Los
Angeles Counties

Site SBA-1870; 2190; 1915; 1506; 1151; 1204; 1900; 88; 87; 86; 1731; 1921; 131;

1676; 78; 79; 144:; 76; 1326; 70; 142; 1655; 57; 60; 2153; 38; 1213, 1856; 12, 25‘547/"

Quad Carpenteria; Santa Barbara; Goleta; Dos Pueblos Canyon; Tajiguas; Gaviota

Area None given

Comment 4 50pp.; map

‘6

E Number
1449 Date 19g3

Author Peak and Associates
Title Report on the Backhoe Trenching of Potential Cultural Resource Sites for the
Pacific PipeLine Project Santa Barbara and Ventura Counties, California

site  Numerous sites in Santa Barbara and Ventura Counties

Gaviota; Tajiguas; Dos Pueblos; Goleta; Santa Barbara; Carpinteria; White
Quad A y
Ledge Peak; Pitas Point
Area None given

Comment  5pprox. 200pp.; oversized maps; located on bookshelves

2
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E Number

Author
Title
Site
Quad

Area
Comment

1766 Date 1978

Desautels, R.; Leach, M..
Archaeological Survey and inventory Report on the Goleta County Water District

Wastewater Reclamation Project Located in Santa Barbara County, California

90+ SITES, SEE REPORT FOR LIST
Goleta; Dos Pueblos
None given

91pp.; maps
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APPENDIX B
Site record forms for nine recorded archaeological deposits

located within the study area: CA-SBA-80, -81, —139, -1564,
-1650, -1690, -1803, -2587/H (46 pages).

-20-



MAPPED University of California, Department of Anthropology :
ARCHAEOLOGICAL STTE SURVEY RECORD MAPPED

1. Site 80 2. Map Dos. Pueblos 3. County Santa Barbara _
S uscclforscl ‘
: . k., Twp.u N Range 30w 1/4 of 1/4 of Sec.
5. Location between US10l and S.P.R.R. south and slightly west of Gata Canyon

VT 228590 &/ 2/6390N
7 6. On contour elevation 00" )20

7. Previous designations for site _Rogers: lLos Gatos

8. Owner 9. Address

10. Previous owners, dates

11. Present tenant

12. Attitude toward excavation s

13. Description of site botloLrionn 4&/'{

14. Area 15. Depth 16. Height
17. Vegetation 18. Nearest water
_ 19. Soil of site ' 20. Surrounding soil type

. 21. Previous excavation

22. Cultivation 23. Erosion

24k. Buildings, roads, etc.

25. Possibility of destruction

26. House pits

27« Other features

28. Burials ‘ops 3 »7 )

29. Artifacts ___stuy  loutli , peild , srenibox Lazmnitl,

<

- 30. Remarks

(V3

. 31l. Published references Cogers 1529.° 273
, , AR

32. UCMA Accession No. 33. Sketch map __
3, Date /929 35. Recorded by _Z2/J. /o375 _ 36. Photos
- 121.._ " 3

[



MAPPED University of California, Department of Anthropology MAPPED

ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE SURVEY RECORD
Dos Pueblos XX
1. Site_SBA 81 2. Map EOOBXA " 3, County Santa Barbara

LﬁM
‘ 4, ﬁq‘:‘ 4N Range 30 W 1/4 of 1/% of Sec.

5. Location South of US 101 ;3.P.R.R. bisects northern porthan of site

UM 229940 £/ 3376 990 N
south of Las Llagas Canyon 6. On contour elevation —~2C*"" fo0”

7. Previous designations for site _Rogers: Las Llagas # ]

8.‘ Owner 9. Address

10. Previous owners, dates

1l. Present tenant

12. Attitude toward excavation

13. Description of site o &
. 3vo0’ &/ .
14, Area 200 M5 15. Depth 2,7/ 16. Height
17. Vegetation 18. Nearest water
19. Soil of site ' 20. Surrounding soil type

' 2l. Previous excavation (2_,,\'22 vs

22. Cultivation 23. Erosion

24, Buildings, roads, etc.

25. Possibility of destruction
26. House pits _ﬁé&é T e sna rod
274 Other features _svbloeriwnm iviulon Shucture  20° ol —eossicl surcarthieese
28. Burisls _ e done Kens. and Biril - cemiginy febicedl wzd goo” o

29. Artifacts Sprc m;{; Jij 2704 _Tegéﬁ;_ﬁmaézs——
Ltrrettitores bt 4/4 sunlrsts MM/"% 20 oeia 2yt Boxoss

__._é‘ﬂ(g_maﬂér £ eazs tn FES . — - -

ez 10

’ ) 2/3 -
. 31. Published references Logeps (729 22/ _ i
32. UCMA Accession No. 33, Sketch map

A e

3% Date /779 35. Recorded by




University of California, Department of Anthrcpoicgy i
’ MAPFED
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE SURVEY RECGRD '

1. Site..8Ba.132 2. mp.wﬁos-ﬁne‘blqsmganymﬁ . County _ 3anta Barhz=ra

.4. TWp. Range 1/4 of. ... 1/4 of Sec,

5. Location_ South.of.las Llagas.Creek.. dorth of U 3, Huy..1l0l.on.Z1.Capitan Ranch

Bstuwean 10l %.canch frantage rdb. On contour elevation A0t

7. Previous designations for site Nona

8. Owner..=l.Gapitan.3anch 9, Address

10, Previous owners, dates

11, Present tenmant

12. Attitude toward excavation

13. Description of site..Scarce-shell-bsaring-midden-sn-kasll--just-seuth-of-bend-is—

iLas Jlagas. cresk

15¢' NS
1/. Area-—1COL Ed.....15. Depth 16. Height
17. Vegetation gtass 18. Nearest watertas.llagas.Creek, 150.yds.-north

: .19. Soil of sitelompact. daric hroun....20. Surrounding soil type brown adote

21. Previous excavation. .. . None.

22. Cultivation..accasionally. cloued 23, Erosion __1ittla

2/,. Buildings, roads, etc.Widening.af 101. just..shaved south edga.,.ranch road..an north edge

25. Possibility of destruction ..Slight

26. House pits ¥ane

27. Other features None

28. Burials.ione

29. Artifacts.-——anos.,.matates and_care. toals

30. Remarks -.hopears.ta f£it "Oak Orove'. cxiteria. .

. 31. Published references .ilQne

32, e Accession No. 33. Sketch map

34. Date12/21/59......35. Recorded by.¥E & FL 36. Photos___Yone




AAP PEL University of Califorpia, Department of Anthropology

1.

5.

ARCHAEOLOGIC@%.G SITE SURVE (‘ R_.CORD

Nos Due
Site. . 4SBa. 139 2. Map_ 7.5 minute series .3. County Santa rarbara
1951 ‘
Twp...T4n Range _R.30.w 1/4 of oo 1/4 of Sec.__tuo
Location Cn the Eastern tank of las Ilagas Canyon, Boardered on the South by Kighway

161 and on the North by Frontage Road. Note that 1Cl as shown on the map represznts the

south. hound lanes of the presenté., On contour elevation 1008 znd 12¢' cortours

divided highway. NO SUCKH SITE 1) ROSSRS

7.
8.
10.
11.
12,

13.

Previous designations for site. Site 139 by D.B.Rogers "Prehistoric ¥an of the 3.%.Co2s

Owner.. =dwards Zstate Company 9. Address___VPnknoun

Previous owners, dates Unknown

Present tenant Unknown

Attitude toward excavation Unknown-—-—see #25

Description of site Timits urknown, at least 300 feet of the site (from that
deserited ty Farrison's survey in 19€0) has been removed “or the widening of
Hichway 101 .

29.

Area Tink 15. Depth Inkrawm 16. .Heigh'b 2.3t

Vegetation weeds=pasturs grass....18. Nearest water Las.Ilagas Gresk 8 ses map)

Soil of sitelight. tan 20. Surrounding soil type_same. as £19

Previous excavation. . _ions

yes, slight ridge cut by highway dept te

- Cultivation..recent=Ffor pasture.. 23, Erosion_keen vater from running dowx. sloap onto

highway 101
Buildings, roads, etc._One homse.to.the North,. possibly.on.site...See £13

Possibilitj of destruction .Prokakly. not,. if. thers is enoggh lefi to . salwsge

House pits ...Mona.noted

Other features..none.nated

Burials nore.notead

Artifacts....—none..noted....Trhere.were.-only-tue.verw.sxall.fra grent-of.-shell.on.the
surface. I would believe that most of the site has gone with the
vortkén.of.the.site.to.the. scuth uken .tl*.e.h:.,g}‘ Wway.was..expsnded

LAl

30.

Remarks For.all practicle pormoses,. T would_consider. this._site cornletely
destroyed.

\ a9
Publisked references -See.i7Z AN B el e 2202
Le.t3

UCMA Accession No.-137 33. Sketch map Mors

. from souvth side ol
Date 11/17/A1.. ...35. Recorded by. Yiller 36. Photos note telezfione vo e },'I
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]\Il AEEEB University of California, Department of Anthropology

1.
:. 4,
S5e

ARCHAEQOLOGICAL SITE SURVEY RECORD

Site SBA 139 2. Map Dos Pueblos 3. County SBA

Twp. Range 1/4 of 1/4 of Sec.

Location East of Las Llagas Canyon, bordering on and just morth of Hwy 10l.

6. On contour elevation 100'

12..

13.

Previous designations for site None

Owner try El Capitan Ranch 9. Address Goleta, California

Previous owners, dates

Present tenant

Attitude toward excavation Should be favorable--Dig this one soon!

Description of site Occupation indication by large quantity of grinding

tools and large chopper-scrapers. No shell!

1k,
17.

— 19.

U

L JBY

22.
k.
25.
26.

27«
28.

29.

Area ©a.350' dia. 315, Depth ? 16. Height ca. 2-3!

. Lag Llagas Creek
Vegetation Weeds 18. Nearest waterca. 50-75 yds NB
Soil of site Light brown, compact 20. Surrounding soil type Yellow——compact

Previous excavation None

Ch
Cultivation Yes, in the past. e%. e Ssion None observable.

Buildings, roads, etc. Hwy 1Ol (1959) cut very small south portion

Possibility of destruction Check with ranch super.

House pits Nome

Other features None

Burials None

Artifacts

30.

Remarks I believe this to be "Oak Grove," i.e., close in time to I SBA 127.

. 31.

32.

Published references None

UCMA Accession No. ‘ 33, Sketch map _None

Date _ 7/19/60 35, Recorded by WMH 36. Photos None
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21. Previous excavation __None

v’]APPEa University of Califorria, Department of Anthropology

1.

5

O —

ARCHABOLOGIGAL, ST, SRS 65 usa.

Site.  H4SBa. 139 2. Map_ 7.5 minute series 3. CountySanta Earbara

- Lo scol 1951
Tw;:‘;"ﬁfn'o Range R 30 W 1/4 of . 1/L of Sec, two

v 2zyevoE, 3812090
Location On the Eastern bank of Las Ilagas Canyon, Boardered on the South by Highway
161 and on the North by Frontage Road. Note that 1C1 as shown on the map represents the
sonth.bound_lanes of the present6. On contour elevation_ 1008 and 120! contours
divided highway. 1007

7. Previous designations for site...Site 139 by D.B.Rogers "Prehistoric Man of the S.B.Coast
8. Owner._ Zdwards Estate Company 9. Address TInknown

10. Previous owners, dates Unknowr:

11. Present tenant | Unknown

12. Attitude toward excavation . Unknown-—--see #25

13.

Description of site Timits unknown, at least 300 feet of the site (from that
described bty Harrison's survey in 1960) has been removed for the widening of
Highway 101«

17.

22.

Area Tnk 15. Depth...Unknown 16. Height...2.3ft

Vegetation weeds~pasture. £rass......18. Nearest water las.Ilagas.Creeck . see map) ...
¢

Soil of site.light. tan 20. Surrounding soil type.same as. #19

yes, slight ridge cut by highway dept to
Cultivation..recent=Ffor pasture... 23. Erosion _keep water from.running dewn. sleap.onto
: highway 101 '

24.. Buildin, roads, etc._%ne_ house. to.ibe North, pessibly.on.site...See 13
gs’ 2 Peread oy

25.

26.

27. Other features..nane.noted

Possibility of destruction _Prohably.not,.if there is.enoggh. left to salvage

House pits Naone..noted

28. Burials......none.ncted
29. Artifacts. none..noted.....There.were -only.-tuo.very..small..fragment-.of..shell on.the
surface. I would believe that most of the site has gone with the
, pnrfhén¢£n.the..si.te...i.o...the....south.uuhenmthe...hi,ghwaymms...eananded._ ..........
30. Remarks For..all ?racticle..purposes.,.,I...uonld*csnsid.er".“this...si.te..“camplektglx ........... .
destroyed.
, \ 7
,.31. Publisked references -See.#7Z L3 fir-d\ la.5 LR ,‘k.‘""\; 19729172
32. UCMA Accession No.--137 33. Sketch map None
from south side of }01
34. Date 11/17/€1 35. Recorded by. Miller 36. Photos notgmtelgohone pole %
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LABORATORY INFORMATION SHETET

Site Number 5B8.139 Accession Number 137 Name _ none or unknown
. Excavator Harrison, Wm. M. UCSB Date Sexxi988xd998x 7/19/1960

1. Amateur excavator (F)ee.eeceeeecececssl]
2L Artifact 1oan (F)eeeeeeeocccoeesoessll
3, Chemical analysis (F)e.ecoceceonzes [
L, Correspondence (Flececeeeeaaaaseaasal]
S5, Fauna (Fleeeeeeecececseocccsscesaasall

6. Flora (Fleceveceeen. R I |
7. Geology (F)eeeeeeeeeoecaoasconnons ..L]
8. History (Fleeeeeecceeeosaaooacacaossl]
9, Illustration (F)........ PR
10, Manuscript (F).....cceecececacccsssal])
11, Maps (Fleveveveoocaccaocaas cescaceaal]

12. Missing material (F)...eeeeeeeecsaaal)
13. Museum accession CardS.....eeee-eee.lX
14, Museum accession records (B)........[d
15. Museum artifact (B)........cececees.l]
16. Negative catalogue (B)......... eeeedl]
17. Negative and print (F)....ccceeveas
35MM.eeeeeeocaceccsocsscassnsenaasl)
BYS e eeereeeascascaasaaascoccnnssaasl])
Polaroid.....ec... ceecececcacsaasal]
8X10 (B)eveeeecnanasaoecancenasassll
18. Publicity (F)eeocedeeeeeeaeass ceeneesl]
‘ 19. Published material (F)..............[] Bogers' Prehistoric Man SBa.Coast™ 1927**
. 20. Radio carbon (F).e..eecevecocceeacesal]
21, Site (B)eeesesesaceccascnsccscanosaal]
22. SBa. limited excavation (B).........K] Artifact Catalogue Only
23. State contracted archaeology (F)....[]
2k, State highway survey (F)eeeeeceeesool]

25. Summer field school (F)....eeewo....l] Dos
26. Site Survey (B) ....[» ﬁo""s"urv'e'yls..&%son i?ﬁi % Hiller 1961

27. eeool]
28. eeeal]
29. ....0]
30. eee.l]
31. eoool]
32. S
33. ...l
3L, eeeal]
35.i . eeo.l]

o Remarks: K . .

Surface Collection Only (by Harrison) Miller (1961 survey) reports
- that site is completely destroyed!

filing cabinet Bz three hole binder SBa.= Santa Barbara

o
P
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State of California — The Resources Agedcv _ _ .
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Per t Tri ial: Ca-SBa 139 Suppl t

ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD

Page___1 of

1.

10.

"1t

12.

13.

14.

18,

17.

N,
porary 1

5 | MAPPED

. - Agency Dssignation:

County: Santa Barbara

uscs Quae: D0S_Pueblos Canyon (759 _1951 s _ Phatorevised _1982

UTM Caordinates: Zane __10 1_224640 Easting /__3817090 Northing  { )
Township AN Range 30 .unsect‘z o ed % of % of % of Section Base (Maer.) !
Map Coordinates: __183 mms 11 mmE (from NW corner of map) 6. Elevation _ 100-125"

Bordered on south by Highway 101 and on the north by Frontage Road, on

Location:

eastern bank of Las Llagas Canyon.

Prehistoric ___X Historic Protohistoric 9. Site Description: _Site found to no longer

exist. Rogers (1929) describ i !
[

grinding tools and chopper-scrapers (States Lands Commission, 1986). Miller in

1961 found no artifacts and noted extensive disturbance due to Highway construction

and erosion. A field investigation in 1986 found thjs to be true, see contin- (X1
uation sheet
Area: 0 _ m{lengthlx 0  eiwidn) __Q mZ. Methad of Determination: _f_'l_&]_d_'l_ﬂl&S_t]_gﬂ_tLQﬂ__(

Depth: 0 em  Method of D ination: __See_site description X)

Feawres: _none observed

. ()
Chert flakes and groundstone fragments were found in area disturbed by

Artifacts

earth moving equipment. Chert projectile point was found in same area. See

site description continuation sheet. X)

Non-Artifactual Constitutients:

(O

2/86 . Philip de Barros

Date Recorded: 16. Recorded By:

_ Chambers Group, Inc., 2933B Pullman Street Santa Ana, CA

()
92705
(

Affiliation and Address )

DPR 422A (Rev, 8/82)




State of California — The Resources Agency
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Perm t Tri ial: Ca-SRa-~139 /

ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD

Page 2 of

18.

19.

21.

22.

24.

26.

28.

iR

32.

as3.

35.

36.

37.

Temporary Number:

yr.

. Agency Designation:

Questionable, see continuation sheet.

Human Remains:

(x)

Site Integrity: destroyed, see continuation sheet
)
Neacest Water (type, distance and dirsction): a5 L1agas Creek, abutts site at west end ()
Largest Body of Water within 1 km (type, distance and direction):__S3Me ()
Vegstation Community (site vicinity): __COastal Sage Scrub (Plant List { )] ()
Vegetation Community (on site): _Part grasses, part cultivated {Plant List { )] ()
References for above: t)
site Sait: _Drown clayey silt () 25. Surrounding Sail: _SaiMe (1
Geology: ! () 27. tandform: fOOthill terrace ()
siope: 0-20% ( ) 29. Exposure: _OPEN ()

Landowner(s) (and/or tenants) and Address:

Remarks: 1986 investigation covered 100' right-of-way for proposed pipeh’he

(see_ref.).

References: Archaeological Site Form, Miller, 1961, and Draft EIR/EIS, Proposed

Arco 0il1 Point Project, Appendix 7; Cultural Resburces, State Land CommisionyX,

Name of Project: __Arco Pipeline Project

Type of Investigation:_F 1€1d survey to determine presence/extent of site

Site Accession Number: Curated At:
Photos: __NO Taken By:
Photo Accession Numbar: On File At:

DPR 422A (Rev. 8/82)




State of California — The Resources Agency Ca-SBa- 139

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Permanent Trinomial: {
ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD me. ye-
e Continuation Sheet Temporary Numbsec:
. Page_3 of _5 . Agency Designation:
{tem No. Continuation
8, 11, SBa-139
13, 18 This site was first recognized by D.B. Rogers (1929). Bordering
’ on and extending north of Highway 101, SBa-139 is a relatively
19 large (ca. 360 ft (110 m] diameter) site characterized by a large

quantity of grinding tools and large chopper-scrappers. The
site, recorded in 1960, lacked any evidence of features or of
faunal material, leading to the conclusion that the site was “"Oak
Grove” in age. Rogers likened it to SBa-127.

An update of the site record by Miller in 1961 notes that "for
all practical purposes, I would consider this site completely
destroyed,” the result of the expansion of Highway 10l1. A field

investigation was made of this site, including access to the
private property on which part of it was located. The landowner
indicated that burials had been encountered when the highway was
widened and that some excavations were done but he could not say
by whom. A close examination of the surface of the property and
surrounding areas uncovered the ©presence of a couple of
groundstone fragments, a few chert flakes and a possible chert
core. Most of this material is located in an area disturbed by
earth moving equipment just adjacent to the highway roadcut. A
chert projectile point dating to the Late Period was also noted.
The site boundaries as shown in official site records suggests

qu that the isite extended well into the disked field shown in
¥ Figqure 3.6-2. A careful examination of this £field (ground
) visibility was close to 100 percent) revealed only a probable
broken metate and a chert core near the fence separating the
Varas Ranch from the nearby private residences. No other

artifactual material of any kind (shell, bone, lithics, etc.) was
observed in the field. This suggests that the eastern boundary
of the site did not in fact extend significantly into this field
area. In the area of private residences, extensive earth moving
activities, including the deep cutting and leveling of areas for
building construction and for a corral, have basically destroyed
the original ground surface. The only artifactual material found
in this area was situated close to the present roadcut for the
northbound lanes of U.S. 101. This suggests that the northern
portion of the site has been obliterated without a trace or that
the original site boundaries did not in fact extend to the
frontage road. In any event, there is no evidence for a site
anywhere near the proposed ARCO pipeline ROW. While a Late
Period projectile point found on the site does provide some
additional information recording its chronological placement,
this site has basically no integrity and thus cannot be said to
be a significant site.

In summary, this ' site can no longer considered to be a
significant cultural resource and it is recommended that it be
classified as ineligible for the National Register.

32 County of Santa Barbara, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District,
9/86.

DPR 422C {Rev. 8/82)



State of California — The Resources Agency

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Per Tri ial: Ca-SBa- 139 / — —
ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE LOCATION
- MAP Temporary Number:

Agancy Designation:

Area previously
described as site
Ca-SBa-139

Tajiguas (1982) and Dos Pueblos Canyon (1982) 7.5' USGS Quads
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Chambers (1986) and D'Altroy (1979) reported that SBA-139 was destroyed.
However, site was relocated by Waldron (1988: Highway 101 Bridge and
Shoulder Rewidening).



State of California - The Resources Agency
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Permanent Trinomial: CA-SBa-139 Supplement X

ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD Other Designations:

.Pagc_l__of__G__. MAPPED

L

2

11.

12.

13.

14.

- 15.

17.

County: Santa Barbara

USGS Quad: Dos Pueblos Canyon (75971951 (15" Photorevised 1982

UTM Coordinates: Zone __~11 224640 : m Easting 3817090 m Northing ( )
unsectioned ‘ ’

Township 4N Range 30W_; 1/4 of /4 of 1/4 of 1/4 of Section BaseMer. _SBM ()

Map Coordinates: (183 mmS 11 mmE (from NW corner of map) 6. Elevation: 100 - 125 feet Q)

Location: Bordered on south by Highway 101 and on the north by Frontage Road, on eastern bank of Las Llagas

Canyon.

' : _ 0
Prehistoric X Historic Protohistoric 9. Site Description: Rogers (1929) described it as large (360
feet in diameter) with large amount of grinding tools and chopper-scrapers. Harrison surface collected the site in
1960. Miller in 1961 found no artifacts and noted extensive disturbance due to highway construction. A surface
]

. inspection by de Barros (1986) revealed only a few surface artifacts and some artifactual material situated close X)

Area: m (length) x m (width) m2.
Method of Determination: S¢e continuation sheet X)
Depth: Approx. 80 cm Method of Determination: STPs O

Features: None observed.

QO

Anifacts: Harrison (1960) noted the presence of large quantities of grinding tools and large chopper-scrapers. Miller

1961) found only two small fragments of shell. De Barros (1 found ground stone fragments and a few chert

flakes in an area disturbed by construction. De Barros also noted the presence of a Late Period chert projectile (0,9)]

Non-Artifactual Constituents and Faunal Remains: Shell and recent bone.

@)
Date Recorded: 5/16/91 16. Recorded By: Robert Sheets Q)
Affiliation and Address: Science Applications International Corp., 121 Grav Ave., Suite 101, Santa Barbara, CA -
93101 O




State of California - The Resources Agency
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Permanent Trinomial: CA-SBa-139 5/91

ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD ~ Other Designations:

Mo. Yr.

7 .Page 2 _of 6

18.

19.

20.

21

24,

26.

31

Human Remains: De Barros (1986) notes the landowner indicated that burials had been encountered when the x
Site Disturbances: Miller (1961) and de Barros (1986) commented that the site was completely destroyed. However,
while the current investigation recognizes destruction of the southwestern-most areas, areas along the frontage road

in the northeentral and northeastern site boundary remain intact. Additional archaeological and x
Nearest Water _

(type, distance and direction): Las Llagas Creek abuts site at west end. . @)
Vegetation Community (site vicinity): Coastal sage scrub Plant List ( )

Vegetation (ousite): Part grasses, part cultivated.

O
Site Soil: Brown clayey silt v O
Surrounding Soil: Same ®)
Geology: Pleistocene marine terrace O
Landform: Foothill terrace f O
Stope: 0 - 20% __ () 28 Exposure: Open O
Landowner(s) (and/or tenants) and Address: Doheny, Texaco, and others.
20)

Remarks: The present investigation at SBa-139 focused on the possibility that a remnant of the site existed along the

frontage road. STPs were used to determine the presence of cultural materials in this area of the site. STP investi-

gations were limited to the southern shoulder of the frontage road (see map page 4). xX)
References:

O
Name of Project: SCE Hybrid Alternative

O
Type of Investigation: Minimal subsurface testing v O
Site Accession Number: 512 Curated Ar: Dept. of Anthropology, UCSB O
Photos: No O




State of California - The Resources Agency : :
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Permanent Trinomial: CA-SBa-139 5081

ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD Other Designations

Mo. Yr.

‘Page 3 of6

9.

10.

13.

18.

19.

to the present road cut for the northbound lanes of Highway 101. De Barros noted extensive disturbance to the site in
the area occupied by the private residences. The present investigation revealed the presence of surface and subsurface
artifacts (sec #30) along the south side of the frontage road. This information suggests that a remnant of SBa-139 exists
along the site’s northern boundary. Additionally, the results of this investigation indicate the presence of cultural
material.

Harrison (1960) recorded the site as being 350 feet in diameter. Miller (1961) recorded the area to be unknown. De
Barros (1986) recorded the area to be zero after describing the site to be nonexistent. The size of the area of the site as
mapped on the Dos Pueblos Canyon 7.5’ quad located at UCSB Archaeological Information Center is approximately 360
meters from east to west and 120 meters from north to south. However, the results of present investigations indicate the
site boundary extends 200 meters east of its presently mapped location. The present investigation can not accurately
comment on the width of the site except to say the northern boundary extends at least as far north as the frontage road.

point. The present investigation discovered the presence of several ground stone artifacts on the site’s surface. The
results of the STP investigation revealed the subsurface presence of lithic debitage, shelil, and bone (see #30).

highway was widened.
geomorphological investigations are necessary to determine the degree and extent of site disturbance.

The surface reconnaissance at SBa-139 produced several pieces of ground stone, chert flakes, and shell within the 100-
foot-wide corridor. These artifacts were discovered in minimally disturbed area approximately 300 meters east of Las
Lilagas Canyon and 7 meters south of the frontage road. :

Fifty STPs were placed at an interval of 15 meters and were excavated to a maximum depth of 1.0 meter. The excavations
revealed the presence of subsurface prehistoric cuitural material in 35 STPs (3, 9-25, 27-31, 33-35, 37-39, 41, 42, and 47-
50). Lithic debitage was present in 18 STPs (10, 11, 13-24, 27, 31, 49, and 50); shell was present in 17 STPs (10, 12-14, 25,
27-30, 33-35, 37-39, 49, and 50); and bone was present in 18 STPs (3, 9, 10, 13, 14, 16, 18, 22, 27-29, 38, 39, 41, 42, and 47-
49). Some of the bone may not be cultural Glass or metal were found in all STPs except STPs 5, 32, 33, and 35.

The soils in this area vary from being relatively free of disturbance to being highly disturbed due to frontage road

~ construction. The western portion of the site (STPs 1-10) has 0.5 to 2.5 meters of soil displaced due to grading, but intact

B horizon soil still exists there. The soils in the west central portion of the site (STPs 11-14) are intact. The central
portion of the site (STPs 15-27) has 0.3 to 2.5 meters of soil displaced by grading with some intact B and A horizon. The
easternmost STPs (28-50) have largely intact soil with some mechanically redistributed A horizon soils existing over
undisturbed A horizon soils. Because of the possibility of mechanical disturbance, slopewash, rodent burrowing and other
natural processes that may have displaced the cultural material, additional archaeologlml and geomorphological
investigations are necessary to evaluate site integrity in the unpact area.

The current investigation being limited to the SCE route did not allow the recorded to visit the previously recorded
portions of the site. Therefore, much of the site recordation information is taken from the previous recording.
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State of California — The Resources Agancy
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE SURVEY RECORD

SITE No. _SBa-1564

Previous Site Designation 2.  Temporary Field No.> Las Varas North
USGS Quad __DOs Pueblos 7% X s Year 1951

UTM Coordinates 226,400 E / 3,816,430 N

Twp. Range ; % of % of Sec.

Location _Highway 101 west a]ong the coastal plain about 10 miles from

Goleta, California. Site occupies a high knoll that has been cut by the
highway. A frontage road cuts through the site. A water towgr is present

adjacent to the frontage road and access road for the ranch. The site is on the

1.
13.
14,
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.

22.

23.

24,
26.
28.

west side of the creek which runs down Las Varas Canyon
Contour 120-140" g Guwner & Address Doheny Properties, Beverly Hills, Calif

Prehistoric X Ethnographic Historic 10 Site Description
period site with dense concentration of lithics and faunal remains. Milling

Stones (BRasin Metates) are abundant on the surface of the site

1 . .
'nglden area ]89ne)t(er360 1itht (s:quaal:eegeltsecrlg X 6(.)0 Depth of Midden NOt determined

'
Site Vegetation Orchard Surrounding Vegetation _Orchard and coastal scrub

Location & Proximity of Water Las Varas Creek
siteSoit _dark shale lithosol Surrounding Soit __same, slightly lighter shade

Previous Excavation _None reco rded

Site Disturbance highway cut, access road, and frontage road, water tower, discing

Destruction Possibility LNG alternative site route

Features Clusters of milling stones and burned rock

Burials eroding from the landform in several places
Artifacts  abundant and diverse assemblage of lithics

shel1fish present in low density

Faunal Remains

n e}
Comments £ 2§ snie (‘ !
AccessionNo., 25, Sketch Map by where
Date Recorded 1977 27. Recorded By Chester King and Ste_ve Craig
Photo Roll No. Frame No. Film Type(s}) —____ _ Taken By

DPR 422 (Rev. 9/76)
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13.
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20.
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22.
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24,
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28.

MAPPED

State of California — The Resources Agancy
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE SURVEY RECORD

SITE No. _SBA 1650

Previous Site Designation X3 (Craig) 2. Temporary #ie|d No. Edwards A
USGS Quad _DOs Pueblos Canyon 7% X 15 Year ’

UTM Coordinates B257 N167 (257167) 225760 E/33\530 N

Twp Pueblo Lands Range : ' - Yaof % of Sec.

Location Approximately one mile west of Dos Pueblos Ranch on eastern

bank of Gato Canyon Creek; 70 meters south of U.S. 101 and 50-100 meters

east of creek. Access is from entrance of Las Varas and Edwards Ranch.

' Ran
Contour 180 8. Owner & Address Edwards ch
Prehistoric __X Ethnographic Historic _____ 10, Site Description Millingstone

site consisting predominately of mano and metate fragments; low density

lithic, shell and bone scatter on gently slcTing knoll.

Area 75 x 150 meters, 11,250  square meters. 12, Depth of Midden _Untestad

Site Vegetation grass/oak . Surrounding Vegetation Same3; riparian to west

Location & Proximity of Water 50-100 meters west (Gato Canyon Creek)

Site Soil Dark brown clay loam Surrounding Soil Light tan/ brown clay

Previous Excavation Unknown

Site Disturbance Disking and grazing; road cut on north and west verimeter

Destruction Possibility Accelerated erosion from gra.ing
Featuress Rockpile in north area of site from farm activity. (Disking)
Burials _None observed

Artifacts Numerous Franciscan cherts: percussion flakes, blades and debitage

f red, brown een, tan and black. Some show utilization scars. owl frag.

_Pestle, manos and metates and one plummet or charmstone. (see photos)

Faunal Remain; Three shell fragments: Tivela S*ultorum, Chione sp.,, and

" _ope small Mytilus hipge. Some unidentified mammal bone fragrents.

Comments jed and matted w visibilit

AccessionNo, 25, Sketch Map Yes____ by Macko  where attached

"Date Recorded 21_Oct, 1978 27. Recorded By _CAPRE _(Macko/ ®rlandson)

Photo Roli No. _1__ Frame No. 53— Film Type(s) 120 BAY_ Taken By _L. Whitney

DPR 422 (Rev. 9/76)



SITE STATUS:

% Destroyed How Test Excavated %, if known.
National Register Status; Listed Potential __X_ No Determination_______ Nominated ______Ineligible
~-. . State Historical Landmark (No.)___________ Point of Historical Interest

. SPECIAL ATTRIBUTES (Place an X in only those spaces which pertain to the site)
’ Midden/Habitation Debris X Lithic and/or Ceramic Scatter X

Bedrock Mortars/Milling Surfaces Petroglyphs/Pictographs
Caches Hearths/Roastihg Pits_______ _,Housepits ______, Structure Remains

, Stone Features

Burials
Underwater________, Open Air _)_(___. Rockshelter Cave Quarry

Trails

'REMARKS Site previously located and renorted by Steveh Craig. Eastern site

boundary is largely inferred due to very poor visibility.

(

[ L

 —

SKETCH LOCATION)MAP (include permanent reference markers, North Arrow,/and Scale)

SKETCH SITE MAP (Same criteria as above)

—_—
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TAPTEY
Stata of California — The Resources Agancy
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE SURVEY RECORD
~ SITE No. __SBa-1803

1.  Previous Site Designation - 2. Temporary Field No.. Gato .Can‘yon

3. USGSQuad _Dos Pueblos Cyn - 7% X 15’ vear _ 1951

4, UTM Coordinates Zone 11: 225‘5()(' 1E/3815930N

5. Twp. 4 N Range 30 W . unsectiopgd % of Sec.

6. Location Site occurs both east and west of the mouth of Gato Canyon
Creek along a southeast facing beach and is afforded some protection from
westerly winds and swells

7. Contoyr 0-40' 8. Ownnr&‘AddmgtState ofdﬁsiifornia and current owner of

9.  Prehistoric _X___ Ethnographic _?__ Historic ____ 10. Site Description Site is a
low density scatter of shell and chipped stone observed along cut banks,
foot trails, and overgrown road beds.

11. Area ]_D(l_ x _72 meters, /500 square meters, 12, Depth of Midden Unknown

13.  Site Vegetation COaStal S.C‘Y-‘Ub Surrounding Vegetation Same

14. Location & PrOX|m|ty of Water Gato Cyn Creek bisects the site

west of creek
15, snesmleas% ay?gxown silt loam Surrounding Soit Variable

none known, s1te _was casua]] reported by S. Craig 1977-78? and
16. brelvé%.nyxcavatx%n d by —CAPRE—Tm1978=1979% y =0 o4 J

17. Site Disturbance Modification by roadbuilding, erosion through wave action. heavy run-off

. ... continuing erosion; nearby SBa-81,82,83 are well known to local
18. Destruction Possibility mt-hunfprq

none observed

19. Features

20. Burials none observed

21. Artfacts Chipped Monterrey chert flakes, the groundstone bow! frag found by
CAPRE in 1978-79 was not re-located

22. Faunal Remains Mﬁ Sp. Tivela

modern cow was found in intertidal zone as well as fragmented whale bone

23. Comments Tacally avajlable asphaltum seeping from within shale along seacliff,
locally available cobbles of Franciscan and Monterrey chert on beach

24, AccessionNo. . 25, Sketch Map by Moss . where on site

4/25/83 27, Recorded By _0SS/Erlandson
Taken By NO_photos

26. Date Recorded

28. Photo Roll No. Frame No. Film Typel(s)

DPR 422 (Rev. 9/76)
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.Stéte Historical Landmark {No.)

SBe-1803 ..

SITE STATUS: _ Y- -
% Destroyed 2 How : Test Excavated _nQ %, if known.
National Register Status; Listed ______ Potential . S : Nominated ineligible

Point of Historical Interest

SPECIAL ATTRIBUTES (Place an X in only those spaces which pertain to the site)
Midden/Habitation Debris Lithic and/or Ceramic Scatter ___X

Bedrock Mortars/Milling Surfaces ______, Petroglyphs/Pictographs
, Caches
, Open Air

. Stone Features
Hearths/Roasting Pits ________, Housepits

Burials

, Structure Remains

Underwater Rockshelter Cave Quarry Trails

REMARKs Cultural remains are relatively low density and scattered over an extensive

area. Site may have suffered considerable damage due to construction and erosion or the

cultural debris may have been redeposited or transported from another location.

SKETCH LOCATION MAP (indude permanent reference markers, North Arrow, and Scale)

1 S )
= Ya mi Senbee Borbaror Cnunnel

SKETCH SITE MAP (Same criteria as above)
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.uge 1___of_5

State -;)t' California - The Resources Agency
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Permanent Trinomial: CA—SBA-2409 Supplement

ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD ' Other Designations: SAIC-SCE-1

1.

2.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

17.

County: Santa Barbara

USGS Quad: Dos Pueblos 7sn_ X 15" ‘ Photorevised___1988

UTM Coordinates: Zone __ 5 225440 m Easting 3817551 m Northing (X)
Township__ SN Range_ 30W; 1/4 of 1/4 of 1/4 of 1/4 of Section BaseMer. ____ (X)
Map Coordinates: __165 mmS _ 48 mmE (from NW comer of map) ' 6. Elevation: 460 - 480 feet X

Location: On private property; access is subject to the control of the lJandowner. On a prominent finger ridge/knoll
top between Las Ilagas and Gato canyons 750 meters north of U.S. Highway 101.

O
Prehistoric __ X Historic Protohistoric _______ 9. Site Description: Low-density scatter of groundstone
artifacts and lithic debitage.

f

O
Arca: __300 m (length) x __100 ' m (width) __30,000 nt .
Method of Determination: Pacing Q)
Depth: Unknown cm Memod of Determination: )
Features: None observed.

O

Anifacts: Eight sandstone mano fragments, 4 pieces of Franciscan chert debitage, 2 pieces of Monterey chert debitage,

2 sandstone bowl fragments, and 1 quartzite chopper.

O
Non-Artifactual Constituents and Faunal Remains: Recent rodent, deer, and cow bone.

O
Date Recorded: 3/13/91 16. Recorded By: R. Sheets and C. Kenworth O
Affiliation and Address: Science Applications International Corp., 121 Gray Ave., Suite 101, Santa Barbara, CA 93101

O

DPR 422 A (Rev. 4/86) See Continustion Sheet (X)



State of California - The Resources Agency

.Page 2 of 5

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

24.

26.

29.

30.

3.

3.

33.

34.

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Permanent Trinomial: _ SBA~2409 March 1991
ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD Other Desigastions: _SAIC-SCE-1 Mo ™
Human Remains: None observed. Q)
Site Dumrbmm Discing, cattle grazing.
O
Nearest Water
{type, distance and direction): Gato Canyon (intermittent drainage) 150 m east. O
Vegetation Community (site vicinity): Chaparral, oak grassland Plant List ()
Vegetation (on site): Grasses, oaks
O
Site Soil: Silty sand O
Surrounding Soil: Silty sand O
Geology: O
Landform: Finger ridge/knoll top ' O
Slope: _0 - 10 degrees ()  28.Exposure: _360 degrees O
Landowner(s) (and/or tenants) and Address: Doheny
O
Remarks: Site obscured by thick grasses and other vegetation. A site visit during a later season may reveal additional
artifacts.
O
References:
O
Name of Project: SCE Hybrid Alternative, Underground Section
' O
Type of Investigation: Pedestrian survey O
Site Accession Number: Curated At: @)
Photos: Yes O

o

DPR 422 B (Rev. 4/86)

See Coatinuation Sheet (X)



DEPAKTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Permanent Trinomial: _SBA=2409 March 1991
ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD Oter Designations SAIC-SCE-1 Mo ™
Page 3 of 5
3. 225551 m Easting 3817500 m Northing; 225630 m Easting 3817770 m Northing.
4.  Unsectioned.
5. 168 mmsouth 43 mm east; 152 mm south 50 mm east.

¢

Sec Continuation Sheet (X)

DPR 422 C (Rev. 4/86)



State of Californis - The Resources Agency

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION  Pemmanent Trinomial: _SAIC-SCE-1 _SBA-2409 March 1991
Mo. Yr.
ARCHEOLOGICAL STTE RECORD Other Designations:
MAP
Page 4 of 5 .

/ / / / // vg’rf’i:::.:::'

Sl

LEGEND
_ sC B Bowl /
ﬁ. ~ : M Mano
. F  Flake
\ ' C Chopper /
/7

~ DPR422I(Rev. 4786) See Continuation Sheet (X)
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State of California - The Resources Agency

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Permanent Trinomial: CA-SBa-2409 Supplement __ X
ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD Other Designations: SAIC-SCE-1

.’agc_l__ofi_. MAPPE:

1.

2.

3.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

17.

County: Santa Barbara

USGS Quad: Dos Pueblos sy X (15" Photorevised__ 1988

UTM Coordinates: Zone __11 225440 m Easting 3817551 m Northing (X)
unsectioned

Township_SN___ Range_30W; 14 of 144 of 1/4 of . 1/4 of Section Base Mer. SBM ()

Map Coordinates: __ 165 mmS _ 48 mmE (from NW comer of map) 6. Elevation: 460 - 480 feet (X)

Location: On private property; access is subject to the control of the landowner. On a prominent finger ridge/knoll
top between Las Llagas and Gato canyons 750 meters north of U.S. Hi vy 101.

, O
Prehistoric_ X Historic Protohistoric 9. Site Description: Low-density scatter of groundstone
artifacts and lithic debitage.
‘ O
Area: _300 m (length) x __250 m (width) __ 75,000 m2,
Method of Determination: Pacing : O
Depth: 100 cm Method of Determination: Shovel test pits ' O
Features: None observed.
Artifacts: Surface: Eight sandstone mano fragments, 4 pieces of Franciscan chert debitage, 2 pieces of Monterev
chert debitage, 2 sandstone bowl fragments, and 1 quartzite chopper. Subsurface see #30.
- : 0
Non-Artifactual Constituents and Fm;nal Remains: Recent rodent, deer, and cow bone.
. , 0
Date Recorded: 5/16/91 16. Recorded By: R. Sheets O
Affiliation and Address: Science Applications International Corp., 121 Gray Ave., Suite 101, Santa Barbara, CA 93101
O




State of California - The Resources Agency

19.

20.

21

24,

@y

8

31.

32,

33.

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Permanent Trinomial: CA-SBa-2409 591
ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD " Other Designations: _SAIC-SCE-1 Mo Y®
@:-> s
18. Human Remains: None observed. ()
Site Disturbances: Disciﬁg, cattle grazing
@
Nearest Water
(type, distance and direction): Gato Canyon (intermittent drainage) 150 m east. O
Vegetation Community (site vicinity): Chaparral, oak grassland Plant List ( )
Vegetation (onsite): Grasses, 0aks
O
Site Soil: Silty sand O
Surrounding Soil: Silty sand O
Geology: Pleistocene marine terrace O
Landform: Finger ridge/knollitop ¢ O
Slope: _0 - 10 degrees ) 28, Exposure: _ Open O
Landowner(s) (and/or tenants) and Address: Doheny
O
Remarks: Site gbscured by thick grasses and other vegetation. A site visit during a later season may reveal additional
surface artifacts.
The current investigation placed a total of 35 STPs at 15 meter intervals in the vicinity of the site. These were X)
References: None.
0
Name of Project: SCE Hybrid Alternative, Underground Secti_on
O
Type of Investigation: Pedestrian survey and minimal subsurface test to determine extent of subsurface deposit. O
Site Accession Number: 512 Curated At: Dept. of Anthropology, UCSB @)
Photos: Yes 0

35.




State of California - The Resources Agency

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Permanent Trinomial: CA-SBa-2409 5091
Mo. Yr.
ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE R_ECORD Other Designations SAIC-SCE-1 i

'agc 3 of 6

3. 225551 m Easting 3817500 m Northing; 225630 m Easting 3817770 m Northing.

5. 168 mm south 43mrhwst; 152 mm south 50 mm east.

30. excavated to a maximum depth of 1.0 meter. Two 1-by-1-meter test units were also excavated in order to obtain a larger
sample of cultural material from the site.

The subsurface investigation at SBa-2409 revealed cultural materials in both test units and 17 STPs. The test units
contained flaked stone debitage and bone. Flaked stone artifacts were recovered from 16 STPs (7, 11, 13-18, 20, 24, and
28-33). Bone was found in STPs 3 and 29. No shell or historic artifacts were found at the site. Fourteen manos and

metate fragments were collected from the surface of the site.

g
e S



State of California - The Resources Agency

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Permanent Trinomial: CA-SBa-2409 391
ARCHEOLOGICAL PHOTOGRAPHIC RECORD Other Designations SAIC-SCE-1 Mo Xr
@ o5
Cameras and Lens Types: On File at: Dept. of Anthropology, UCSB
Film Type and Speed:
150 64 Kodachrome -
Exposure/ View Accession
Mo. Day Time Frame Subject/Description (lens) Toward Number
12 1 Rollid. frame
2 Surface artifact
3 Surface artifact
4 Surface artifact
5 Surface artifact
6 Surface artifact
7 Surface artifact
8 Surface artifact
9 Surface artifact
10 Surface artifact
11 Surface artifact
12 Surface artifact
13 . Surface artifact
14 Surface artifact
15 Surface artifact
16 Surface artifact
17 Unit 1 West Wall
24 18 Unit 1 West Wall
19 Unit 1 West Wall
20 Unit 1 North Wall
21 Unit 1 North Wall
2 Unit 1 North Wall
23 Unit 2 North Wall
24 Unit 2 North Wall
25 Unit 2 North Wall
26 Unit 2 West Wall
27 Unit 2 West Wall
28 Unit 2 West Wall



Sute of Califomia - The Resources Agency
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION  Permanent Trinomial: _ CA-SB1-2409

ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD Other Designations: SAIC-SCE-1

MAP

ge50f6.

o Power
® Poles

DPR 422 I (Rev. 4/86)
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ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD

10.

11.

13.

14.

15.

17.

MAPPED

Temporary Number: PA-91-101

Page: 1 of 2 Agency Designation:

County: Santa Barbara

USGS Quad: Dos Pueblos Canyon (7.5’) 1951 Photorevised: 1988

UTM Coordinates: Zone 10 / 225140 Easting / 3816580 Northing

Township 4N Range 30W; Los Dos Pueblos Land Grant Base (Mer.) SB

Map Coordinates: 204 mmS 26 mmE (From NW corner of map)

Elevation: 100 ft.

Location: From the junction of Highway 101 and El Capitan Beach exit, walk south to the
Southern Pacific Railroad tracks, then walk east 0.9 miles to a small drainage between Las
Llagas Canyon and Gato Canyon. The site begins at the small drainage and extends east
300 meters along and om both sides of the Southern Pacific Railroad tracks.

Prehistoric X  Historic X Protohistoric

Site Description: Site consists of a cultﬁral deposit visible in both sides of the railroad cut.

Area: m(length) x m(width) m?
Method of Determination: Compass, tape

Depth: 150+(?) cm  Method of Determination: Cut-bank examination

. Features: None apparent

Artifacts: Chert flakes, cores, sandstone mano, mano fragments, metate fragments.

Non-Artifactual Constituents: None noted. Scatter of historic artifacts probably from
proximity to railroad: ironstone and ceramic fragments, metal spikes, barrel hoops, bottle
necks, finishes, bases, some sun purpled. :

Date Recorded: 5/22/91 16. By: Melinda Peak and Robert Gerry

Affiliation and Address: Peak & Associates, Inc., 8167-A Belvedere Ave, Sacto, CA
95826

Permanent Trinomial: SB3A-25¥7 H



s

ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD

Permanent Trinomial: V34 25 ¥ '7///
Temporary Number: PA-91-101

Page: 2 of 2 o | Agency Designation:

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

26.

28.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

Human Remains: None épparent

Site Integrity: Unknown

Nearest Water: Unnamed drainage

Largest Body of Water within 1km: Pacific Ocean
Vegetation Community (site vicinity): Coastal strand

Vegetation Community (on site): Coastal strand
References for above: Omduff 1974:74-75

Site Soil: Grey brown, clayey sand 25. Surrounding Soil: Light brqwn sand
Geology: Alluvium 27. Landform: Terrace

Slope: 0° ‘ 29. Exposure: Open
Landowner(s)/Address: Southern Pacific Railroad

Remarks: Nature of survey prevents full examination and recordation

References: None

Name of Project: Cultural Resource Assessment of the Pacific Pipeline

Type of Investigation: Surface survey

Site Accession Number: N/A ‘ Curated at: N/A

Photos: Kodacolor Taken By: Robert Gerry

Photo Accession Number: PP3;6-9 On File At: Peak & Associates, Inc.



Peak & Associates, Inc. A A Site Number _S734 '2.5"27/ M

Archeological Site Map s Field Number PA-91-101
Scale 1cm=__60m ' Date Recorded 5-22-91
Tinch=____ pecilination Recorded By M. Peak

( 1 Site Boundary

« « « Possible Extension of Site

+—+— SPRR Tracks

Pacific Ocean




Photo A - Close-up of shaped mano

Photo B - View of site across creek and facing east PA-91-7 )1
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APPENDIX C

Historic resources report prepared by Heather Macfarlane and
Michael J. Imwalle (46 pages).
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MACFARLANE ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONSULTANTS
7290 Marmota Street

Ventura, California 93003-6845

(805) 659-3295; 659-2657(Fax); 650-1576 (Fax)

May 23, 1996

HEYL CORPORATION
5725 N. Scottsdale Road
Scottsdale, AZ 85250

Attention: Mr. Ross Smith
Gentlemen:

The following details the historic archaeological baseline material you requested. Numerous
sources had to be consulted in order to determine the nature of historic archaeological deposits
which may be present in the Edwards/Las Varas Ranch study area. The following represents a
brief summary of the available information which was reviewed. Many of the referenced maps are
attached but are not formatted as formal Figures. I assume that Clay will wish to make Figure
numbers correspond with his document.

If you have any questions concerning the attached information, please contact me. I have some
additional historic information concerning the general project region, but time and budget
constraints do not allow this information to be added to the present document. I will, however,
review this information over this weekend and fax you any portions of it that I feel has a bearing
on project constraints.

Yours truly,
MAC

Heather Macfarlane
Archaeologist

CC: Vic Montgomery
Clay A. Singer

Attachments: Map copies, report, digital copy of report all follow by mail or other delivery.



LAS VARAS RANCH

HISTORIC ARCHAEOLOGICAL LITERATURE RESEARCH

The following literature research and review was prepared by Heather Macfarlane, Macfarlane
Archaeological Consultants, Ventura, California. Ms. Macfarlane’s historical expertise is in the
field of late nineteenth and early twentieth century commercial and industrial archaeology which in
the Santa Barbara area pertains to archaeology of the American Period. Ms. Macfarlane was
assisted in this literature review by Michael J. Imwalle, Archaeologist, whose expertise is in the
field late eighteenth and early nineteenth century archaeology which in the Santa Barbara area is
the Spanish and Mexican Periods.

Literature reviewed for this summary included maps and aerial photographs on file at the Maps
and Imagery Libary, UCSB; Santa Barbara Historical Society, Gledhill Library; and the Santa
Barbara Historic Trust for Preservation Library. A records check at the State Archaeological Site
Inventory, Archaeological Information Center, University of California, Santa Barbara was
performed by archaeologist Clay A. Singer. This records check of archive and
publishedinformation indicted the presence of one documented historic archaeological site in the
project parcel designated CA-SBA-2587/H. The nature and significance of this site is discussed

below.

The following sections detail the results of both map and aerial photograph reviews. Where the
presence of a potential historic site is noted, the location was added to a present day USGS Dos
Pueblos 7.5 Minute Quadrangle (1951, photorevised 1982). Other locations may also exist which
are not present in the historic record. The obvious location for any of these resources is in the
vicinity of existing and previously existing structures and complexes of structures. The alignment
of historic roads as well as these structure locations should be included as part of the intensive
systematic pedestrian survey of the ranch when the Phase 1 survey is initiated.

The earliest date for structures present in the study area is 1903, however, many of these
structures may date to as early as 1842 when the land was first granted to the Ortega family; the
1860’s when T. Wallace More obtained a portion of what was to become the Edwards Ranch
from his father-in-law Nicholas A. Den of Rancho Dos Pueblos; or the 1880’s when ownership
was transferred to John Edwards and family. It would be considered likely that a former adobe
dating to the original Ortega grant was present somewhere within the parcel along El Camino
Real (the old coast highway). Remains of a fallen adobe may be present or an adobe foundation
may be found in association with one of the frame covered structures still present on the parcel in

1903.

The Huse Journal references the fact that the Ortega family was having financial problems during
1851 and it is likely that several ,eople including Huse himself as he documents in his journal,
Nicholas Den and others may have purchased sections of the parcel from the Ortegas some time
after the. The southeasternmost lower portion of the ranch was also at one time held by Lucy Ann
Doty, descendant of Edward and Henry Doty who held 500 acres on Las Varas Canyon.



Review of Historic Maps and Santa Barbara Histories

The majority of the subject parcel was originally part of the lands belonging to the Rancho Canada
del Corral, 8875 acres granted to Jose Dolores Ortega, November 5, 1841 by Governor Manuel
Jimeno with Title Confirmed to Jose Dolores Ortega, May 13, 1866 under President Andrew
Johnson (Patent Book No. A-102). A small portion (southeasternmost) of the subject parcel was
part of the lands belonging to the Rancho Los Dos Pueblos, 15534 acres granted to Nicholas A.
Den April 18, 1842 by Governor J.B. Alvarado, with Title confirmed to Nicholas A. Den
February 23, 1877 under Present Ulysses S. Grant (Patent Book No. A-323). Nicolas Den, an
Irish physician arrived in Santa Barbara in 1836. Before his death Den had become owner of not
only Dos Pueblos, but Canada del Corral, San Marcos and Tequespis ranches (Hawley,

1987:114). In 1848 by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, the Government of the United States
solemnly bound itself to maintain and protect the Mexicans residing in California, in the free
employment of their property. In 1851 Congress passed an act requiring all persons here claiming
lands to present and prove up their titles before a Board of Land Commissioners, on pain of losing
their lands if their titles were not presented and proved. Both Rancho Canada del Corral and
Rancho Los Dos Pueblos were fortunate in having their grants confirmed under Presidents
Andrew Johnson and Ulysses S. Grant, respectively.

Jose Dolores Ortega was the grandson of Captain Jose Maria Ortega, Commandante of a
company of calvary at Loreto, Baja, Lower California and Antonia Carrillo. His parents was
Ignacio Jose Maria Ortega and Francisca Lopez.. The land was later acquired by the Edwards

family. George S. Edwards, arrived in the County of Santa Barbara in 1869, and purchased 133

acres near Goleta (Thompson and West, 1883:472).

Rancho del Corral is mentioned several times in the Huse Journal which references ownership of
the land as remaining in the Ortega family during this period.

Wednesday, April 30, 1856...Ignacio Ortega came to my office and wanted me to make a
deed of the ranch of “Canada de Corral.” He has a mortgage on this ranch but he says that
the owners are ready to give an absolute deed and in this manner to spare expenses. The
ranch is not worth the amount of the mortgage with interest...(1977:148),

Saturday - May 17, 1856...1 delivered to Ygnacio Ortega a deed for the Rancho de la
Canada de Corral, which the owners are going to sign...(1977:155);

Monday, August 18, 1856...1 saw in his [Puig] store Ygnacio Ortega who asked me about
my interest in the Rancho “La Canada de Corral,” saying that he wished to buy it. Soon
afterwards I went to the billiard hall of Don Esteban Ortega and met his mother who told
me that she had the oney ready to pay me off. She did not fully understand the matter and
I told her that I would look among my papers to ascertain the price I paid when I bought
her interest in the Ranch. I was biddding at the sheriff’s sale without intention of securing
it, and, becoming the purchaser, I had to get the money from Gaucheron to make
payment...(1977:187),



Wednesday - August 20, 1856...1 delivered to Ygnacio Ortega a deed of my interest in the
Rancho de la Canada de Corral and he signed a promissory note for $84.00 payable on
demand...(1977:188);

Monday - July 13, 1857...Dona Dolores Leyba arrived at my office and wanted me to
undertake the collection of a claim in the amount of five thousand pesos in the Rancho de
Canada de Corral. I refused becaused she does not have any rights...(1977:205);

Although the Huse index indicates several more entries, these were found not to be
located on the referenced pages probably due to pagination changes during printing.

The following maps were reviewed in order to document the locations of historic structures which
have been removed as well as those that remain extant. This report makes no attempt to evaluate
the significance of remaining structures but rather documents their presence in order to make
recommendations for further study in the form of a Phase 1 and possibly Phase 2 investigations by
a qualified architectural historian.

The earliest available map of the area is the 1860 Terrel map showing the “Plat of the Rancho Los
Dos Pueblos, Finally Confirmed to Nicholas Den” (U.S. Surveyor General, 15,535-37/100 acres,
J.E. Terrel, Dep. Sur., Nov. 1860, Filed February 1861). This map details the area from Cochera
Creek (Goleta Slough) to Corral Canyon. Daniel A. Hill house is shown north of the Goleta
Slough and the Nicholas A. Den house shown east of Dos Pueblos. No other improvements were
noted. The next available map of the area is the US Coast Survey map of 1871 which details the
Coast of California, Santa Barbara Channel from Canada de Los Dos Pueblos to Canada de
Tajiguas. This map details a portion of the boundary between Rancho de Corral and Rancho de
Los Dos Pueblos. In 1876 a map was filed of the “Plat of the Rancho Los Dos Pueblos finally
confirmed to Nicolas Den.” 15,534-75/100 acres. This map details only the Daniel Hill house
north of Goleta Slough and Nicolas A. Den house west of Dos Pueblos Creek. No development
in Los Varas or Gato Canyon is indicated at this time. Another map (“Diseno - Nicholas A Den,
Claiment, Dos Pueblos.”) shows drainages from Estero, La Patera with a house in foothills,
Tecolote, Aquila, Dos Pueblos with house on north side north of Camino Real and corral on east
side south of Camino Real. No structures are shown in Las Varas or Gato Canyons at this time.

Despite the lack of structures shown in the vicinity of Las Varas or Gato Canyons prior to 1871,
it may be assumed that an adobe complex or other structures had been built prior to that time
since the 8875 acres of the Rancho Canada del Corral had been granted to Jose Dolores Ortega in
1841. Structures and/or artifacts pertaining to the original Ortega Grant would be considered a
significant historic archaeological site. Further research would have to be completed, however, to
determine the most probable location of such structures.

T. Wallace More came to California in 1849, and in company with his brothers prospered as a
cattle buyer. He married Susana Hill (La Goleta) daughter of Daniel Hill. Thompson and West
(1889:472) indicate that Daniel Hill in 1865 sold 1300 acres to More who holdings included part
of Canada del Corral.



The next map of the area (Reiker,1889) details ownership of the subject parcel as belonging to
John Edwards. John S. Edwards brought his family to Santa Barbara in 1869. His son George S.
Edwards became one of Santa Barbara’s most prominent civic figures (Tompkins, 1983:209). The
Reiker 1889 Map of western Santa Barbara County shows the majority of the parcel owned by
John Edwards at that time. It is unknown at what time the parcel changed hands from the Ortega
family to Edwards, but Huse Journal references (above) confirm that it was still in Ortega hands
as late as 1856 but passed into Edwards hands sometime between 1869 when he settled in Santa
Barbara County and 1889. An obscure advertisement in the scrapbook files at the Santa Barbara
Historical Society Gledhill Library indicates that the Las Varas Ranch has been held in the family
of Edwards since the 1880’s.

The Southern Pacific Railroad is not yet present in the study area but appears to stop east of
Tecolote.

The 1896 “Map Showing Location of Land Conveyed from Henry Doty to Frank Doty details
property/lot lines only but the 1900 WW Burton Real Estate Map details ownership of southwest
portion subject parcel east and west of Canada del Gato as belonging to Elizabeth Edwards, with
adjacent southeastern portion as belonging to Annie Edwards with northernmost portion also
belonging to Elizabeth Edwards.

Structures and road improvements present in the subject parcel are first viewed in the 1903 USGS
Goleta Special map. This map details a road leading south from Highway down western side of
Las Varas Canyon. Two structures are indicated south of the old highway and west of Los Varas
Canyon. A second road also leading north of the highway is located on western side of Las Varas
Canyon. Three structures are located immediately north of the highway and west of the road. A
road leading northward up the western side of Las Varas Canyon with several structures located
up the Canyon to the north are also shown. A trail leading northwest from the road into Gato
Canyon, up Gato Canyon, and then west to a small structure west of Las Varas is also shown. A
road leads south from the highway on the eastern side of Gato Canyon to a single structure
(Edwards Ranch?). A road leads south from the highway on western side of Gato Canyon to a
single structure, then continues south towards the SPRR. There is also a single structure located
immediately north of the Highway west of Gato Canyon. Figure 2 details the location of these
structures as they appear on the present day USGS Dos Pueblos 7.5 Minute Quadrangle. It also
denotes which structures, present in 1902 or earlier that have been removed. While many of the
structures present represent barns or other outbuildings, those residential structures pertaining to
early Edwards Ranch history may be considered potentially significant in terms of historic
archaeological deposits. Such deposits may include structural remains or deposits associated with
a privy or other residential trash deposits. It is considered unlikely that structural remains would
be evident given the amount of alteration which has occurred due to ranch development and the
fact that most frame structures would not boast significant structural footings. It is considered
probable that one or more of the structures shown on the 1903 USGS Goleta 15-Minute Series
Quadrangle may represent an adobe (possibly frame covered) dating to as early as 1842 with
other buildings dating to Edwards improvements which may have begun as early as 1869.

The 1910 U.S.G.S. Southern California Sheet No. 3 details an unimproved road leading from Las
Varas Canyon north from the highway. It runs northwest from the highway to Gato Canyon and



northward up Gato Canyon. This road can also be seen on the 1922 Map of Santa Barbara
County. The map still shows the area as Canada del Corral.

Property/lot lines can be seen on the 1927 “Map of the Anna Edwards Property on the North Line
of Dos Pueblos Ranchos and Adjacent Thereto, Also Canon Corral Ranch, Santa Barbara County,
California.” The 1935 Map of Goleta - Elwood and Naples, Santa Barbara County shows the
northeastern portion of project area indicating that the property on both sides of Las Varas Creek
and north of the highway belongs to L.A. Doty [Lucy Ann] (175.31 acres). Lucy Ann Doty is a
descendant of Edward Doty who settled in Santa Barbara County in 1876 and purchased 500
acres of land in Doty Canyon. It should be noted that Las Varas Canyon is also known locally as
Doty Canyon after the Doty family that owned property adjacent to Edwards Ranch.

No improvements are shown. By 1938 ownership is listed as the Edwards Estate Company

(536.73 acres) in the southwestern portion of the parcel, Edwards Estate Company (no acreage
referenced) in the northernmost portion of the parcel, and J. and A. Edwards (580.42 acres) in the
southwest portion of the parcel with a portion of the project parcel owned by L.A. Doty (173.31
acres) along east and west sides of Las Varas Canyon.

1947 US Army Corps of Engineers map of Goleta details structures east of Gato and south of the
highway (Edwards) and residence structure north of the highway. This structure is not present on
early maps of the project area.

The 1951 USGS Dos Pueblos 7.5 Minute Series Quadrangle details the SPRR alignment, 2
structures east of Gato Canyon with 2 outbuildings (barns). Details single structure west of Gato
Canyon with 1 outbuilding (barn), and 9 structures associated with the German POW camp west
of Gato Canyon. Shows improved road leading up from two southernmost structures along east
side of the canyon, with unimproved road continuing along east bank and then crossing to west
side where it joins a jeep trail. An additional map, also dating to 1951 shows ownership and oil
leases in the area. It details Edwards Estate Company ownership of the southwestern portion of
the parcel, a Phillips Oil Lease at southwest corner of property bounded by the SPRR on the
north and the Pacific Ocean on the south, and the esternmost portion of subject parcel belonging
to a T.M. Doheny.

Additional structures appear in the 1982 photorevision of this map. One structure and outbuilding
(barn) is located equidistant between Las Varas and Gato Canyons just north of Highway 101.
No other changes are noted.

Review of Aerial Photographs

Some additional information was obtained from aerial photographs at the UCSB Maps and
Imagery Library. They are listed in Table 1 below. The following discusses a review of those
photographs.

Table 1. Aerial Photographic Surveys of the Project Area

Job Number Date Scale Index Location | Frame Numbers




C-307A 1028 1:18.,000 Vault Frames 61, 62

C-430 1929 1:24,000 Vault Frames B-16, B-17

C-4950 1938 1:24,000 Vault Frames E-113, E-114,
E-131, E-132

BTM-1943 1943 and 1944 | 1:20,000 Vault Frames 5B-87, 5B-92

GS-EM 1947 1:24,000 Vault 6-100, 6-101, 6-34, 6-
33 ,

BTM-1954 1954 1:20,000 Vault 11K-103, 5K-123

BTM-1961 1961 1:20,000 Vault 7BB-6, TBB-7 (Coast
only)

TPW-581 1972 and 1973 | 1:12,000 Vault Tofd
PW-5B6 1986 1:24,000 Vault

Structures at Dos Pueblos Ranch clearly visible east of Las Varas Canyon in the 1928 aerial
survey (C307A, 61,62). Most of the area south of Old Highway 101 between Las Varas and Gato
Canyons is cultivated in dry farming agriculture. A road can be seen on east side of Gato Canyon
leading out from Highway 101 to 2 large structures and 2 small structures north of Southern
Pacific Railroad. These structures appear to be present on 1951 Dos Pueblos 7.5’ Quadrangle. A
series of roads and structures can also be seen on the western side of Las Varas Creek
immediately south of Highway 101. These structures and roads also appear to be on 1951 Dos
Pueblos 7.5’ quadrangle.

During this period of time the area west of Gato Canyon does not appear to be cultivated. A
large structure (barn?) is present on the western part of Gato Canyon Creek several hundred yards
north of old Highway 101. Two structures (residences?) are also located immedately north (along
north side) of highway 101 about midway between Las Varas and Gato Canyons. They also
appear on the 1951 Dos Pueblos 7.5’ quadrangle. '

There does not appear to be any significant changes on the 1929 aerial survey (C-430, B-16, B-

17). Same areas remain cultivated and same structures and roads are present.

The structure along the western side of Gato Canyon north of Highway 101 appears to have been
removed by 1938 (C4950, SE-131). A portion of land west of Gato Canyon between Highway
101 and the Southern Pacific Railroad is under cultivation at this time. There does not appear to
be any other significant changes since the previous aerial survey.
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By 1943 lemon orchards have been planted along the western side of Las Varas Creek (BTM-
1943,5B-87, 5B-92). Additional structures have been built at the complex of structures west of
Las Varas and south of Highway 101. Lemons have also been planted between Las Varas and an
unnamed drainage to the west, south of Highway 101. Most of the area north of Highway 101
between Las Varas and Gato Canyon is under cultivation at this time. Most of the area between
Las Varas and Gato Canyons between Highway 101 and the Southern Pacific Railroad appears to
be under cultivation. Lemons have been planted west of Gato and south of 101. A German
Prisoner of War Camp can be seen southeast of these lemons and west of Gato Canyon Creek.
Twelve quonset huts (barracks) can be seen east of the roadway leading south from Highway 101.

Hay can be seen cut and drying in rows on the bluff south of the SPRR and immediately east ofo
Las Varas Canyon. No other significant changes have occurred by 1943.

By 1947, the compound around the German POW camp is plainly visible (GS-EM, 6-34). The
entire area south of the SPRR between Las Llagos and Gato is under cultivation by this time.
Highway 101 has been re-aligned from a point west of Gato, through Las Llagos Canyon.
Lemons near (NW) of the POW camp have been removed and replaced with row crops by 1947.
A road can be seen along the eastern side of Gato Canyon Creek running to extreme north edge
of the project parcel. This road appears on the 1951 USGS Dos Pueblos 7.5’ quadrangle.

No significant changes from the 1947 aerial survey appear in the 1954 aerial survey (BTM-1954,
11k-103). Several of the structures at the POW compound are no longer visible at this time.
There appears to be structures (2) east of Las Llagos and north of old Highway 101. They also
appear on the 1951 Dos Pueblos 7.5’ quadrangle and are located just west of the project parcel.

No significant changes are visible in the 1961 aerial survey (BTM-1961, 7BB-6, 7BB-7). More
lemons have been planted south of Highway 101 and west of Las Varas Canyon. New lemons are
south of the residence (1928) on the North side of Highway 101. A large scar runs east/west
between Las Varas and Gato Canyons north of 101. This is probably construction road for the
Edison Transmission Lines now present.

Goleta Prisoner of War Branch Camp

There were five major prisoner of war camps in California located at Camp Cooke in Lompoc,
Camp Angel Island, Camp Beale, Camp Stockton and Fort Ord (Rughe, 1988:5-5). These camps
had a major impact on the State’s economy during the war years in that California is primarily an
agricultural state where labor-intensive crops are grown. With the outbreak of the war, farmers
and farm laborers were pressed into service. The POW camps provided the labor that was
required in the form of Italian and German prisoners. The Goleta Branch Camp was one of the
earliest and smallest established to provide such labor.

A 1943 aerial photograph shows the Branch Camp under construction (UCSB Maps & Imagery
Library, Santa Barbara in Rughe, 1988:5-9). This aerial photograph is printed in Rughe (1988)
along with pictures taken by Mr. D. Barnes of the camp and prisoners. Prisoners at the Goleta
Branch camp were employed as contract laborers picking lemons in and around Goleta and
packing walnuts at the Goleta Walnut Exchange on Kellogg Avenue. Prisoners were paid by the
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growers less than going market wages but more than it cost to maintain them, so the Army
actuary made money on the prisoner camp program (Rughe, 1988:5-13). In the Goleta area, the
needs of the farmers were coordinated by the Coast Farm Labor Association.

There is no other written record of the Goleta Branch Camp other than Rughe (1988) and reports
of the International Red Cross. Local residents either did not know it existed or paid little
attention to it during the war years. The first report from the National Archives that describes the
Goleta Branch Camp was made by Mr. Verner Tobler of the Swiss Legation on April 19, 1945.

The the Goleta Branch Camp, was activated in October 20, 1944 and deactivated on December 4,
1945 (Ruhge, 1988). It was located beside Highway 101 on the Edwards Ranch at Gatos
Canyon, about nine miles west of Goleta. The first 250 prisoners entered the camp in November
of 1944. The population fluctuated from a high of 302 in April of 1945 to a low of 212 in June of
1945. When the camp closed in December of 1945, there were 226 prisoners present.

Rughe (1988:5-14) indicates that after the camp was closed, A 1943 aerial photograph shows the
Branch Camp under construction (UCSB Maps & Imagery Library, Santa Barbara in Rughe,
1988:5-9). Of the Quonset hunts, a 6’x 6’ guard house, six guard towers and the water tower,
only the platform on which the water tower stood remains insifu. Since present Highway 101 was
built to the south of the old road, this tank platform is more visible than it was during the war
years (Ruhge, 1988:5-14). Tompkins (19__:311) indicates that in 1966 the barbed wire
barricades, ten-man hurments and machine-gun tower of the old POW camp could still be seen
from the highway. Ruhge (1988:5-14) indicates that after the camp was closed, the camp huts
were used by laborers and then by “nomadic Hippies” in the late 1960’s. In 1970, the few
remnants of the Goleta Branch Camp were demolished. Mrs. Elizabeth Hvolboll photographed
the demolition of the structures.

Remains and artifacts of the Goleta Branch Camp would be considered potentially significant,
especially due to the lack of written information published about the camp and its daily
operations.

Additional Information on the Edward Doty Family (Gidney, 1917, p.510-512, Vol. 1)

Henry Doty, the son of Edward Doty was born in Santa Clara County in 1855. Edward Doty had
come to California during the gold run in 1849 and was part of the first company of whites to pass
through Death Valley. He accumulated his fortune from mines on the Feather River. He came to
Santa Barbara County in 1876 and purchased 500 acres of land in Doty Canyon near Naples and
died in 1892. He was responsible for bringing the first threshing machine to California. His son
Frank, one of four children contrinued to live in Doty Canyon; With his brother Henry, Frank
managed the ranch at Naples. He later disposed the Naples property and purchased his sisters
property located further up the Canyon. He later sold the ranch and bought 15 acre walnut farm
in Goleta.

Extant Archaeological Sites



One historic archaeological site has been recorded on the Edwards/Las Varas Ranch. The site
designated by California State Trinomial CA-SBA-2587/H is located within the Southern Pacific
Railroad right-of-way. It is located in association to a small drainage between Las Llagas and

~ Gato Canyons. The site begins at this drainage and extends eastward about 300 meters along and

on both sides of the SPRR tracks. The site consists of a mixed cultural deposit of prehistoric and
historic materials. Prehistoric artifacts present include chert flakes, cores, a sandstone mano,
along with mano and metate fragments. A scatter of historic artifacts is also present including
ironstone and ceramic fragments, metal spikes, barrel hoops, bottle necks, finishes, and bases
some of which are sun purpled. The site was recorded by Peak and Gerry in 1991 who indicate
the site is probably from proximity to the railroad.

The 1903 USGS 15 Minute Series Goleta Quadrangle indicates an unimproved roadway leading
up to and across the SPRR at or near this location and may indicate the presence of a former
homested or possible loading area associated with the ranch’s use of the railroad to transport
cattle or produce. Present day USGS Goleta 7.5 Minute Quadrangle no longer shows this
roadway which stops near USGS BM 102. '

The Site Record for SBA-2587/H is not attached but has been forwarded to Clay Singer. Rules
of the Archaeological Information Center preclude giving out this confidential information except
to professional archaeologists and the present land owner.
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ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD Permanent Trinomial: SBA-2S¥7/H

Page: 1 of 2 - Agency Designation:

1.

13.

14.

15.

17.

- Depth: 150+(?) ecm  Tviethod of Determination: Cut-bank examination

MArrED

Temporary Number; PA-91-101

County; Santa Barbara

USGS Quad: Dos Pueblos Canyon (7.5°) 1951  Photorevised: 1988

UTM Coordinates: Zone 10 / 225140 Easting / 3816580 Northing

Township 4N Range 30W; Los Dos Pueblos Land Grant Base (Mer.) SB

Map Coordinates: 204 mmS 26 mmE (From NW corner of map)

Elevation: 100 ft.

Location: From the junction of Highway 101 and El Capitan Beach exit, walk south to the —
Southern Pacific Railroad tracks, then walk east 0.9 miles to a small drainage between Las
Llagas Canyon and Gato Canyon. The site begins at the small drainage and extends east
300 meters along and on both sides of the Southern Pacific Railroad tracks.

Prehistoric X  Historie X Protohistoric

Site Description: Site consists of a enltural deposit visible in both sides of the railroad cut.

Area: m(length) x m(width) m?
Method of Determination: Compass, tape

. Features: Noue apparent .

Artifacts: Chert flakes, cores, sandstone mano, mano fragments, metate fragments.
Non-Artifactual Constituents: None noted. Scatter of historic artifacts probably from
proximity to railroad: iroustone and ceramic fragments, metal spikes, barrel hoops, bottlc
necks, finishes, bases, some sun purpled.

Date Recorded: 5/22/91 16. By: Melinda Peak and Robert Gerry

TN R

Affiliation and Address: Peak & Associates, Inc., 8167-A Belvedere Ave, Sacto, CA
95826 )

L LT
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ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD Permanent Trinomial: V34 255 7/}7‘
Temporary Number: PA-91-101
Page; 2of2 Agency Deslgnation:

18. Human Remains: None apparent

19. Site Integnty' Unknown

20. Nearest Water: Unnamed drainage

21. Largest Body of Water within 1km: Pacific Ocean
22. Vegetation Community (site vicimity): Coastal strand

23. Vegetation Community (on site): Coastal strand
References for above: Ornduff 1974:74-75

24, Site Soil: Grey brown, clayey sand 25. Surrounding Sofl: Light brown sand
26. Geology: Alluvium 27. Landform: Terrace
28. Slope: 0° 29. Exposure: Open

30. Landowner(s)/Address: Southem Pacific Railroad

31. Remarks: Nature of survey preveats full examination and recordation
32. References: None

33. Name of Project: Cultural Resource Assessment of the Pacific Pipeline
34. Type of Investigation: Sﬁrface survey

35. Site Accession Number: N/A : Curated at: N/A

36. Photas: Kodacolor Taken By: Robert Gerry

37. Photo Accession Number: PP3:6-9 On File At: Peak & Associates, Inc.



Peak & Assoclates, Inc. A A Site Number S24-25 X7 M

Archeological Site Map wge  Field Number PA-91-101
Scale 1cm=__60m Date Recorded 5-22-91
linch=_  peclination Recorded By M. Peak

{ 1 Site Boundary
+ « « Possible Extension of Site

—+— SPRR Tracks

Pacific Ocean
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Figure 1. Gato Canyon historic
localities.
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MACFARILANE ARCHAFEOLOGICAL CONSULTANTS

7290 Marmota Street
Yeatura, California 93003
(805) 659-2657
FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL

Date: May 28, 1996
To: Ross Smith, Vie Nonlgomery and Cluy Singer
Company:
Fax:
Re: Las Varis Historic Archacology Summary - Additional Significant Information
) A L
Sender: Hecather Mactarlane
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The followmg is addibional mlormation which should be added (o the literature research text. The
nformation from ST.C 1986 was just received. Call me il you have any questions or further

mlormation requirements. H ML
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. INSERT PAGL 1, PRIOR TO PARAGRAPII |-

The listoric archacology investigation locuses on historical sites and struclures dating
from the period of Furopean exploration and settlement of the Santa Barbara coastal
region in which the project area is located . Historic sites and structures locuted within the
project area are identified based on available information and and an initial discussion of’
historic theme and polential value of each is presented. Becuase a formal mvenfory ol’
historic sites and siructures is incomplete for much ol the Santa Barbara Coast, specilic
structures could not be identitied, although the occupation and potential ages for the
structures present is included. Those structures which are identilied by further research in
the form of an on-site archaeological survey and examination by an architectural historian
can be evalualed and avoided if necessary: during imital project design.

Additionally available information includes historie setting information information for the
project which covers the Spanishi/Mexican and the ninctecnth contury occupation Aunerican
unmigrants. ‘

INSERT, PAGFE 1, PARAGRAPH 2, SFNTENCF, 2
Additional seurces which sould be checked during the formal site survey include local librarics,

Santa Barbara Mission Archicves, the Huntington Library and the Califomia Collection at the
Baneroft Library. It may be assumed that property ovwners would also be able fo add to the

“inﬁ)mmtion colleeted tor this initial scope of work. Further information on the American period

LE

s

transter of lands can be obtained through complete title scareh, although this scarch was
considered outside of the present initial scope of work,

PAGF 3. INSERT AFTER PARAGRAPH $
Previously Identified Historic Propertics

There are two previously identilied historic properly m the vicinily of the project area. the Tas
Llagas Railroad Viaduet which spans Tas Tlagas Canyon, and the World War 1T Goleta Branch
Camp lor German Prisoners-of*\War. The Tas Llagas RR Viaduet was previously evaluated by
the SLC a5 a signilicant cultural resource. -

LASTLAGAS RAILROAD VIADUCT

e

Theme: Economic/tndustrial. Significance: Public Benetit.

This railroad culvert requeired the longesl railroad visduet in the world according to local
histortan Walter Tomkins (1960:240). The masonry arch is 12 11 high by 266 1. wide. Tt
was built in 1900 by Davidson and MeNMasters. See Tanler, 197824

The SLC (1986) study also documents sevefal famm structures which were evaluatad as lacking in
sipniticanee as architectural specimenss because they are not only in poor condition, but houses of
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1902 *Map of Subdivision of Bruno Orella’s Parcel 1 of Rancho Canada del corral {or heirs T to
(;.7’

PAGLE 10, INSERT INTO REFERENCL SECTION
State Lands Commission, 1986. Acdmmnistrative Lrafi LU ELS Froposed Coal Ol Foinl Project,

Technical Appendix 7+ Culniral Resources. Prepared by State Tands Commission and the
County of Santa Barbara, with Technical Assistance by Chambers Groups, Inc., Stanton,

-

Califorma.
Lawler, Nan
1978 Closing the CGap. University of Califorma, Santa’Barbara Special Collections.
O'Neill, QUL
1939 istory of Santa Barbara Cowsty. Union Publishing Co., Santa Barbara.
Tomphins, Waller

1960 Santa Barbara’s Royal Rancho: The Fabulous Hoistory of Las Dos Pueblos. Howel-
North Press, Berkeley.

1966 (iolera: The Good Land Santa Barbara News Press, Goleta,
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Introduction

This report summarizes the archaeological evaluation of areas proposed for
additional irrigation on the Las Varas Ranch, in Santa Barbara County, California (Figure
1).

This report is meant to satisfy the requirements of the Santa Barbara County
Cultural Resource Guidelines. This investigation consisted of an intensive archaeological
surface survey. Background information was available from the Preliminary Assessment of
Cultural Resources at Gato Canyon—Las Varas/Edwards Ranches, Santa Barbara County,
California (C.A. Singer & Associates 1996). One previously recorded, prehistoric
archaeological site, CA-SBA-1564, was relocated within Area 1 and 4. One sparse, surface
scatter of shell and two isolated prehistoric artifacts were discovered during the intensive
archaeological survey of the project area. . In general, the intensive survey results are

considered very reliable based on overall good surface visibility throughout the project area.

Project Description

The project area consists of a total of approximately 157.5 acres in eight separate
areas on both sides of Highway 101 on the Pacific coast west of Goleta, California between
Las Varas and Gato Canyons (Figures 2 and 3). Most of these areas are already in orchard

cultivation, planted in avocado, lime, or orange trees, and are currently irrigated.
Background Research

Archaeological and Ethnohistoric Background

The project site is located within the Santa Barbara Channel cultural area. Evidence
of cultural activity along the coastline extends over 9,000 years and indicates an increasing
level of complexity and technological development through time. The prehistoric cultural
development has been characterized in three stages: the Early Period (ca. 8,000 to 5,000
years ago) has traditionally been identified as a time of dependence on seed grmdmg based
on the presence of mano and metate grinding stones, and terrestrial game. More recently,
however, the importance of shellfish gathering in Early Period subsistence practices has
been identified (Erlandson 1988, 1992). The Middle or Intermediate Period (ca. 5,500 to

900 years ago) was a time of diversification, with the introduction of acorn processing
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(mortar and pestle grinding implements appear) and hunting of large terrestrial game and
sea mammals. The Late Period (ca. 900 to 200 years ago) marked the culmination of
prehistoric cultural development with greater dependence on a variety of shellfish, smaller
land game (introduction of the bow and arrow) and open sea fishing. Many consider the
overall trend of cultural complexity in the Santa Barbara Channel as having resulted from
increasing population pressure and/or environmental change which resulted in greater
demands on the available resources, leading to a reliance on subsistence activities requiring
greater energy (Glassow and Wilcoxon, 1988; Amold, Colten, and Pletka 1997; Raab and
Larson 1997).

The indigenous populations encountered by the Spanish in the late 1700s were the
Barbarefio Chumash. Populations associated with these peoples are considered to have
been some of the highest in California. Brown (1967:79) estimates a population of 7,000
Barbarefio Chumash living along the Santa Barbara Channel coastline. The Barbarefio
Chumash developed a highly sophisticated hunting and gathering subsistence, extensive
trading, an exchange  system based on shellfish beads, and a chiefdom level of social

organization (Grant 1978).
Historic Background

The Las Varas Ranch Historic Archaeological Literature Research by McFarlane
Archaeological Consultants, included in the record search performed by C.A. Singer and
Associates (1996), is the source of the historic background discussed below.

The majority of the area was originally part of a land grant of 8,875 acres granted to
Jose Delores Ottega in 1841. The southernmost part of the current Las Varas Ranch was
part of the lands belonging to Rancho Dos Pueblos granted to Nicholas Den in 1843. No
development or structures are shown in the area of Los Varas or Gato Canyon on the
earliest available map of the area, the 1860 J. E. Terral map, the “Plat of the Rancho Dos
Pueblos, Finally Confirmed to Nicholas Den” or on the later 1876 “Plat of the Rancho Dos
Pueblos, finally confirmed to Nicholas Den. An 1889 map details ownership of the parcel
as belonging to John Edwards, who brought his family to Santa Barbara in 1869 and the

ranch appears to have changed hands from the Ortegas to the Edwards sometime between



1869 and 1889. The 1903 USGS Goleta Special map is the first to show structures and
road improvements, including a road leading from the highway down the western side of
Las Varas Canyon and one going south from the highway alone the eastern side of Gato

Canyon to a single structure, possibly the Edwards ranch house.

Most of the area appears to have continued as part of the Edwards family holdings,
and by 1938 ownership is listed as under Edwards Estate Company and J. and A. Edwards.

L.A. Doty owned a small parcel along the east and west side of Las Varas Canyon.

The area was under cultivation in dry farming during the early part of the last
century with areas converted to lemon orchards by the 1940s. A prisoner of war camp, the
Goleta Branch Camp, was located on the Edwards Ranch at Gatos Canyon in the area north
of the proposed building envelope in Parcel 3, from October 20, 1944 to December 4, 1945
when it was deactivated. The population of prisoners fluctuated from 212 to 345. The
camp buildings existing at the time were removed in 1970 with the exception of the

foundation of a water tower, which still remains.

Archaeological Records Search

A records search for the entire Las Varas/Edwards Ranches was conducted in 1996.
(C.A. Singer and Associates, 1966). This record search included approximately 1,000 acres
of coastal terrace and foothills. The records indicate that less than 10 percent of the project
area had been surveyed, but nine prehistoric archaeological sites were recorded within the
boundaries of these ranches: CA-SBA-80, -81, -139, -1564, -1803, -2409 and -2587/H.
Two of these sites, CA-SBA-1564 and -1690, were recorded within the project area. CA-
SBA-1564 is recorded as an Early Period site with a dense concentration of lithics and
faunal remains, located in an orchard on a high knoll south of Highway 101 near the
entrance to Las Varas Ranch (see attached site record). CA-SBA-1564 was recorded
during a surface survey in 1977 by Chester King and Steve Craig; no subsurface evaluation
of the site has been completed. CA-SBA-1690, recorded in 1980 by Jeffrey Serena, was
defined as a diffuse scatter of manos and chipped stone detritus (see attached site record).

It was recorded to the west of CA-SBA-1564, approximately 80 meters (250 feet) south of



Highway 101.

Field Investigations

The project areas were intensively inspected on during May and June, 2003. All
impact areas were walked in parallel 5-meter (m) (approximately 15-ft.) transects as
permitted by the rows of trees. The topography, development, vegetation, soils, and
surface visibility varied by parcel and are discussed individually below. In general, the
intensive survey results are considered very reliable based on overall good surface visibility

throughout the area.

Results
Area 1

Area 1 is 2-acre parcel located south of Highway 101 and just west of the entrance
road to Las Varas Ranch. The area is currently planted in lemon trees. Soils on the site are
characterized as Concepcion fine sandy loam (USDA 1981). Ground surface visibility was
excellent in this area (over 90 percent). The survey results are therefore considered very
reliable. The site is currently planted in lemon trees and irrigated with drip lines.

CA-SBA-1564 was identified in Area 1 and was easily relocated on the ground
surface (see Figure 2). The 27,000 square meter site, including numerous chert flakes,
groundstone, and shellfish fragments, was observed, with the highest density in the
northeast comer of Area 1. The artifact assemblage correlates well with the original site
record that identified “a dense concentration of lithics and faunal remains. Milling stones
(basin metates) are abundant.” The site continues eastward across a ranch road that
separates Area 1 from Area 4. The observed boundaries of the site appear to agree with the
original site record. Also visible were fragments of historic or recent material such as glass
and cergmics, a golf ball, and metal cans. The condition of the archaeological site is
generally good. Although the integrity of the site has been to some extent compromised by
the planting of lemon trees, it does not appear to have been substantially degraded from the
time it was originally recorded in 1977. Based on the likelihood of continued agricultural

orchard use, the site does not appear to be threatened with additional disturbance.



Area 2
Area 2 is 29-acre in size and adjacent to Area 1 to the west. It is also planted in

lemon trees; ground surface visibility during this archaeological survey was good to
excellent (75 to 90 percent). Soils in this area are characterized as Concepcion fine sandy
loam and Milpitas-Positas fine sandy loam (USDA 1981). The reliability of the surface
survey was also considered good.

Although CA-SBA-1690, a small 2,000 square meter site, was originally recorded in
Area 2, approximately 1,250 feet west of CA-SBA-15:64, no archaeological materials were
found during the intensive surface survey. Due to the relatively good ground surface
visibility and very intensive survey methods (less than 5-meter transects), it is puzzling that
the site was not relocated. The absence of the recorded diffuse scatter of manos and
chippéd stone detritus would only be likely explained in that it has been mismapped on
University of California Information Center records, or that the artifacts have been collected
by agricultural workers over time.

Area 3
Area 3 is a 1-acre in size and is south of Area 1, near one of the ranch houses. It is

planted in a variety of fruit trees; ground surface visibility in this area observed during the
current survey was excellent (90 percent). Soils in this area are characterized as
Concepcion fine sandy loam and Milpitas-Positas fine sand loam (USDA 1981). No
archaeological materials were recorded in this area, and no new sites were identified during
the present intensive archaeological survey.

Area 4
Area 4 is a 14-acre parcel located east of the Las Varas ranch entrance road and

down slope of Areas 1 and 3. Las Varas Creek forms the eastern boundary of the area.
This area is planted mostly in avocado trees with some lemon trees in the southern portion.
Soils in this area are characterized as Concepcion fine sandy loam and Milpitas-Positas fine
sandy loam (USDA 1981). Ground surface visibility in this area was good to excellent (75
to 90 percent).

A few Monterey chert flakes were found on the grade adjacent and east of the ranch
road, in the area northwest comner. These materials are associated with the recorded site

CA-SBA-1654. Aside from the chert flakes, presumably washed down slope from the site,



no prehistoric archaeological material was found.
Area 5

Area 5 is 13.5-acres, planted in avocado and lemon trees. It is south of Area 4,
north of the Union Pacific Railroad tracks and west of Las Varas creek. Ground surface
visibility was good (75 percent) although in some areas obscured by a covering of wood
chips from mulched tree branches and leaf duff. The soils in this area are characterized as
Concepcion fine sandy loam and Milpitas-Positas fine sandy loam (USDA 1981). No
archaeological material was found.

Area 6
Area 6 is on a 2-acre hillside in the northeastern most section of the project area. It

is planted in avocado trees. Ground surface visibility varied from fair to good (40-75
percent) due to accumulation of leaf duff. The soils in this area are characterized as
Gaviota sandy loam (USDA 1981). No archaeological material was found.

Area 7

Area 7 is 21-acres on the eastern boundary of the project area. It is planted in
avocado trees. Ground surface visibility varied from fair to good (40-75 percent) due to
accumulation of leaf duff. The soils in this area are characterized as Gaviota sandy loam
(USDA 1981). No archaeological material was found.

Area 8
Area 8 is 119-acres located on a hillside to the west of Area 7. A tributary of Las

Varas Creek lies between Area 7 and Area 8. Area 8 is predominately planted in avocados.
Ground surface visibility varied in this area depending on the maturity of the trees (and
accumulated leaf duff) and the degree of recent pruning and clearing. Shovels were used to
periodically remove duff to improve visibility when needed. A network of dirt trails criss-
crossed the orchard, providing intermittent excellent ground surface visibility throughout
Area 8. The soils in this area are characterized as Gaviota sandy loam (USDA 1981).

A sparse scatter of very small shellfish fragments was discovered adjacent to a
steeply sloping north-south dirt trail in Area 8. The scatter was located on both sides of the
trail and consisted of fewer than 20 fragments of Protothaca sp., (Washington little neck
clam), Tivela stultorum (Pismo clam), and-one Olivella biplacata (Olive snail) shell, over an

area of more than 30 meters. One 30 cm diameter shovel test pit was dug in the shell



scatter to a depth of 20 cm and screened through a Y4-inch screen to determine if the scatter
had any subsurface component (see Figure 3). No additional shell or other archaeological
material was found in the shovel test pit.

Two isolated artifacts were found in Area 8 (see Attachment A: Photographs and
Figure 3). An isolated Monterey chert flake was found on the north-south dirt trail at the
westernmost edge of the area, bordering Edwards Ranch. An isolated Monterey chert
biface was discovered adjacent to another north-south dirt trail in eastern portion of Area 8.
The biface was broken at midsection and was not chronological diagnostic. Though the
ground surface in the vicinity of each isolated artifact was carefully inspected, no other
archaeological material was found in the proximity.
Conclusions

California Environmental Quality Act (Section 15065.4) and County Cultural

Resources Guidelines provide criteria for determining the significance of an archaeological
site. These criteria state that:

A resource shall be considered by the lead agency to be “historically significant” if the
resource meets the criteria for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources
(Pub. Res. Code §5024.1, Title 14 CCR, Section 4852) including the following:

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

b. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

C. 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

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

CA-SBA-1564 is a potentially significant resource under criterion d above. The site
contains artifacts that appear to date to the Early Period of Chumash prehistory, over 5,000
years égo. Relatively few sites from this period have been studied, such that the
understanding of subsistence and technology can be benefited from the extensive remains
that have been observed. No subsurface testing has been conducted at this site and it is

currently subjected to regular minor disturbances during the course of work in the orchard,

including picking, pruning, clearing of debris, waterline repair, etc. The subsurface extent
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and condition is unknown.

All archaeological material discovered in Area 8 was found on relatively steeply
sloping north-south trending dirt trails used by farm equipment, raising the question of
whether the material might have washed down slope from a site at a higher elevation. No
subsurface archaeological material was discovered in the shovel test pit excavated in the
sparse shell scatter. Although the limited shellfish fragments may be associated with a very
temporary use of the project area, it is impossible to determine if it dates to prehistoric or
historic time periods. In either case, the lack of any depth to the scatter suggests that its
ability to yield information important in prehistory or history is extremely limited. The
isolated Monterey chert biface and waste flake both appear to be related to a prehistoric use
of the project area. However, the isolated nature of the artifacts suggests that their research
potential is also very limited. They most probably represent an ephemeral use of the project
area, having been left behind while on foot, or dropped. Isolated artifacts such as these can
be understood to reinforce the fact that prehistoric hunter and gatherers used extensive

areas to hunt game and collect food. This fact exhausts their research potential.
Recommendations

Due to the potential significance of CA-SBA-1564, any proposed irrigation lines or
infrastructure in Areas 1 and 4 should avoid ground disturbances within 100 feet of the
recorded site boundaries. This buffer would likely avoid any potential impacts. If this is not
feasible, archaeological significance testing should be conducted in the proposed

disturbance areas within the site.

As the shellfish scatter, isolated Monterey chert, and Monterey chert biface artifacts
in Area 8 are not potentially significant prehistoric resources, no restrictions are required if

proposed irrigation lines or infrastructure are developed in their vicinity.
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Extended Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This report summarizes the results of an Extended Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation
conducted by Science Applications International Corporation (SAIC) at the Las Varas/Edwards
Ranch, located in the County of Santa Barbara, California (Figure 1). The Extended Phase 1
Archaeological Investigation was conducted to determine the presence or absence of remains
associated with the recorded prehistoric archaeological site CA-SBA-80 identified in the
development envelope proposed for Parcel 3, the recorded archaeological site CA-SBA-2587/H
within the proposed access road to Parcel 2, and a scatter of possible historic artifacts in the
development envelope proposed for Parcel 4. The Extended Phase 1 Archaeological
Investigation accomplished two major goals: 1) to precisely determine the horizontal and
vertical presence/absence of cultural resources within the areas of proposed disturbance; and 2)
to determine the potential integrity of the subsurface cultural materials. The Extended Phase 1
Archaeological Investigation was conducted in accordance with requirements of the County of
Santa Barbara Regulations Governing Archaeological and Historical Projects Undertaken in
Conformance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and Related Laws: Cultural
Resource Guidelines (revised January 1993).

Summary of Results
CA-SBA-80: Development Envelope Proposed for Parcel 3

The results of the Extended Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation suggest that cultural materials
associated with the recorded prehistoric archaeological site CA-SBA-80 are within the central
and eastern-central portions of the development envelope proposed for Parcel 3. Much of the
archaeological site material is a very low-density marine shellfish scatter, with minor amounts
of stone tool manufacturing debris and bone. Thought intact, the significance of this low-
density area is limited. Development in the low-density area could proceed with archaeological
and Native American monitoring during construction. A high-density area is in the central area
of the development envelope. This area should either be avoided and left in open space, or
protected and covered over with chemically inert, non-archaeological soil. If avoidance is not
feasible, a Phase 2 Significance Assessment Program would need to be conducted to determine
the research potential of the deposits in the high-density area. Overall, construction within the
western 50 — 55 percent of the Parcel 3 development envelope as presently proposed,
characterized by no or low archaeological sensitivity appears feasible; only monitoring by an
archaeologist and Native American observer would be recommended in the low-density area.

CA-SBA-2587/H: Parcel 2 Access Road

No other potentially significant prehistoric deposits were identified during the archaeological
investigation. Only one stone tool manufacturing waste flake was identified in the recorded
archaeological CA-SBA-2587/H site boundary within the proposed Parcel 2 access road. No
further investigations or construction monitoring is recommended.

Las Varas/Edwards Ranch 1
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Historic Surface Artifact Scatter: Development Envelope Proposed for Parcel 4

Although a subsurface component of an historic artifact scatter in front of the existing ranch
house within the Parcel 4 proposed development envelope was identified, no concentration of
artifacts such as a trash pit that might provide important contextual information was located.
Construction monitoring of the top 2 feet of soil by an archaeologist is recommended to ensure
that any unknown features are recorded.

2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This Extended Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation is being conducted in association with
potential residential development on the Las Varas/Edwards Ranch, in the County of Santa
Barbara. This investigation will focus specifically on the western half of the five-acre
development envelope proposed for Parcel 3, the proposed access road to Parcel 2 where it is
assumed that disturbances for the road would only be approximately 1 foot deep, and the
development envelope proposed for Parcel 4 where it is assumed that disturbances for
residential foundations would be approximately 2 % feet deep.

3.0 BACKGROUND RESEARCH

3.1 Prehistoric Setting

The local prehistoric chronology is divided into four major periods—Paleoindian, Early Period,
Middle Period and Late Period. The chronology of the interior valleys is not as well known
because fewer interior sites have been excavated; however, it appears to be generally similar to

the coastal sequence.

It is generally accepted that humans entered the New World during the latter part of the
Wisconsin glaciation, no earlier than 40,000 B.P. and perhaps as recently as 25,000 to 20,000 B.P.
The earliest unquestioned evidence of human occupation in coastal southern California comes
from archaeological sites in San Diego County (Warren 1968), San Luis Obispo County
(Greenwood 1972), and Santa Barbara County (Erlandson and Colten 1991). These sites
generally have radiocarbon ages ranging from 10,000 to 8,000 B.P. Paleoindian groups during
this time focused on hunting Pleistocene megafauna, including mammoth and bison. Plants
and smaller animals were undoubtedly part of the Paleoindian diet as well, and when the
availability of large game was reduced by climatic shifts near the end of the Pleistocene the
subsistence strategy changed to a greater reliance on these resources.

Discussion of the Early, Middle, and Late periods is based on a chronological sequence
developed by Chester King (1974, 1979, 1981) for the Santa Barbara Channel region. Post-
Pleistocene changes in climate and environment are reflected in the local archaeological record
by approximately 8,000 B.P., the beginning of the Early Period. The Early Period of the Santa
Barbara Channel mainland was originally defined by Rogers (1929), who called it the “Oak
Grove” Period. The diagnostic feature of this period is the milling stone, which was used to
grind hard seeds into flour. Toward the end of the Early Period there is evidence of sea
mammal procurement (Glassow et al. 1990).

Las Varas/Edwards Ranch 3
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The Middle Period (3,350 to 800 B.P.) is characterized by larger and more permanent
settlements. Materials from Middle Period sites reflect a greater reliance on marine resources
and include marine shells, fish remains, and fishhooks. Toward the end of this period the plank
canoe was developed, making ocean fishing and trade with the Channel Islands safer and more
efficient {Arnold 1987). Terrestrial resources continued to be exploited as evidenced by the
presence of contracting-stemmed and corner-notched projectile points from Middle Period sites

(Bamforth 1984).

The Late Period (800 to 150 B.P. or approximately A.D. 1150 to 1800) was a time of increased
social and economic complexity. The population increased, and permanent and semi-
permanent villages clustered along the Santa Barbara channel and on the Channel Islands.
Trade networks, probably controlled by village chiefs, expanded and played an important part
in local Chumash culture, reinforcing status differences and encouraging craft specialization.
Terrestrial as well as marine resources were exploited. Acorns were processed using stone
pestles and mortars, and deer were hunted with the bow and arrow. During this period there
was an increase in the number of residential base camps and in the diversity of site settings.

The protohistoric culture of the Chumash was disrupted by the arrival of a Spanish expedition
led by Gaspar de Portola in 1769. Chumash culture changed dramatically with the
establishment of the Missions of Santa Barbara, Santa Ynez, and La Purisima.

n o~ P SR SO A N W4
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The historic occupation of the project vicinity can be divided into three settlement periods: the
Mission Period, (A.D. 1769-1830); the Rancho Period, (ca. A.D. 1830-1865); and the American
Period, (ca. A.D. 1865-1915). Gaspar de Portola and his men, who camped at the mouth of the
Santa Maria River in July 1769, ushered in the Mission period. Construction of the Mission
Santa Barbara in 1786, Mission la Purisima Concepcion in 1787, and Mission Santa Ynez in 1804
and the establishment of numerous ranchos altered both the physical and cultural landscape of
the region. The missions were the center of Spanish influence in the region and affected native
patterns of settlement, culture, trade, industry, and agriculture. Following the Mexican
Revolution of 1821, California became part of the Republic of Mexico.

Secularization of lands and a focus on cattle raising marked the Rancho Period. The shift from
stock raising to farming and more intensive land uses marks the advent of the American Period.
Major forces of regional change during the last 100 years have been the railroads, maritime
shipping, agribusiness concerns, the oil industry, and the military.

The historic background of the Las Varas/Edwards Ranch is well described by Stone
Archaeological Consulting in Phase 1 Archaeological Resources Report, Las Varas Ranch, El Capitan
Area, Gaviota Coast (Stone 2003) and also by Macfarlane Archaeological Consultants in
Preliminary Assessment of Cultural Resources at Gato Canyon, Las Varas/Edwards Ranches, Santa
Barbara County, California (C.A. Singer and Associates 1996). The majority of the area was
originally part of a land grant of 8,875 acres granted to Jose Delores Ortega in 1841. The
southernmost portion of the current Las Varas/Edwards Ranch was part of the lands belonging
to Rancho Dos Pueblos granted to Nicholas Den in 1843. An 1889 map details ownership of the
parcel as belonging to John Edwards, who brought his family to Santa Barbara in 1869. The
ranch appears to have changed hands from the Ortegas to the Edwards sometime between 1869
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and 1889. Most of the area appears to have continued as part of the Edwards family holdings.
By 1938, ownership is listed as Edwards Estate Company and J. and A. Edwards.

3.3 Previous Investigations and Environmental Setting
CA-SBA-80

D.B. Rogers originally described CA-SBA-80 in 1929 as “an accumulation of camp debris,
consisting of large forms of shellfish, bones of the larger mammals, many flint chips and
fragments of heavy crude flint weapons and kitchen utensils” (Rogers 1929). He went on to
mention the presence of “small irregular hemispherical stone bowls with angular rims, short
clumsy pestles and innumerable green-stone hammers.” Based on the types of artifacts, Rogers
assumed CA-SBA-80 was a small village.

In 2003, in a “location [that] agrees very well with CA-SBA-80,” a large and fairly dense scatter
of weathered shellfish remains consisting of Pismo clam (Tivela stultorum), Pacific littleneck
(Protothaca staminea), and California mussel (Mytilus calfornianus) were observed (Stone 2003). A
sparse scatter of Monterey chert flakes was also noted.

This prehistoric archaeological site is located within the Parcel 3 development envelope as now
proposed, north of the Union Pacific Railroad tracks. More specifically, CA-SBA-80 is located
north of an asphalt ranch road and west of Los Gatos Canyon. The landform slopes gently from
north to south and is covered with grasses and other low-growing, ground-covering plants.
Scrub vegetation and oak trees grow along the northemn and eastern boundary of the Parcel 3
development envelope, along the edges of Los Gatos Canyon. Soils in this area are
characterized as Concepcion fine sandy loam and Milpitas-Positas fine sandy loam (USDA
1981). The underlying geology is made up of older dissected surficial sediments, characterized
as former alluvial deposits of silt, sand, and gravel (Dibblee 1987).

CA-SBA-2587/H

CA-SBA-2587/H in 1991 was recorded as part of the Cultural Resource Assessment of the
Pacific Pipeline (Peak and Associates, Inc. 1991). A prehistoric cultural deposit consisting of
chert flakes and cores and sandstone manos and metates was noted in both banks of the
railroad cut, to a depth of at least 150 cm (59 in). Historic artifacts (i.e., ceramic fragments,
metal spikes, bottle glass) were also noted.

A Phase 1 pedestrian survey was subsequently conducted and, despite generally good (75
percent) ground surface visibility, found no archaeological material associated with CA-SBA-

2587 /H (Stone 2003).

This recorded site location is within the proposed Parcel 2 access road that extends parallel and
south of the Union Pacific Railroad tracks and east of a small, unnamed drainage. The staked
access road is covered by grasses and other low-growing, ground-covering plants. A few oak
trees, one fallen, grow in the western portion of the site. Soils are characterized as Concepcion
fine sandy loam (USDA 1981). The underlying geology is made up of older dissected surficial
sediments, characterized as former alluvial deposits of silt, sand, and gravel (Dibblee 1987).

Las Varas/Edwards Ranch 5
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Historic Artifact Scatter

During a Phase 1 pedestrian survey identified a scatter of clear and brown glass and ceramic
fragments that “may be historic or more recent in origin” in a mowed field in front of an
existing ranch house (Stone 2003). No cans, labels, or construction debris that could possibly
provide a clue as to the nature of the refuse was identified. Since no time sensitive artifacts such
as square nails or glass or ceramic bases with maker’s marks were identified, the date of the
material could not be determined. However, the depiction of a house north of the location on a
1903 map suggests that the material may relate to the early Edwards Ranch.

A scatter of historic artifacts was identified in front of the existing ranch house within the Parcel
4 proposed development envelope. The area is located north of the Union Pacific Railroad
tracks and south of Highway 101. The area, apparently mowed on a periodic basis, is covered
by grasses and other low-growing, ground-covering plants. Soils in this area are characterized
as Concepcion fine sandy loam and Milpitas-Positas fine sandy loam (USDA 1981). The
underlying geology is made up of older dissected surficial sediments, characterized as former
alluvial deposits of silt, sand, and gravel (Dibblee 1987).

4.0 FIELD INVESTIGATIONS

4.1 Methods

The Extended Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation included hand-excavated shovel test pits
(STPs) to precisely determine the horizontal and vertical presence of cultural material within the
areas of proposed disturbance, and determine the integrity of the subsurface cultural materials.
STPs were approximately 35 centimeters (cm) (14 inches [in]) in diameter and were excavated in
20-cm (8-in) levels. Due to the sandy nature of the soils on the ranch, excavated material was
dry-screened on site through 1/8-in hardware mesh. Results of STP excavations were
documented on forms that include provenience information, sediment description, termination
depth, and general observations. All STPs were backfilled at the completion of the project.

Excavations were carried out between December 6 and December 10, 2004, and managed by
SAIC Senior Archaeologist Ken Victorino. Crew members participating in the field excavations
and/or laboratory processing included Katie Eskew, Cathy Halley, Holley Moyes, and Fred
Schaeffer. Diane Napoleone, a Barbareno Chumash, provided Native American consultation.

The following SAIC personnel also participated in the project: David Stone, Cultural Resource
Manager and principal investigator; Cay Fitzgerald, graphic artist; Karen Stark, document
coordinator; and Joe Walsh, GIS specialist. We would also like to thank Susan Petrovich, Hatch
& Parent, for her assistance, and Paul Van Leer, Las Varas/Edwards Ranch manager, for
facilitating the field excavations.

CA-SBA-80

A total of 21 STPs were excavated within the site (Figure 2). The STPs were systematically
spaced 25 meters (m) (82 feet [ft]) apart across the western and central portion of the Parcel 2
proposed development envelope. When higher density cultural material was encountered,
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spacing of STPs was decreased to 12.5 m (41 ft) in order to more precisely define the high-
density area boundary. The deepest STPs within the high-density area were 120 cm (47 in)
deep, while the shallowest STPs in the low-density area were only 40 cm (16 in) deep. The STP
depths were considered sufficient to reliably characterize the extent of subsurface cultural
remains. In general, the STPs revealed a moderately compact sandy loam, medium brown in
color. At least three of the deeper STPs within the high-density area noted a change to a more
sandy soil, golden brown in color, at a depth of approximately 100 cm.

CA-SBA-2587/H

Five STPs were excavated (Figure 3). The STPs were spaced approximately 30 m (98 ft) apart,
across the proposed access road to Parcel 2. The deepest STP was excavated to a maximum
depth of 35 cm (14 in) below ground surface and is considered sufficient to reliably characterize
the extent of subsurface cultural remains. All five STPs revealed a lightly compact sandy loam,
medium to dark brown in color.

Historic Artifact Scatter

A total of three STPs were excavated (Figure 4). The STPs were spaced roughly 15 m (49 ft)
apart, through the area of highest historic artifact density. The deepest STP was excavated to a
maximum depth of 75 cm (30 in) below ground surface and is considered sufficient to reliably
characterize the extent of subsurface cultural remains. All three STPs revealed a moderately
compact clay loam with pebbles, medium brown in color.

4.2 Results
CA-SBA-80

The western and central portions of the Parcel 3 proposed development envelope were
systematically surveyed at 10 m intervals. Ground surface visibility was generally poor (less
than 50 percent) due to grasses and other low-growing, ground-covering plants. However,
squirrel and gopher holes offered excellent visibility (100 percent). The survey identified
cultural material associated with CA-SBA-80 on the ground surface throughout most of the
proposed development envelope and beyond the northern boundary of the proposed
development envelope. The distribution and density of surface cultural material is extremely
low (less than 1 piece for every 20 m) in the western portion of the proposed development
envelope, increases eastward, and is highest in the east central portion.

A total of 21 STPs were excavated in the western and central portions of the Parcel 3 proposed
development envelope. Spacing of the STPs was generally 25 m (82 ft) apart, in order to
provide a reliable assessment of the presence of subsurface prehistoric remains associated with
the known prehistoric archaeological site CA-SBA-80. -

The excavation of 21 STPs exposed approximately 1 % cubic meters of soil within the recorded
CA-SBA-80 boundary. A total of 7,438 grams of shellfish remains, 194 chipped stone flakes (i.e.,
small pieces of stone tool manufacturing debris resulting from forming tools), two stone tools

8 Las Varas/Edwards Ranch



LEGEND
e STP
X Survey Stake

|

N

\

Scale

25
meters

.igure 3. CA-SBA-2587/H Shovel Test Pit Locations




metal
car garage

*3

. ® large stump

e STP 0 25
meters

LEGEND .1\[ Scale

. Figure 4. Historic Artifact Scatter Shovel Test Pit Locations




Extended Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation

called bifaces for the evidence of flaking on both sides of a larger piece of stone that would
result in a symmetrical form, and 428 pieces of bone were recovered. The distribution of
cultural material from the current Extended Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation at CA-SBA-80
is presented in Table 1. The general artifact catalog is provided in Appendix A.

The following provides a brief description of the cultural material recovered from STPs in CA-
SBA-80 according to major artifact categories.

Shellfish/Invertebrate Remains

The shellfish remains include a high density of Venus clams (Chione spp.), Pismo clam (Tivela
stultorum), Pacific littleneck (Protothaca staminea), and California mussel (Mytilus calfornianus).
Other shell species include Platform mussel (Septifer bifurcata), sea urchin (Echinoidea), crab
(Decapoda), and chiton (Polyplacophora).

The shellfish originate from three general habitat settings: (1) exposed rocky shore, which
includes shorelines with large rock outcrops in association with mud, sand, cobbles, and/or
shell fragments; (2) exposed non-rocky shores, which includes shorelines composed of any of
the above substrates, but without large rocky outcrops; and (3) bays, which are defined as
protected bays composed of any combination of the above habitats, and estuaries, which
include marine-dominated estuaries featuring extensive sand and mud flats exposed at low
tides.  Mytilus, Septifer, and chiton originated from rocky shore habitats. Non-rocky shore
shellfish included Tivela. Bay/estuary habitats were represented by the presence of Chione.
Rocky shore species, such as Mytilus, were pulled off rocks by hand or with some type of pry
bar (Colten 1993). The muck-dwelling estuary species, such as Chione, could be collected by
probing the mud with a stick or a hand (Colten 1987).

Debitage/Chipped Stone Flakes

The chipped stone flakes are predominantly made from locally available Monterey chert
(n=142, approximately 73 percent) and Franciscan chert (n=28, approximately 14 percent), with
the rest unidentified (n=13), undifferentiated chert (n=8), quartzite (n=2), and imported
obsidian (n=1). Although the obsidian flake was not submitted for X-ray fluorescence
analysis/source identification, it is likely that the chipped stone flake originated from within the
Coso Volcanic Field in southeastern California. The results of many different archaeological
studies demonstrate extensive prehistoric use of obsidian from this source area throughout
southern California. The volcanic glass from Coso is generally considered to be of excellent
quality for flaked tool production due to its homogenous matrix.

Stone Tools/Bifaces

Two bifaces, one whole and one fragmentary, were recovered during the current investigation.
The whole biface was made from Franciscan chert and was found on the ground surface. The
fragmentary biface, missing the tip and base, was made from Monterey chert and was
recovered from the 40-60 cm level of STP 16. The assemblage of modified flakes/flake tools
demonstrates that the locally available lithic materials could easily be fashioned into tools.
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Table 1. Distribution of Cultural Material by STP at CA-SBA-80

STP Shellfish (gm) Flake Bone (count/gm) Biface
1 0.1 2 - -
2 3.1 4 - -
3 0.1 1 - -
4 0.1 5 1/0.04 -
5 0.1 2 - -
6 - 4 2/0.09 -
7 - 2 - -
8 1.5 - - -
9 0.2 4 - -
10 10.4 9 1/017 -
11 106.7 19 67 / 5.39 -
12 5.5 6 1/0.15 -
13 0.2 2 - -
14 15.2 9 - -
15 3,264.6 21 130/15.88 -
16 7.6 20 4/017 1
17 46.0 30 28 /4.74
18 3,433.1 6 146 / 10.54 -
19 8.6 8 2/054 -
20 498.8 13 46 / 4.00 -
21 36.5 27 - -

TOTAL 7,438.4 194 428 / 41.71 1

12
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Bone/Invertebrate Remains

A total of 428 pieces of bone were recovered from CA-SBA-80 (Table 2). Based on a visual
inspection of the bone, it was concluded that the majority of the bone is highly fragmentary and
not identifiable (i.e., do not contain sufficient diagnostic features for more precise
identification). Therefore, a detailed faunal analysis was not conducted. Most of the bone
appears to be fragmentary shaft fragments or cranial remains from an unknown type of small to
medium-sized land mammal, and many appear to originate from potentially intrusive gopher
or ground squirrel. The collection also contains fish vertebrae from at least three species of
bony fish, a large bird bone, a small reptile vertebra, and some fragments from a medium-to-
large size mammal. Some bone showed signs of having been burned, which may relate to food
preparation or discard behavior.

Table 2. Bone Distribution from CA-SBA-80

STP Count Count (%) Weight Weight (%)
4 1 0.23 0.04 0.10
6 2 047 0.09 0.22
10 1 0.23 0.17 041
11 67 15.65 5.39 12.92

12 1 0.23 0.15 0.36
15 130 30.37 15.88 38.07
16 4 0.93 0.17 0.41
17 28 6.54 4.74 11.36
18 146 34.11 10.54 25.27
19 2 0.47 0.54 1.29
20 46 10.75 4.00 9.59
TOTAL 428 100.00 41.71 100.00

Excavations identified subsurface prehistoric remains. The density of cultural material from the
current Extended Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation at CA-SBA-80 is presented in Table 3.

STP excavations revealed low and high densities of subsurface cultural materials (Figure 5). No
subsurface remains were identified within the westerly 250 ft of the proposed development
envelope (i.e., within STPs 6, 7, and 8). The low-density area, encompassing STPS 1-5, 9, and 13,
begins approximately 250 ft east of the western boundary of the proposed development
envelope, and extends roughly 120 ft farther eastward. The high-density area, encompassing
STPS 10-12 and 14-21, begins approximately 370 ft east of the proposed development envelope
boundary. The high-density subsurface deposit identified in the central portion of the proposed
development envelope extends to a depth of at least 1.2 m (4 ft).

Las Varas/Edwards Ranch 13
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Table 3. Shell, Flake, and Bone Densities by STP at CA-SBA-80

Shell Density Flake Density Bone Density

STP Depth (cm) Volume (m?) (gm/m3) (flakes/m?3) (gm/m?3)

1 65 0.082 122 244 -

2 80 0.101 30.69 39.6 -

3 60 0.075 1.33 13.33 -

4 80 0.101 0.99 495 0.40

5 60 0.075 1.33 26.6 -

6 60 0.075 - 53.3 1.20

7 65 0.082 - 244 -

8 40 0.050 30.00 - -

9 | 60‘ " 0.675 2.66 53.3 -

10 60 0.075 138.66 120.0 227

11 120 0.151 706.62 125.8 35.70

12 60 0.075 73.33 80.0 2.00

13 40 0.050 4.00 40.0 -

14 60 0.075 202.66 120.0 -

15 120 0.151 21,619.87 139.1 105.17

16 100 0.126 60.32 158.7 1.35

17 80 0.101 455.45 297.1 46.93

18 120 0.151 22,735.76 39.7 69.80

19 60 0.075 114.66 106.6 7.20

20 80 0.101 4,938.61 128.7 39.60

21 100 0.126 289.69 2143 -

14
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Shell density within the high-density area ranges from 60.32 gm/m? in STP 16 to 22,735.76
gm/m? in STP 18 while flake density ranges from 39.7 pieces/m? in STP 18 to 297.1 pieces/m? in
STP 17 and bone density within the high-density area ranges from 1.35 gm/m? in STP 16 to
105.17 gm/m?in STP 15.

Rogers (1929) characterized CA-SBA-80 as a small village associated with the Middle Period. It
appears that the site was used mainly as a location for limited habitation, based on the
predominance of marine shellfish refuse and absence of extensive bone and stone tools.
Though chipped stone tool flakes suggest evidence for stone tool manufacturing or
resharpening activity, the site does not appear to be an extensive village. Systematic excavation
and screening of 1.97 m? of soil from CA-SBA-80 recovered cultural materials equivalent to
3,775 gm/m? of shellfish, 98 pieces/m? of chipped stone flakes, and 21 gm/m? of bone. In
contrast, recent excavations at the Chumash ethnohistoric/historic village of Shuku (CA-SBA-
1/CA-VEN-62), where house floors and burials were identified, a shellfish density of 12,627
gm/m? was documented along with a chipped stone flake density of 1,702 pieces/m?® and a
bone density of 371 gm/m?3 (SAIC 2004).

CA-SBA-2587/H

A cursory survey of the staked access road along both Union Pacific Railroad cut banks did not
identify any prehistoric or historic cultural material. Ground surface visibility along both
railroad cut banks was excellent (100 percent). Ground surface visibility was generally poor
(less than 50 percent) along the staked access road due to grasses and other low-growing,
ground-covering plants. However, squirrel and gopher holes offered excellent (100 percent)
ground surface visibility along the staked access road. Five STPs, excavated 25 m (82 ft) apart,
recovered a single flake.

It is possible that CA-SBA-2587/H was originally mismapped or that all of the prehistoric
cultural materials and historic artifacts previously identified were removed from the ground
surface.

Historic Artifact Scatter

The excavation of three STPs recovered a relatively consistent distribution of metal, glass, and
ceramic fragments. The distribution of cultural material from the current Extended Phase 1
Archaeological Investigation at the historic artifact scatter is presented in Table 4. The general
artifact catalog is provided in Appendix A.

The STP excavations did not indicate the presence of a feature such as a trash pit or high
concentration of debris. As no time sensitive materials (i.e., square-headed nails, ceramic
fragments with maker’s marks, etc.) were found, the date of the artifact scatter cannot be
precisely determined. However, the material may relate to the early Edwards Ranch.
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Table 4. Distribution of Material by STP at the Historic Artifact Scatter

Glass Ceramics Nails Plastic Shell Bone
STP (count/weight) | (countfweight) | (count/weight) | (count/weight) | (count/weight) | (count/weight)
1 40 / 35.32¢g 2/9.51g - 3/034g 5/631g -
2 37 / 41.38g 9/27.07g 14 / 30.06g 1/0.08g 9 /3.63g 4/3.49%
3 2 /2.85¢g 1/1.10g - - 2/0.26g 4 /0.74g
Total 79 / 79.55g 12 / 37.68g 14 / 30.06g 4/042g 16 / 10.20g 8 /4.23g

The majority of glass fragments are clear and non-descript although a few blue, brown, and
green shards were also noted and the assemblage of ceramics is dominated by thin, white
china/porcelain fragments. A .22 rim fire casing was recovered from the 40-60 cm level of STP
1 but was not included in Table 4. The recovered artifacts appear to be typical farm household
refuse such as fragments of ceramics, glass and metal; none were diagnostic (indicative of a
particular timeframe). Though no concentration of materials suggesting the presence of a trash
pit was encountered, it is possible that such a feature is present within the historic deposit.

5.0 SIGNIFICANCE

Though Extended Phase 1 excavations are not specifically designed to evaluate significance, the
results from the STP excavations are capable of characterizing the integrity, depth, and variety
of artifact classes present. The quality of information from archaeological site deposits is related
to the intactness or integrity of the soil in which the materials are found. Rodent disturbance
has been well-documented in archaeological sites to at least a 60-cm (24-in) depth. Though this
results in vertical mixing of the cultural deposit, the horizontal context of the site materials
remains. Archaeologists have acknowledged and accepted that their interpretations of
archaeological sites must account for this mixing of the upper site soils. Therefore, integrity is a
critical factor in establishing the significance of archaeological deposits.

Assuming an archaeological deposit is found to have intact soil integrity, the following factors
are used to determine qualitatively the relative significance of deposits. The California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15064.5.a3 criteria states:

Any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead
agency determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural,
engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or
cultural annals of California may be considered to be an historical resource, provided
the lead agency’s determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the
whole record. Generally, a resource shall be considered by the lead agency to be
“historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria for listing on the California
Register of Historical Resources (Pub. Res. Code 555024.1, Title 14 CCR, Section 4852)
including the following:
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a. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of California’s history and cultural heritage;

b. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

c. 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

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

Criterion “d” is most often used to evaluate the significance of prehistoric cultural remains,
while historic archaeological remains are associated with “a” and “b.” Criterion “c¢” is most
often used to evaluate architectural historical resources. The ability of an archaeological site to
yield information important in prehistory is framed in terms of the data available to address
research questions about the past. The Santa Barbara County Cultural Resource Guidelines
present many of these questions that have been developed by local archaeologists. The goal of
collecting information from one archaeological site is to be able to contribute to our
understanding of regional cultural adaptations that may have changed through time due to
environmental (i.e., increased or decreased temperatures, rainfall, etc.) and/or social (increased
population, competition for food resources, status, or warfare) pressures. Therefore, the
remains that are recovered from a particular archaeological site are compared to the existing
information available from neighboring sites to determine if they can help explain patterns of

behavior over a larger area.
CA-SBA-80 Level of Significance

The current Extended Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation suggests that modern activities
including farming and bioturbation have resulted in impacts on the integrity of the CA-SBA-80
deposit. The STP excavations do not, however, indicate complete disturbance of the
archaeological deposit. The soil was not extensively mottled, a condition that is characteristic of
disturbed, mixed soil horizons. Therefore, it appears that the CA-SBA-80 deposit located in the
central portion of the Parcel 3 proposed development envelope is relatively intact, such that the
archaeological materials recovered from the site can be used to interpret accurately the
prehistoric activities that occurred there.

Based on the variety of artifacts, Rogers (1929) described CA-SBA-80 as a small village
associated with the Middle Period, from roughly 5500 to 900 years ago. If so, this
archaeological site can address research questions about subsistence, technology, and trade
during the Middle Period. It is important to note that thousands of years ago the sea level was
lower than today. This means that CA-SBA-80 was potentially located farther away from the
sources of shellfish found during the present investigations. This is important in terms of
understanding what types of activities were carried out at the site.

It is reasonable to infer that the site was used mainly as a location for limited habitation, based
on the predominance of marine shellfish refuse and absence of extensive bone and stone tools.
Though chipped stone tool flakes suggest evidence for stone tool manufacturing or

18 Las Varas/Edwards Ranch
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resharpening activity, the site does not appear to be an extensive village. The potential for
encountering human remains, particularly burials, is not considered to be high, as this
phenomenon is more typically associated with larger, more complex, permanent village
occupations.

In summary, the CA-SBA-80 Extended Phase 1 STP excavations suggest that it is a limited
habitation area. The high-density area with extensive distributions of shellfish has the ability to
address research questions on subsistence, technology, and trade along the Gaviota coastline.
The low-density area on the western periphery of the site does not have the same potential for
addressing research questions due to the limited amount of information that is available.
Therefore the following recommendations are presented:

1. Avoidance of any disturbance to the archaeological deposit is preferred, and is stated as
a goal in Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan Conservation Element and Coastal
Land Use Plan policies. The development envelope should be designed to avoid
impacts to significant portions of CA-SBA-80 to the maximum extent feasible.

Based on the results of the current Extended Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation, the
Parcel 3 development envelope has been redesigned to avoid direct disturbances to the
high-density area containing extensive distributions of shellfish (Figure 6).

2. The westerly 250 feet (ft) of the Parcel 3 proposed development envelope does not have
any subsurface content. It is therefore not required to be preserved. In the unlikely
event that important solitary artifacts are located on the surface, an archaeologist should
be retained to walk this area before construction and map and collect any diagnostic
(time-sensitive) artifacts laying on the surface.

3. If avoidance of the low-density site area beginning approximately 250 ft east of the
western boundary of the proposed development envelope and extending roughly 120 ft
eastward is not feasible, a County-qualified archaeologist and a Native American
observer should monitor all ground disturbing activities within this area. In the unlikely
event that concentrations of artifacts or isolated human remains are encountered during
construction, they should be evaluated within the context of a Phase 2 significance
assessment investigation.

4. Avoidance of direct disturbances to the high-density area may be possible by the use of
protective fill on top of the remains. The fill soils would need to be chemically inert, and
void of any cultural remains. Soil testing would be needed to determine if the
archaeological site soils would require scarification and recompaction prior to placement
of the fill soils. In order to make this measure an effective preservation strategy, all
grading within the site deposit would have to be avoided. This measure has been
effective at times, but requires substantial engineering and detailed implementation.

5. If avoidance of the high-density area extending from approximately 370 feet east of the
proposed development envelope boundary is not feasible due to environmental,
technical, or other concerns, a Phase 2 significance assessment investigation consistent
with Santa Barbara County Cultural Resource Guidelines should be conducted. If found

Las Varas/Edwards Ranch 19
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Extended Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation

‘ to be significant, a Phase 3 data recovery mitigation program could be necessary,
depending upon the nature of the finds.

Based on the results of the current Extended Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation, the
Parcel 3 development envelope has been redesigned to avoid direct disturbances to the
high-density area containing extensive distributions of shellfish (see Figure 6).

CA-SBA-2587/H Level of Significance

No materials were identified during a previous intensive pedestrian survey despite good
ground surface visibility (Stone 2003). A cursory survey of the staked access road and both
railroad cut banks during the current Extended Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation failed to
identify any materials while the excavation of five STPs recovered just one flake. It is possible
that the site was originally mismapped or that all of the materials previously identified were
removed from the ground surface.

1. As no potentially significant archaeological remains were identified, no additional
archaeological work is recommended.

Historic Artifact Scatter Level of Significance

‘ The recovered artifacts appear to be typical farm household refuse such as fragments of
ceramics, glass and metal; none were diagnostic (indicative of a particular timeframe). If the
trash deposit were associated with the early inhabitants of the Edwards Ranch, the materials
could provide some information on the occupants’ lifestyles and be significant under CEQA
Guidelines 15064.5 Criterion “b” and/or “d.” Though no concentration of materials suggesting
the presence of a trash pit was encountered, it is possible that such a feature is present within
the historic deposit. Such a concentration of materials would provide the potential for
addressing questions about the historic land uses of the property.

The following is recommended:

1. Monitoring of controlled construction grading in the area of the historic artifact scatter
should be conducted by a County-qualified archaeologist with historic archaeological
expertise such that any possible concentrations of artifacts that are encountered during
construction are identified and evaluated. If found to be significant, a Phase 2
significance assessment investigation could be necessary, depending upon the nature of
the finds.

The recommendations above would reduce any potentially significant impacts on cultural
resources to less than significant.
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Appendix B

Archaeological Site Record Forms



[State of California — The Resources Agency Primary #
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI #

PRIMARY RECORD Trinomial

NRHP Status Code

Other Listings
Review Code Reviewer Date [ ]
Page 1 of 6 *Resource Identitier(Assigned by recorder): __ CA-SBA-80

P1. Other Identifier:
*P2,  Location: Not for Publication [J  Unrestricted *a. County __ Santa Barbara
and (P2b and P2c or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Dos Pueblos Canyon Date __1951,1988 T _;R__;_ 14of __ 14o0of  1/dofSec. ; _ BM.
c. Address City Zip
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear resources) Zone _, mE/ mN
e. Other Locational Data (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, etc., as appropriate): CA-SBA-80 is located on the Las
Varas/Edwards Ranch, north of the Union Pacific Railroad tracks and south of U. S. Highway 101. More specifically, the site is located north
of an asphalt ranch road and west of Los Gatos Canyon.
*P3a. Description (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries):
The site was used mainly as a location for limited habitation, based on the predominance of marine shellfish refuse and absence of
extensive bone and stone tools. Though chipped stone tool flakes suggest evidence for stone tool manufacturing or resharpening activity, the
site does not appear to be an extensive village
The CA-SBA-80 Extended Phase 1 STP excavations suggest that it is a limited habitation area. The high-density area with extensive
distributions of shellfish has the ability to address research questions on subsistence, technology, and trade along the Gaviota coastline. The low-
density area on the western periphery of the site does not have the same potential for addressing research questions due to the limited amount of
information that is available.

*P3b. Resources Attributes: (list attributes and codes) __ AP15: habitation debris

*P4.  Resources Present: L1 Building [ Structure [ Object site [ District [ Element of District  [J Other (Isolates, etc.)

¢ | *P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, accession #)
CA-SBA-80 Overview (looking northeast)

“| *p6. Date Constructed/Age and Source:
Prehistoric [J Historic [J Both

*P7. Owner and Address:

*P8. Recorded by (Name, affiliation, and address):
SAIC
525 Anacapa Street
Santa Barbara, CA. 93101

*P9. Date Recorded: April 2005

*P10. Type of Survey: Describe: _Extended Phase | Archaeological Investigation conducted to determine the presence or absence of remains

associated with the recorded prehistoric archaeological site

*P11. Report Citation (Cite survey report and other sources, or enter "none."}: Extended Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation, Las
Varas/Edwards Ranch, Santa Barbara County, California (SAIC 2005)
hments: [J NONE Location Map Sketch Map Continuation Sheet ] Building, Structure, and Object Record
Archaeological Record  [J District Record [ Linear Resource Record [ Miiling Station Record [ Rock Art Record
[3 artitact Record [0 Photograph Record [ Other (List):

DPR 523A- (1/95) *Required Information




State of California — The Resources Agency Primary #
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Trinomial

ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD

‘ge 2 of 6 *Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): __CA-SBA-80

*Al.

A2,

*A3.
*A4.

*AS.

*A6.
*AT.

*AB.
*A9.
A10.

A1,
*Al12.

A13.
A4,

'1 5.
7.

Dimensions: a. Length (north-south) X b. Width (east-west) STPS were only excavated across the western

and central portions of the site

Method of Measurement: O pPaced [ Taped [J visual estimate L] Other:
Method of Determination (Check any that apply.): Artifacts [J Features [ soit [ vegetation [I Topography
O cut bank 0 Animai burrow Excavation [ Property boundary [J Other (Explain):
Reliability of Determination: High [J Medium [J Low Explain:
Limitations {Check any that apply): [0 Restricted access [ Paved/built over Site limits incompletely defined

[J pisturbances [ vegetation 3 other (Explain):
Depth: _12m/4ft O None [0 uUnknown Method of Determination: excavation
Human Remains: [] Present [J Absent [J Possible [0 Unknown (Explain):
Features (Number, briefly describe, indicate size, list associated cultural constituents, and show jocation of each feature on sketch
map.):
CUl‘t,u)rat Constituents (Describe and quantify artifacts, ecofacts, cultural residues, etc., not associated with features.):

The excavation of 21 STPs exposed approximately 1.5 cubic meters of soil within the recorded CA-SBA-80 boundary. A total of 7,438 grams of
shellfish remains, 194 chipped stone flakes (i.e., small pieces of stone tool manufacturing debris resulting from forming tools), two stone tools
called bifaces for the evidence of flaking on both sides of a larger piece of stone that would result in a symmetrical form, and 485 pieces of bone
were recovered. The shellfish remains include a high density of Venus clams (Chione spp.), Pismo clam (Tivela stultorum), Pacific littleneck
(Protothaca staminea), and California mussel (Mytilus calfornianus). Other shell species include Platform mussel (Septifer bifurcata), sea urchin
(Echinoidea), crab (Decapoda), and chiton (Polyplacophora). The chipped stone flakes are predominantly made from locally available Monterey
chert (n=142, approximately 73 percent) and Franciscan chert (n=28, approximately 14 percent), with the rest unidentified (n=13),
undifferentiated chert (n=8), quartzite (n=2), and imported obsidian (n=1). Two bifaces, one whole and one fragmentary, were recovered during
the current investigation. The whole biface was made from Franciscan chert and was found on the ground surface. The fragmentary biface,
missing the tip and base, was made from Monterey chert and was recovered from a depth of 40-60 cm. Based on a visual inspection of the bone,
it was concluded that the majority of the bone is highly fragmentary and not identifiable (i.e., do not contain sufficient diagnostic features for
more precise identification). Most of the bone appears to be fragmentary shaft fragments or cranial remains from an unknown type of small to
medium-sized land mammal, and many appear to originate from potentially intrusive gopher or ground squirrel. The collection also contains fish
vertebrae from at Jeast three species of bony fish, a large bird bone, a small reptile vertebra, and some fragments from a medium-to-large size
mammal. Some bone showed signs of having been bumed, which may relate to food preparation or discard behavior.

See Continuation Sheets for “Distribution of Cultural Material by STP at CA-SBA-80 Table” and ““Shell, Flake, and Bone Densities by STP at
CA-SBA-80 Table.”

Were Specimens Collected? O no Yes (If yes, attach Artifact Record or catalog and identify where curated.)

Site Condition: [ Good Fair [ Poor (Describe disturbances.): The current Extended Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation suggests
that modern activities including farming and bioturbation have resulted in impacts on the integrity of the CA-SBA-80 deposit. The STP
excavations do not, however, indicate complete disturbance of the archaeological deposit. The soil was not extensively mottled.

Nearest Fresh Water (Type, distance, and direction.):

Elevation: _approximately 43 m (140 ft) AMSL

Environmental Setting (Describe culturaily relevant variables such as vegetation, fauna, soiis, geology, landtorm, slope, aspect, exposure,
etc.): The landform slopes gently from north to south and is covered with grasses and other low-growing, ground-covering plants. Scrub
vegetation and oak trees grow along the edges of Los Gatos Canyon. Soils in this area are characterized as Concepcion fine sandy loam and
Milpitas-Positas fine sandy loam (USDA 1981). The underlying geology is made up of older dissected surficial sediments, characterized as
former alluvial deposits of silt, sand, and gravel (Dibblee 1987).

Historical Information:

Age: Prehistoric [J Protohistoric [ 1542-1769 [J 1769-1848 [ 1848-1880 [J 1880-1914 [J 1914-1945

0O post-1945 [ Undetermined  Describe position in regional prehistoric chronology or factual historic dates if known: Based on the
variety of artifacts, Rogers (1929) described CA-SBA-80 as a small village associated with the Middle Period, from roughly 5,500 to 900
years ago.

Interpretations (Discuss scientific, interpretive, ethnic, and other values of site, if known.):

Remarks: The CA-SBA-80 deposit is relatively intact, such that materials recovered from the site can be used to interpret the prehistoric
activities that occurred there. The high-density area with extensive distributions of shellfish has the ability to address research questions on
subsistence, technology, and trade along the Gaviota coastline during the Middle Period. }t is important to note that thousands of years ago the
sea level was lower than today. This means that CA-SBA-80 was potentially located farther away from the sources of shellfish found during the
present investigations. This is important in terms of understanding what types of activities were carried out at the site.

References (Documents, informants, maps, and other references):
Photographs (List subjects, direction of view, and accession numbers or attach a Photograph Record.):

Form Prepared by: Ken Victorino Date: __ April 2005
Affiliation and Address: Science Applications International Corporation
525 Anacapa Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93101

DPR 523C (1/95) *Required Information




State of Californla — The Resources Agency
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

LOCATION MAP

Primary #
HRI #

Trinomial

Page 3 ot b6 *Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): CA-SBA-80

*Map Name: _USGS Dos Pueblos Canyon 7.5 Minute Qu ‘

| Historic Artifact Scatter |

0 0.5
Mile

Source: USGS Dos Pueblos. Calif. 1953, 1982

I[ Scale
= p e | =

DPR 523J (1/85)

*Required Information




State of California — The Resources Agency Primary #

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI #
KETCH MAP Trinomial
ge 4 of 6 *Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): CA-SBA-80

*Drawn By: Science Applications International Corporation *Date: April 2005

DE;’O%NV pEVENy  Proposed Parcel 3
DEV ENV X—*F X Development Envelope
PO)C(:/ (approx.)
DEV ENV o7 o4 12 16
ECX
o19 21
o8 *3 11 18 15 e17
@ "
DEV ENV *6 2 10 °14
BC X
\ B
DEVENY X ot e 9 13
e
POC S——x
DEV ENV
Ranch Road (asphalt)
LEGEND
e sTP \
Scale ‘){_
X Survey Stake (== == -]
. 0 25
’ B Biface meters \

DPR 523K (1/95) *Required Information




State of California — The Resources Agency
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

CONTINUATION SHEET

Primary #
HRI #

Trinomial

Page 5 of 6

*Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder):

*Recorded by: Science Applications International Corporation

CA-SBA-80

*Date: _April 2005

Distribution of Cultural Material by STP at CA-SBA-80

Continuation [ Update

STP Shellfish (gm) Flake Bone (count/gm) Biface
1 0.1 2 - -
2 3.1 4 - -
3 0.1 1 - -
4 0.1 5 1/0.04 -
5 01 2 - -
6 - 4 2/0.09 -
7 - 2 - -
8 15 - - -

. 9 0.2 4 - .

10 10.4 9 1/017 -
11 106.7 19 67 /5.39 -
12 5.5 6 1/015 -
13 0.2 2 - -
14 15.2 9 - -
15 3,264.6 21 130/15.88 -
16 7.6 20 4/017 1
17 46.0 30 28 / 4.74
18 3,433.1 6 146 / 10.54 -
19 8.6 8 2/0.54 -
20 498.8 13 46 / 4.00 -

21 36.5 27 - -

TOTAL 7,438.4 194 428 / 41.71 1

DPR 523L (1/95)
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State of California — The Resources Agency Primary #

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI #

CONT'NUATION SHEET Trinomial
age 6 of 6 *Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): CA-SBA-80

*Recorded by: Science Applications International Corporation *Date: _April 2005 Continuaton  [J Update

Shell, Flake, and Bone Densities by STP at CA-SBA-80

STP Depth Volume Shell Density Flake Density Bone Density
(cm) (m3) (gm/m3) (flakes/m?3) (gm/m3)
1 65 0.082 1.22 24.4 -
2 80 0.101 30.69 39.6 -
3 60 0.075 1.33 13.33 -
4 80 0.101 0.99 49.5 0.40
5 60 0.075 1.33 26.6 -
6 60 0.075 - 53.3 1.20
7 65 0.082 - 244 -
8 40 0.050 30.00 - -
. 9 60 0.075 2.66 53.3 -
10 60 0.075 138.66 120.0 2.27
11 120 0.151 706.62 1258 35.70
12 60 0.075 73.33 80.0 2.00
13 40 0.050 4.00 40.0 -
14 60 0.075 202.66 120.0 -
15 120 0.151 21,619.87 139.1 105.17
16 100 0.126 60.32 158.7 1.35
17 80 0.101 455.45 297.1 46.93
18 120 0.151 22,735.76 39.7 69.80
19 60 0.075 114.66 106.6 7.20
20 80 0.101 4,938.61 128.7 39.60
21 100 0.126 289.69 214.3 -

DPR 523L (1/95) *Required Information




State of California — The Resources Agency Primary #|
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI #

PRIMARY RECORD Trinomial

NRHP Status Code
Other Listings
Review Code Reviewer Date / [/
Page _1 of _4 *Resource Identifier(Assigned by recorder): __ CA-SBA-2587 /H
P1. Other Identifier:
*p2.  Location: Not for Publication 1 Unrestricted a. County __Santa Barbara
and (P2b and P2c or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Dos Pueblos Canyon Date__1951. 1988 T_ ;R__;__ 1/4of __1/4of__14ofSec.__;___B.M
c. Address City Zip
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear resources} Zone __, _ mE/ mN
e. Other Locational Data (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, etc., as appropriate): This recorded site location is on Las
Varas/Edwards Ranch, south of the Union Pacific Railroad tracks and east of a small, unnamed drainage.
*P3a. Description (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries):
A cursory survey along both Union Pacific Railroad cut banks and the area south of the railroad did not identify any
prehistoric or historic cultural material. Ground surface visibility along both railroad cut banks was excellent (100 percent).
Ground surface visibility was generally poor (less than 50 percent) in the area south of the Union Pacific Railroad due to grasses
and other low-growing, ground-covering plants. However, squirrel and gopher holes offered excellent (100 percent) ground surface
visibility in the area south of the railroad. Five STPs, excavated 25 m (82 ft) apart, recovered a single flake.
It is possible that CA-SBA-2587/H was originally mismapped or that all of the prehistoric cultural materials and historic
artifacts previously identified were removed from the ground surface.
*p3b. Resources Attributes: (list attributes and codes)
*P4.  Resources Present: [J Building [ Structure [J Object [l site [ District [J Element of District Other (Isolates, etc.)

*P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, accession #)
CA-SBA-2587/H Overview (looking west-

northwest)

*P6. Date Constructed/Age and Source:
O prehistoric [] Historic Both

*P7. Owner and Address:

*P8. Recorded by (Name, affiliation, and address):
SAIC
525 Anacapa Street
Santa Barbara, CA. 93101

*P9. Date Recorded: April 2005

*P10. Type of Survey: Describe: _Extended Phase | Archaeological Investigation conducted to determine the presence or absence of remains
associated with the recorded archaeological site

‘

Report Citation (Cite survey report and other sources, or enter “none."): Extended Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation, Las
Varas/Edwards Ranch, Santa Barbara County, California (SAIC 2005)

*Attachments: [ NONE Location Map Sketch Map O continuation Sheet [ Building, Structure, and Object Record
Archaeological Record [ District Record [ Linear Resource Record  [] Milling Station Record O Rock Art Record

3 Artitact Record 1 Photograph Record L] Other (List):

DPR 523A- (1/95) *Required Information



State of California — The Resources Agency Primary #
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Trinomial

ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD

‘ge 2 of 4 *Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): _ CA-SBA-2587/H

*Al.

*A3.
*Ad.

*AS5.

*A6.
*A7.
*A8.
*A9.

A10.

All.
*A12.

A13.

Al4,

A15.
A16,

Dimensions: a. Length (north-south) X b. Width (east-west)
Method of Measurement: [3 Paced [dTaped L visual estimate [J Other:
Method of Determination (Check any that apply.): O Artitacts [ Features [0 soit O Vegetation (] Topography
Cutbank [J Animal burrow Excavation [J Property boundary [J Other (Expiain):
Reliability of Determination: [X] High [] Medium [ Low Explain:
Limitations (Check any that apply): O Restricted access ] Paved/built over [ Site limits incompletely defined
[J pisturbances [J vegetation [ Other (Explain):
Depth: 0 None [0 unknown Method of Determination: excavation

Human Remains: [JPresent [ Absent [ Possible [J Unknown (Explain):
Features (Number, briefly describe, indicate size, list associated cultural constituents, and show location of each feature on sketch
map.):
Cultural Constituents (Describe and quantify artifacts, ecofacts, cultural residues, etc., not associated with features.):

CA-SBA-2587/H in 1991 was recorded as part of the Cultural Resource Assessment of the Pacific Pipeline (Peak and Associates,
Inc. 1991). A prehistoric cultural deposit consisting of chert flakes and cores and sandstone manos and metates was noted in both
banks of the railroad cut, to a depth of at least 150 cm (59 in). Historic artifacts (i.e., ceramic fragments, metal spikes, bottle glass)
were also noted. A Phase 1 pedestrian survey was subsequently conducted and, despite generally good (75 percent) ground surface
visibility, found no archaeological material associated with CA-SBA-2587/H (Stone 2003).

Five STPs were excavated during the current Extended Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation. The STPs were spaced
approximately 30 m (98 ft) apart. The deepest STP was excavated to a maximum depth of 35 cm (14 in) below ground surface and
is considered sufficient to reliably characterize the extent of subsurface cultural remains. All five STPs revealed a lightly compact
sandy loam, medium to dark brown in color.

It is possible that CA-SBA-2587/H was originally mismapped or that all of the prehistoric cultural materials and historic artifacts
previously identified were removed from the ground surface.

Were Specimens Collected? O No Yes (If yes, attach Artifact Record or catalog and identify where curated.)
Site Condition: [ Good [ Fair [ Poor (Describe disturbances.):

Nearest Fresh Water (Type, distance, and direction.):

Elevation: _approximately 32 m (105 ft) AMSL

Environmental Setting (Describe culturally relevant variables such as vegetation, fauna, soils, geology, landform, siope, aspect, exposure,
etc.): A few oak trees, one fallen, grow in the western portion of the “site.” Soils are characterized as Concepcion fine sandy loam
(USDA 1981). The underlying geology is made up of older dissected surficial sediments, characterized as former alluvial deposits
of silt, sand, and gravel (Dibblee 1987).

Historical Information:
Age: 3 Prenhistoric [ Protohistoric [ 1542-1769 [0 1769-1848 [ 1848-1880 [J 1880-1914 [ 1914-1945

{3 post-1945 [ undetermined Describe position in regional prehistoric chronology or factual historic dates if known:
Interpretations (Discuss scientific, interpretive, ethnic, and other values of site, if known.):

Remarks: No materials were identified during a previous intensive pedestrian survey despite good ground surface visibility
(Stone 2003). A cursory survey of the area south of the Union Pacific Railroad and both railroad cut banks during the current
Extended Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation failed to identify any materials while the excavation of five STPs recovered
just one flake. It is possible that the site was originally mismapped or that all of the materials previously identified were
removed from the ground surface.

References (Documents, informants, maps, and other references):
Photographs {List subjects, direction of view, and accession numbers or attach a Photograph Record.):

Form Prepared by: Ken Victorino Date: __ April 2005
Aftiliation and Address: Science Applications International Corporation
525 Anacapa Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93101

DPR 523C (1/95) *Required Information




[State of California— The Resources Agency Primary #
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI #

LOCATION MAP Trinomial
3 of 4 *Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): CA-SBA-2587/H
*Map Name: _USGS Dos Pueblos Canyon 7.5 Minute Quad *Scale: 1 :24 000 *Date of Map: 1951, 1988
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*Drawn By: Science Applications International Corporation *Date: April 2005
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DAVID STONE, M.A., RPA
STONE ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONSULTING
27 WEST CONSTANCE AVENUE
SANTA BARBARA, CA 93105
805-682-6768 (PH. AND FAX)
STONEARCHEO@YAHOQO.COM

~ October 15, 2006

Ms. Eva Turenchalk
Hatch and Parent, LLC
21 East Carillo Street
Santa Barbara, CA 93101

RE: Supplemental Archaeological Phase 1 Archaeological Report
Las Varas Creek Trail Parking Lot, Las Varas Ranch, Santa Barbara County

Dear Ms. Turenchalk:

The following summarizes the results of a Supplemental Phase 1 Archaeological Survey of a
portion of the Las Varas Ranch, associated with the proposed parking lots for the Las Varas
Creek trail. The investigation ensured that proposed ground disturbances would not encroach
within the recorded boundaries of prehistoric site CA-SBA-1564, as revisited during a previous
evaluation of cultural resources on the project site (Stone Archaeological Consulting, 2003). - The
area of the proposed parking area has been previously graded, resulting in substantial loss of
integrity of the original landform. No prehistoric remains would be within the proposed parking
area. The proposed parking area would have no impacts on cultural resources, and no additional
measures are required.

Background

The Phase 1 Archaeological Report for Las Varas Ranch (Stone Archaeological Consulting,
2003) confirmed that the prehistoric archaeological site CA-SBA-1564 was within a 2-acre parcel
located south of Highway 101 and just west of the entrance road to Las Varas Ranch. The area is
currently planted in lemon trees. Soils on the site were characterized as Concepcion fine sandy
loam (Stone Archaeological Consulting, 2003). Ground surface visibility was excellent during the
2003 intensive survey of this area (over 90 percent). The survey results were therefore
considered very reliable. The site was planted in lemon trees and irrigated with drip lines.

CA-SBA-1564 is 27,000 square meter site, including numerous chert flakes, groundstone, and
shellfish fragments. The artifact assemblage correlated well with the original site record recorded
in 1977 that identified “a dense concentration of lithics and faunal remains. Milling stones (basin
metates) are abundant.” The site continued eastward across a ranch road. The observed
boundaries of the site appeared to agree with the original site record. Also visible were fragments
of historic or recent material such as glass and ceramics, a golf ball, and metal cans. The
condition of the archaeological site was generally good. Although the integrity of the site had



Ms. Eva Turenchalk
October 13, 2006
Page 2

been to some extent compromised by the planting of lemon trees, it did not appear to have been
substantially degraded from the time it was originally recorded in 1977.

Supplemental Phase 1 Survey

The proposed Las Varas Creek parking area was revisited by me on September 13, 2006. The
entire parking area was intensively inspected. All proposed improvements would occur east of
the existing, porth-south trending Las Varas Ranch road defined above. Grading would be
located within and adjacent to another existing ranch road that heads east from the Las Varas
Ranch road. This eastward road has been created by cutting and filling of the landform to the

north, south of U.S. 101. The graded roadway bed is separate and east of the landform upon
which CA-SBA-1564 is located.

Though CA-SBA-1564 extended east across the north-south ranch road, no archaeological
materials were identified in the graded east-west road bed, nor in the vicinity. The proposed
parking area was void of any vegetation, providing for excellent surface visibility. Therefore, the
results of the resurvey were considered highly reliable. Soils in the proposed project area were

markedly lighter in color (light-brown sandy loams) compared to the dark brown sandy loam
within the CA-SBA-1564 site area to the east.

Conclusions and Recommendations -

The resurvey of the proposed Las Varas Creek trail parking area verified that all ground
disturbances would be located within previously graded soils, and outside of the CA-SBA-1564
boundaries. As a result, there is no potential for significant cultural resources to be impacted.
Therefore, no further measures are required. In the highly unlikely event that isolated artifacts are
identified during project grading, particularly diagnostic remains such as projectile points that can
indicate a time of occupation, excavation in the area should be temporarily redirected elsewhere
until a County-qualified archaeologist should be retained to characterize the nature and context of
the find, and determine if any further evaluation is necessary consistent with County Cultural
Resources Guidelines (revised 1993) are required. This recommendation would ensure that highly
unlikely impacts to cultural resources would be feasibly addressed. ‘

Please let me know if you have any questions regarding this report.
Sincerely yours,

Teidh Alime
DAVID STONE, M.A,, RPA

References
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