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Appendix 1 
Regulatory Framework 

State 

California Environmental Quality Act (1970) (CEQA). CEQA established that historical and archaeological 
resources are afforded consideration and protection. CEQA Guidelines define significant cultural resources 
under three regulatory designations: historical resources, unique archaeological resources, and tribal 
cultural resources.  

A historical resource is a “resource listed in, or determined to be eligible by the State Historical Resources 
Commission, for listing in the [California Register of Historical Resources] CRHR”; or “a resource listed in 
a local register of historical resources or identified as significant in a historical resources survey meeting 
the requirements of Section 5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code”; or “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, provided the agency’s determination is supported by substantial 
evidence in light of the whole record” (14 CCR Section 15064.5[a][3]). 

Historical resources automatically listed in the CRHR include California cultural resources listed in or 
formally determined eligible for the NRHP and California Historical Landmarks list from No. 770 onward 
(PRC 5024.1[d]). Locally listed resources are entitled to a presumption of significance unless a 
preponderance of evidence in the record indicates otherwise. 

Under CEQA, a resource is generally considered historically significant if it meets the criteria for listing in 
the CRHR. A resource must meet at least one of the following criteria (PRC 5024.1; 14 CCR Section 
15064.5[a][3]): 

1. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of Cali-
fornia’s history and cultural heritage. Title 14, CCR Section 4852(b)(1) adds, “is associated with events
that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local or regional history, or the
cultural heritage of California or the United States.”

2. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past. Title 14, CCR Section 4852(b)(2) adds, “is
associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national history.”

3. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction; or rep-
resents the work of an important creative individual; or possesses high artistic values. Title 14, CCR
4852(b)(3) allows a resource to be CRHR eligible if it represents the work of a master.

4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. Title 14, CCR
4852(b)(4) specifies that importance in prehistory or history can be defined at the scale of “the local
area, California, or the nation.

Historical resources must also possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, 
feeling, and association (14 CCR 4852[c]). 

An archaeological artifact, object, or site can meet CEQA’s definition of a unique archaeological resource 
even if it does not qualify as a historical resource (PRC 21083.2[g]; 14 CCR 15064.5[c][3]). An archaeolog-
ical artifact, object, or site is considered a unique archaeological resource if “it can be clearly demon-
strated that, without merely adding to the current body of knowledge, there is a high probability that it 
meets any of the following criteria (PRC 21083.2[g]): 
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 Contains information needed to answer important scientific research questions and there is a demon-
strable public interest in that information. 

 Has a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its type or the best available example of 
its type. 

 Is directly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic event or person. 

AB52 changes sections of the Public Resources Code to add consideration for Native American culture 
within the CEQA process. The goal of AB 52 is to promote the involvement of California Native American 
tribes in the decision-making process when it comes to identifying and developing mitigation of impacts 
to resources of importance to their culture. To reach this goal, the bill establishes a formal role for tribes 
in the CEQA process. Under AB 52, tribal representatives are considered experts appropriate for providing 
substantial evidence regarding the locations, types, and significance of tribal cultural resources within 
their traditionally and culturally affiliated geographic area (PRC Section 21080.3.1(a)). The CEQA defines 
a California Native American tribe as a "Native American tribe located in California that is on the contact 
list maintained by the Native American Heritage Commission.” This definition does not distinguish 
between federally recognized and non-federally recognized tribal groups and is therefore more inclusive 
than the federal definition of "Indian tribe" (PRC § 21073). 

CEQA lead agencies are required to consult with tribes about potential tribal cultural resources in the 
Project area, the potential significance of project impacts on those resources, the development of project 
alternatives, and the type of environmental document that should be prepared. AB 52 specifically states 
that a project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource 
is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment (PRC Section 21084.2). 

Tribal cultural resources, as defined by CEQA Section 21074(a)(1) and 5024.1(c), includes either of the 
following: 

1. Sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a California
Native American tribe that are either of the following:

a. Included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources.

b. Included in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section
5020.1(k).

2. A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to
be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in Public Resources Code section 5024.1(c). In applying the
criteria set forth in 5024.1(c) for the purposes of this paragraph, the lead agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe.

Tribal cultural resources are also defined as a cultural landscape where “the landscape is geographically 
defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape.” However, tribal cultural resources can also 
include “non-unique archaeological resources” that, rather than being important for scientific value as a 
resource, can also be significant because of the sacred and/or cultural tribal value of the resource.  

San Bernardino County 

County of San Bernardino 2007 General Plan, Section V Conservation Element (updated May 22, 2012) 

Goal CO-3. The County will preserve and promote its historic and prehistoric cultural heritage.  

Policy CO 3.1 Identify and protect important archaeological and historic cultural resources in areas of the 
County that have been determined to have known cultural resource sensitivity.  
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1. Require a cultural resources field survey and evaluation prepared by a qualified professional for
projects located within the mapped Cultural Resource Overlay area.

2. Mitigation of impacts to important cultural resources will follow the standards established in
Appendix K of the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines, as amended to date.

Policy CO 3.2 Identify and protect important archaeological and historic cultural resources in all lands that 
involves disturbance of previously undisturbed ground.  

1. Require the Archaeological Information Center at the San Bernardino County Museum to conduct a
preliminary cultural resource review prior to the County’s application acceptance for all land use
applications in planning regions lacking Cultural Resource Overlays and in lands located outside of
planning regions.

2. Should the County’s preliminary review indicate the presence of known cultural resources or
moderate to high sensitivity for the potential presence of cultural resources, a field survey and
evaluation prepared by a qualified professional will be required with project submittal. The format of
the report and standards for evaluation will follow the “Guidelines for Cultural Resource Management
Reports” on file with the San Bernardino County Land Use Services Department.

Policy CO 3.3 Establish programs to preserve the information and heritage value of cultural and historical 
resources.  

Policy CO 3.4 The County will comply with Government Code Section 65352.2 (SB 18) by consulting with 
tribes as identified by the California Native American Heritage Commission on all General Plan and specific 
plan actions.  

1. Site record forms and reports of surveys, test excavations, and data recovery programs will be filed
with the Archaeological Information Center at the San Bernardino County Museum, and will be reviewed
and approved in consultation with that office. a. Preliminary reports verifying that all necessary
archaeological or historical fieldwork has been completed will be required prior to project grading
and/or building permits. b. Final reports will be submitted and approved prior to project occupancy
permits.

2. Any artifacts collected or recovered as a result of cultural resource investigations will be catalogued
per County Museum guidelines and adequately curated in an institution with appropriate staff and
facilities for their scientific information potential to be preserved. This shall not preclude the local
tribes from seeking the return of certain artifacts as agreed to in a consultation process with the
developer/project archaeologist.

3. When avoidance or preservation of an archaeological site or historic structure is proposed as a form
of mitigation, a program detailing how such long-term avoidance or preservation is assured will be
developed and approved prior to conditional approval.

4. In areas of potential but unknown sensitivity, field surveys prior to grading will be required to establish
the need for paleontologic monitoring.

5. Projects requiring grading plans that are located in areas of known fossil occurrences, or demonstrated
in a field survey to have fossils present, will have all rough grading (cuts greater than 3 feet) monitored
by trained paleontologic crews working under the direction of a qualified professional, so that fossils
exposed during grading can be recovered and preserved. Fossils include large and small vertebrate
fossils, the latter recovered by screen washing of bulk samples.

6. A report of findings with an itemized accession inventory will be prepared as evidence that monitoring
has been successfully completed. A preliminary report will be submitted and approved prior to
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granting of building permits, and a final report will be submitted and approved prior to granting of 
occupancy permits. The adequacy of paleontologic reports will be determined in consultation with 
the Curator of Earth Science, San Bernardino County Museum.  

Policy CO 3.5 Ensure that important cultural resources are avoided or minimized to protect Native 
American beliefs and traditions.  

1. Consistent with SB 18, as well as possible mitigation measures identified through the CEQA process,
the County will work and consult with local tribes to identify, protect and preserve “traditional cultural
properties” (TCPs). TCPs include both manmade sites and resources as well as natural landscapes that
contribute to the cultural significance of areas.

2. The County will protect confidential information concerning Native American cultural resources with
internal procedures, per the requirements of SB 922, an addendum to SB 18. The purpose of SB 922
is to exempt cultural site information from public review as provided for in the Public Records Act.
Information provided by tribes to the County shall be considered confidential or sacred.

3. The County will work in good faith with the local tribes, developers/applicants and other parties if the
local affected tribes request the return of certain Native American artifacts from private development
projects. The developer is expected to act in good faith when considering the local tribe’s request for
artifacts. Artifacts not desired by the local tribe will be placed in a qualified repository as established
by the California State Historical Resources Commission. If no facility is available, then all artifacts will
be donated to the local tribe.

4. The County will work with the developer of any “gated community” to ensure that the Native
Americans are allowed future access, under reasonable conditions, to view and/or visit known sites
within the “gated community.” If a site is identified within a gated community project, and preferably
preserved as open space, the development will be conditioned by the County allow future access to
Native Americans to view and/or visit that site.

5. Because contemporary Native Americans have expressed concern over the handling of the remains
of their ancestors, particularly with respect to archaeological sites containing human burials or
cremations, artifacts of ceremonial or spiritual significance, and rock art, the following actions will be
taken when decisions are made regarding the disposition of archaeological sites that are the result of
prehistoric or historic Native American cultural activity:

a. The Native American Heritage Commission and local reservation, museum, and other concerned
Native American leaders will be notified in writing of any proposed evaluation or mitigation
activities that involve excavation of Native American archaeological sites, and their comments and
concerns solicited.

b. The concerns of the Native American community will be fully considered in the planning process.

c. If human remains are encountered during grading and other construction excavation, work in the
immediate vicinity will cease and the County Coroner will be contacted pursuant to the state
Health and Safety Code.

d. In the event that Native American cultural resources are discovered during project development
and/or construction, all work in the immediate vicinity of the find will cease and a qualified
archaeologist meeting U.S. Secretary of the Interior standards will be hired to assess the find.
Work on the overall project may continue during this assessment period.

e. If Native American cultural resources are discovered, the County will contact the local tribe. If
requested by the tribe, the County will, in good faith, consult on the discovery and its disposition
with the tribe.
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TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM 

Date: March 30, 2021 

To: California State Lands Commission 

From: Lauren DeOliveira, M.S., RPA, Elliot D’Antin, B.A., and James Allan, PhD, RPA 

Subject: Supplemental Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment for the Stagecoach Solar Project- 
Underground Gen-Tie Alternative Route 

This memo provides the results of a cultural resources records search and intensive pedestrian field survey 
completed by Aspen Environmental Group (Aspen) for the Underground Gen-Tie Alternative Route for the 
Stagecoach Solar Project (Project). 

The study described herein was performed to determine the presence or absence of cultural resources in 
the Project area and a surrounding 1-mile radius. The study consisted of a search of the California 
Historical Resources Information System’s (CHRIS) cultural resources records, and a pedestrian survey of 
the approximately 42.36-acre project site located in the central portion of San Bernardino County, 
California. The Project area is located entirely within San Bernardino County’s Right-of-Way (Figure 1). 

Project Description 

The Project proposes to construct and operate a solar farm which would generate up to 200 megawatts 
(MW) of solar energy using photovoltaic (PV) and battery storage technologies. This report documents 
the results of a supplemental record search and pedestrian survey needed for the Project’s underground 
gen-tie alternative route.  

Location and Setting 

The Project is located in the central portion of San Bernardino County within North Lucerne Valley, approx-

imately 15 miles south of the City of Barstow and 12 miles northwest of the unincorporated community 

of Lucerne Valley. It would be located east of Interstate 15, south of Interstate 40, and about 1.5 miles west 

of State Route (SR) 247/Barstow Road. Sidewinder Mountain is located to the west, Stoddard Ridge is 

located to the north, and both Goat Mountain and West Ord Mountain are located to the east. Generally, 

the Underground Gen-Tie Alternative Route follows established, graded dirt roads, but when necessary, 

follows parallel and adjacent roads within CA State Property. 

Regulatory Framework 

Laws, ordinances, regulations, and standards on federal, state, and local levels seek to protect and manage 
cultural resources. The Project is not located on federally owned or managed lands, which precludes the 
evaluation of the Project under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. Applicable State of 
California regulations include the CEQA PRC Sections 21000 et seq., Section 5024, Section 5024.5; Cali-
fornia Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Chapter 3, Sections 15000 et seq.); and AB 52.  
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Figure 1. Project Location 
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Environmental Setting 

The location of the Underground Gen-Tie Alternative Route is typical of the Mohave Desert ecology, with 
minimal precipitation, low humidity, wide diurnal temperature ranges, high mean summer temperatures, 
and strong seasonal winds. This climate supports a healthy Creosote Bush Scrub community that is well 
established in and around the Project area. Notable flora seen within North Lucerne Valley that would 
have been of interest to Native Americans includes: Cottontop Cactus (Echinocactus polycephalus); Hedge-
hog Cactus (Echinocactus engelmanii); Branched Pencil Cholla (Cylindropuntie ramosissima); Wiggins 
Cholla (Cylindropuntie echinocarpa); Beavertail Cactus (Optunia basilaris var. basilaris); Chia Sage (Salvia 
Columbariae); Creosote Bush (Larrea divaricate); Desert Mariposa Lily – with orange flowers (Calochortus 
kennedyi); Nevada Jointfir (Ephedra nevadensis); Joshua Tree (Yucca brevifolia); Mojave Yucca, AKA 
Spanish Bayonet (Yucca schidigera); Prunus (Desert Peach); Saltbush (Atriplex polycarpa). 

This Creosote Bush Scrub community, in turn, supports a variety of small to medium sized mammals, 
reptiles, and Bighorn Sheep. Desert Wood Rats (Neotoma lepida), Black Tailed Jackrabbits (Lepus cali-
fornicus), and ground squirrels (Spermophilus mohavensis) were frequently seen. All three of these small 
mammal species would have been important sources of meat for the local Native American population 
(Sutton 1989). Rabbits were also an important source of furs to make winter clothing and other items 
(Yoder et al. 2005). 

Local residents attest to frequently seeing Desert Tortoise in the valley floor, and Big Horn Sheep are still 
occasionally seen in the local mountains. These species, as well as the occasional deer and Pronghorn, 
were also present in the Project area in the past. Native use of Desert Tortoise is discussed in Schneider 
and Dickenson (1989). 

The Underground Gen-tie Alternative Route is wholly located within the alluvial deposits of North Lucerne 
Valley, consisting of Holocene and latest Pleistocene sediments. 

Cultural Setting 

Three elements of the cultural setting are important for understanding the cultural resources present in 
the Project area. These are the prehistoric, ethnographic, and historic records. The Prehistoric overview 
summarizes the era prior to European contact (locally post AD 1771), while the Ethnographic overview 
summarizes information regarding the Native American inhabitants of the region, as understood through 
historical accounts and information given to anthropologists by Native Americans. The below information 
is summarized from the detailed prehistoric, ethnographic, and historic contexts found in Macko et al. 
(2020). 

Prehistoric Contexts 

Southern California’s desert region has a long history of human occupation. Prehistoric material culture 
within this region has been organized according to periods or patterns that define technological, social, 
economic, and ideological elements. Within these periods, archaeologists have defined a chronology 
specific to the prehistory of the desert region, including the Project area.  

The Mojave Desert region is divided into four major contextual periods; Paleoindian Period, Lake Mojave 
Period, Pinto Period, and the Late Holocene, which includes the Gypsum, Rose Springs, and Late Prehis-
toric complexes. Additional information related to these four periods can be found in the Macko et al. 2020. 
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Ethnohistory 

The tribes that lived in and utilized the Lucerne Valley area were the Desert Serrano (or Vanyume) people. 
The Desert Serrano/Vanyume population was centered around the well-watered Mojave River area, but 
their territory probably included most of the north faces of both the San Bernardino and San Gabriel 
mountains, from as far west as the Elizabeth Lake/Lake Hughes area in Los Angeles County, to as far east 
as Yucaipa Valley in San Bernardino County. 

The Serrano, including the Desert Serrano/Vanyume, Cahuilla, and Tongva all spoke languages that were 
members of the Takic branch of the Northern Uto-Aztecan Language Family. Their neighbors, the Kawaiisu 
(to the northwest) and the Chemehuevi (to the northeast) spoke languages that were members of the 
Numic branch of the Northern Uto-Aztecan Language Family. Golla (2011) notes that the Mountain 
Serrano (Serrano proper) language, “is moderately well documented,” but that little is known about the 
closely related Desert Serrano/Vanyume dialect. “The existing evidence suggests that the Vanyume dialect 
was very close to Serrano, although it seems to have shared some features with Kitanemuk” (Golla 2011).  

Earle (2004) describes the Serrano Clan Territories on the Mojave River in detail. Earle reports (in part) 
that, “J.P. Harrington’s unpublished field notes contain detailed information on the political geography of 
the upper Mojave River and Western Mojave Desert. Harrington’s principal Serrano consultants were 
Santos Manuel, and his son Tomas Manuel. These consultants confirmed the importance of the Mojave 
River corridor to the west of the Project area. 

The Serrano relied on hunting and gathering of plants for subsistence, with the occasional fishing. Both 
large and small mammals were hunted such as deer, antelope, rabbits, small rodents, and various birds 
like quail. Plant staples included seeds like acorns, pinion nuts and chia, bulbs, blooms, tubers, and roots 
of various plants like berries, yucca, barrel cactus, and mesquite. It is noted that fire was used as a 
management tool to increase the yields of certain plants (Bean and Smith 1978; Bean and Vane 1982). 

The Serrano lived in rounded dwellings, domed structures with tule thatching built over an excavated 
area. These structures were built with fire pits and primarily served as sleeping areas with tule mats. The 
majority of the daily norm was conducted outdoors under square ramadas, or in the open. 

The Serrano artifact assemblage is similar to that of the neighboring Cahuilla and includes musical instru-
ments such as rattles and flutes; utensils and ornaments such as fire drills, mortars, metates, pipes, beads, 
awls, and projectile points from wood, shell, bone, and stone. The Serrano were talented pottery and basket 
makers. Baskets were often made of deergrass, and yucca fibers. Their pots were made of coiled clay 
smoothed out with a paddle and set in the sun to dry before being fired in a pit. The brownware pottery 
was sometimes decorated with circular designs and lines in either red or black (Bean and Smith 1978). 

The Serrano were also known for their petroglyphs. Abstract and geometric designs are often seen with 
representational figures of sheep, lizards and human beings. Some state that their petroglyphs were records 
of important events, rough maps, and artistic representations of native life. 

Historic Contexts 

Introduction 

This summary of the in depth Historical Context Statement presented in Macko et al. 2020, includes the 
Project area, and a greater Lucerne Valley region that includes Big Bear and Holcomb Valley on the south, 
Barstow on the north, Victorville on the west, and Old Woman Springs to the east. The larger geographic 
region has a complex history extending back to the mid-1850s represented by a variety of built environ-
ment features that include ranches and homesteads, single family homes, residential tracts, barns and 
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sheds, and commercial properties. Significant historic architectural styles represented include Pioneer, 
Craftsman, and Adobe. Much of the architecture represented throughout Lucerne Valley is, however, of 
a much more prosaic nature that includes the vernacular and builder/contractor architectural styles. 
Linear features of interest that are found across the Lucerne Valley region include wagon roads, railroads, 
high-voltage transmission lines, powerlines, pipelines, telephone lines, freeways and highways, county 
roads, local roads, and various flood control channels. Interesting historic features identified within the 
much smaller Project area include early springs, homesteads and ranches, mines and mining roads, historic 
county roads and state highways, WW-II bombing ranges, and various transmission lines and pipelines.  

Sources consulted include but are not limited to the following. 

 Previously prepared background historical data taken from reports prepared by and approved by 
various State and local agencies. 

 Historic maps ranging in age from the mid-1850s to the mid-1950s detailing the Project Area and the 
larger Lucerne Valley region. 

 Historic and detailed early twentieth century descriptions of the Project area and/or region. 
 Historic newspapers articles detailing specific points in time for the Project area. 
 Personal accounts of Lucerne Valley residents. 

American Period Historical Summary (1848-Present) 

The American Period is generally defined here as beginning in 1848 following the Treaty of Guadalupe-
Hidalgo and extending to the present. The areas of interest in the American Period can be summarized as 
exploration, transportation, early settlement, water supply, mining, cattle ranching, and homesteading 
and agriculture. Additional research conducted by Aspen staff has identified several additional areas of 
interest, including military history and the establishment of bombing ranges in the vicinity of North 
Lucerne Valley. These general areas of interest are summarized as: 

 Prehistory and Exploration to the Dawn of the Age of Railroads 
 Transportation: Wagon Roads, Railroads, Highways, Local Roads, and Other Linear Features 
 Mining 
 Agriculture (Cattle Ranching and Homesteading) 
 The Role of Government (Federal, State, and Local) 
 Military 

Methods 

Cultural Resources Record Search and Pedestrian Survey 

A cultural resources record search was conducted by the staff at the California Historical Resources Infor-
mation System (CHRIS) South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) at California State University, 
Fullerton, California, on February 12, 2021. The SCCIC is the official repository for all cultural resources 
site records and reports for San Bernardino County. The SCCIC records search results are presented in the 
results section below.  

Records Search Results 

The record search identified fifty-seven previously recorded cultural resources and thirteen archaeological 
studies within the 1-mile records search area. Of these, five previously recorded resources, and one 
archaeological study are located within or encompassed the Project area and are shown in bold below 
(Tables 1 and 2).  
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Table 1. Previous Studies Conducted within 1 Mile of the Project 
Studies located within the Project area are shown in BOLD. 

SCCIC  
Report 

No. Authors 
Report 
Date Title Company 

SB-00614 Fowler, Don D., 
Elizabeth Budy, 
Dennis Desart, 

Joyce Banth, And 
Alma Smith 

1978 Final Report: Class II Cultural Resources 
Field Sampling Inventory Along Proposed 

IPP Transmission Line Corridors, Utah- 
Nevada-California 

Desert Research Institute, 
University of Nevada, Reno 

SB-02257 Bureau of Land 
Management 

1988 Archaeological Sites of the California 
Desert Area (Calico, Kramer, Stoddard, 
Johnson, Morongo, Twentynine Palms) 

Transect Forms 

BLM 

SB-04466 Fulton, Phil 2004 Cultural Resources Assessment: Cingular 
Wireless Facility NO. SB 327-03, San 

Bernardino County, CA. 19PP 

LSA 

SB-05579 Leftwich, Brent, 
Mark Neal, and 
Craig Woodman 

2005 Deteriorated Pole Replacement Project 
Archaeological Survey of Five Pole 

Locations on the Rabbit 12kv, Camprock 
33kv, And Cushenbury 33kv, Transmission 
Lines, San Bernardino County, California 

URS 

SB-06320 Leftwich, Brent, 
Mark Neal, and 
Craig Woodman 

2010 Class III Cultural Resources Technical 
Report for the Granite Mountain Wind 
Energy Project, San Bernardino County, 

California. 

URS 

SB-06320 Woodman, Craig 2011 Supplemental Class III Archaeological 
Survey of a Redundant Fiber Optic Line 
for the Granite Mountain Wind Energy 

Project, San Bernardino County, CA 

URS 

SB-06512 Backes, Clarus, 
Jessica DeBusk, 
and John Dietler 

2009 Cultural Resources Survey for the Lucerne 
Valley PV Solar Project, San Bernardino 

County, California. 

SWCA 

SB-07020 Woodman, Craig 2011 Supplemental Class III Archaeological 
Survey of a Redundant Fiber Optic Line 
for the Granite Mountain Wind Energy 

Project, San Bernardino County, CA 

URS 

SB-07273 Orfila, 
Rebecca S. 

2011 Archaeological Survey for the Southern 
California Edison Company: GRM Project 
in Lucerne, CA (2012 WCR Rabbit 12kV-

BLF Addition: IO 319221/TD520570; 
RSOC CWA-210. 

RSO Consulting 

SB-07366 Winslow, Diane 
and Sherri 
Andrews 

2013 Class III Inventory for the Granite Wind 
Energy Telecommunication Lines Granite 

Mountain, Gentie Line and Jasper 
Substation Interconnection Projects, 
San Bernardino County, California. 

ASM Affiliates, Inc. 

SB-07984 Stanton, Patrick 
B., Kenneth M. 

Becker, Mark Q. 
Sutton, and 

Karen K. Swope 

2015 Class III Cultural Resource Inventory of 
the Line 4000 Anomaly Digs Project, 
San Bernardino County, California 

Statistical Research, Inc. 

SB-08217 Roland, Jennifer 2015 Phase I Investigation for the Verizon 
Wireless Meander Tower Installation 

Project, 

NWB Environmental 
Services, LLC 

SB-08248 Roland, Jennifer 2015 Lucerne Valley, San Bernardino County, 
California. 

NWB Environmental 
Services, LLC 
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The five previously recorded resources within the Project area are all historic-era roads that have been 
previously evaluated and recommended as not eligible for the CRHR. Four of these resources (P-36-
24190, P-36-24246, P-36-24248, and P-36-27410) have been relocated and discussed in Macko et al. 
2020, and thus not discussed further as part of this report.  

Table 2. Previously Recorded Cultural Resources within 1 Mile of the Project 
Resources located within the Project area are shown in BOLD. 

Primary 
Number Trinomial 

Resource 
Name Age Description Recorded By 

P-36-002145 CA-SBR-002145 Lucerne 
Dry Lake 

Prehistoric Village, 
destroyed 

1940 (SMITH); 
2018 (Diane Winslow, 

ASM Affiliates) 

P-36-002336 CA-SBR-002336H N/A Multicompon
ent 

homestead, w/ 
1 CCS flake 

1977 (DE SART); 
2013 (M. O'Neill, 

Pacific Legacy) 

P-36-002337 CA-SBR-002337H 4 SB S40 Historic Homestead 1977 (DE SART); 
2013 (M. O'Neill, 

Pacific Legacy) 

P-36-003750 CA-SBR-003750 N/A Prehistoric Bedrock 
metates/ 

milling slicks 

1979 (Gerrit Fenega) 

P-36-014876 CA-SBR-013115H SCE 220-Kv 
North 

Transmission 
Line; Hoover-
Chino No. 1 

Historic Transmission 
line 

2008 (K. Erickson, 
URS Corporation); 

2010 (Kristen Erickson, URS); 
2011 (Joshua Trampler, SRI); 

2011 (J. Trampier, SRI); 
2011 (J. Trampier, 

S. Kremkau,
Statistical Research); 

2011 (D. Winslow and 
S. Andrews, ASM Affiliates);

2012 (Wendy L. Tinsley,
Pacific Legacy); 

2013 (E. Gingerich, 
Far Western); 

2014 (K. A. Crawford, Michael 
Brandman Associates); 

2015 (Matthew Hyland, SRI); 
2017 (Shannon Davis, ASM); 
2018 (Shannon Davis, ASM); 
2018; 2019 (J. Spidell, Kautz) 

P-36-014928 CA-SBR-013156H N/A Historic 2 rock cairns 2014 (D. Trout, R. Brierty, 
J. Harrison, S. Lewis,

M. O’Neill, Pacific Legacy, Inc) 

P-36-014943 N/A N/A Historic Isolated 
beverage can 

2009 (Espada, URS) 

P-36-014947 N/A N/A Historic Isolated 
hole-in-top, 
condensed 

milk. 

2009 (Espanada) 

P-36-021160 CA-SBR-013657H LV-S1 Historic Concrete 
foundations 

and associated 
features for 
agriculture/ 

irrigation 

2009 (SWCA); 
2016 (Dudek) 
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Table 2. Previously Recorded Cultural Resources within 1 Mile of the Project 
Resources located within the Project area are shown in BOLD. 

Primary 
Number Trinomial 

Resource 
Name Age Description Recorded By 

P-36-021161 CA-SBR-013658H LV-S2 Prehistoric Wooden poles 
and concrete 
troughs for 
agriculture 

2009 (King Covert; 
Sherman Hares, SWCA); 

2016 (Dudek) 

P-36-021163 N/A N/A Prehistoric Isolated 
metate 

fragment 

2009 (King Covert; 
Sherman Hares, SWCA) 

P-36-021164 N/A N/A Prehistoric Isolated 
chert flake 

2009 (King Covert; 
Sherman Hares, SWCA) 

P-36-021165 N/A N/A Prehistoric Isolated 
proximal 

portion of a 
basalt, biface 

2009 (King Covert; 
Sherman Hares, SWCA) 

P-36-021166 N/A LV-I4 Prehistoric Isolated 
basalt flake 

2009 (Covert et al., SWCA 
Environmental Consultants) 

P-36-021167 N/A N/A Prehistoric Isolated 
granitic, 
metate 

2009 (King Covert; 
Sherman Hares, SWCA) 

P-36-021168 N/A N/A Prehistoric Isolated 
chert flake 

2009 (King Covert; 
Sherman Hares, SWCA) 

P-36-021200 CA-SBR-013662H URS 1-B Historic Possible 
prospect pit 

w/ refuse 
artifacts 

2010 (Whitney Wilkinson; 
Brent Leftwich, URS); 
2011 (D. Winslow and 

S. Andrews, ASM Affiliates); 
2013 (M. O'Neill,
Pacific legacy); 

2018 (Diane Winslow, 
ASM Affiliates) 

P-36-021201 CA-SBR-013663H URS-2B Historic Well head 2010 (Whitney Wilkinson; 
Brent Leftwich, URS); 

2012 (M. O'Neill, 
Pacific legacy, Inc); 

2018 (Dudek) 

P-36-021202 N/A ISO-1B Prehistoric Isolated red, 
chert, bifacial 
thinning flake 

2010 (Whitney Wilkinson; 
Brent Leftwich, URS); 

2018 (A. Pham, Dudek) 

P-36-024156 CA-SBR-015341H SRI-64 Historic Single-lane 
dirt road 

2011 (S Kremkau, SRI); 
2012 (L. Schrader, 

Pacific Legacy); 
2016 (Nara Cox and 
Karolina Chmiel, ICF) 

P-36-024157 CA-SBR-015342H SRI-67 Historic Road segment 2011 (S Kremkau, SRI); 
2018 (Dudek) 

P-36-024158 CA-SBR-015343H N/A Historic Road 2011 (S Kremkau, SRI) 

P-36-024164 CA-SBR-015349H N/A Historic Two-track, 
dirt road 

2011 (Kremkau) 

P-36-024165 CA-SBR-015350H N/A Historic Two-track, 
dirt road 

2011 (Kremkau) 
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Table 2. Previously Recorded Cultural Resources within 1 Mile of the Project 
Resources located within the Project area are shown in BOLD. 

Primary 
Number Trinomial 

Resource 
Name Age Description Recorded By 

P-36-024189 CA-SBR-015374H SRI-1071 Historic Unpaved, dirt 
road and GLO 

benchmark 

2011 (Kremkau, S.,  
Statistical Research, Inc.); 

2012 (L. Schrader,  
Pacific Legacy) 

P-36-024190 CA-SBR-015375H SRI-1072 Historic Structure, Site 2011 (S Kremkau, SRI); 
2013 (M. O'Neill,  

Pacific Legacy, Inc); 
2018 

P-36-024195 CA-SBR-015380H Blake 
Street 

Historic Two-track, 
dirt road. 

2011 (Kremkau); 2013 (Pacific 
Legacy Inc); 2018 (Dudek) 

P-36-024204 CA-SBR-015389H Northside 
Road 

Historic Road 2011 (S. Kremkau, Statistical 
Research, Inc.); 2018 

P-36-024223 CA-SBR-015408H Algoman Rd, 
Brucite Rd, 
Johnson Rd 

Historic Dirt Road 2011 (Kremkau, S., Statistical 
Research, Inc.); 2013 

(B. Webster, Pacific Legacy) 

P-36-024224 CA-SBR-015409H Chuckwalla 
Road 

Historic Road and can 
scatter 

2011 (S Kremkau, SRI); 
2012 (M. O'Neill,  
Pacific Legacy); 

2015 (Patrick Stanton, SRI); 
2016; 2018 

P-36-024225 CA-SBR-015410H SRI-3024 Historic Refuse scatter 2011 (S Kremkau, SRI); 
2018 

P-36-024231 CA-SBR-015416H N/A Two-track, 
dirt road 

2011 (Kremkau) 

P-36-024245 CA-SBR-015430H SRI-4676 Historic Unpaved road 2011 (S Kremkau, SRI); 
2018;  

2018 (Shannon Davis, ASM) 

P-36-024246 CA-SBR-015431H SRI-4708 Historic Dirt road 
and USGS 

benchmark 

2011 (S. Kremkau, SRI); 
2013 (M. O'Neill,  

Pacific Legacy) 

P-36-024247 CA-SBR-015432H SRI-4713 Historic Dirt road 2011 (S. Kremkau, SRI); 
2013 (M. O'Neill,  

Pacific legacy) 

P-36-024248 CA-SBR-015433H Lucerne 
Valley 
Cutoff 

Historic Dirt road 2011 (S. Kremkau,  
Statistical Research); 

2013 (M. O'Neill,  
Pacific Legacy); 

2014 (J. Lev-Tov,  
Statistical Research) 

P-36-025668 CA-SBR-025668 N/A Historic Single, granitic 
rock alignment 

2013 (D. Winslow and 
S. Andrews,  

ASM Affiliates, Inc.,) 

P-36-025669 CA-SBR-016200H N/A Historic Mining features 
and artifact 

concentrations 

2013 (D. Winslow and S. 
Andrews, ASM Affiliates) 

P-36-027410 CA-SBR-017863H Barstow Road / 
State Route 247; 

SRI-1105;  
PL-LUGO-BRK-025 

Historic Road 2013 (M. O’Neill, 
Pacific Legacy, Inc.); 

2014 (Justin Lev-Tov, SRI); 
2015 (Patrick Stanton, SRI); 

2018 
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Table 2. Previously Recorded Cultural Resources within 1 Mile of the Project 
Resources located within the Project area are shown in BOLD. 

Primary 
Number Trinomial 

Resource 
Name Age Description Recorded By 

P-36-027880 CA-SBR-017374H PL-CWLTP-
MMO-086 

Historic Refuse 
scatter 

2014 (T. Fuerstenberg, 
Pacific Legacy, Inc.); 

2018 (Diane Winslow, ASM) 

P-36-028149 CA-SBR-017557H PL-SOK- 
LNS-027 

Historic Foundation 
and refuse 

scatter 

2012 (M. O’Neill, 
Pacific Legacy, Inc.); 

2018 (Diane Winslow, ASM) 

P-36-028356 CA-SBR-028356H SRI-21 Historic Dirt road 2015 (Patrick B. Stanton, SRI) 

P-36-028365 CA-SBR-028365H Meridian 
Road 

Historic Two-tack 
dirt road 

2015 (Patrick B. Stanton, SRI); 
2018 

P-36-028417 N/A IO-19 Historic Isolate: 
beverage can 
and sanitary 

food can 

2015 (Patrick B. Stanton, SRI) 

P-36-028418 N/A IO-20 Historic Isolate: 
beverage can 

and metal pale 

2015 (Patrick B. Stanton, SRI) 

P-36-029774 N/A OM-PK-004 Historic Homestead 2016 (PK Sharpe-Garcia, 
Dudek) 

P-36-029775 CA-SBR-029775H OM-PK-009 Historic 4 concrete 
troughs and a 

well head 

2016 (Dudek) 

P-36-029899 N/A ICF-CAL-001 Prehistoric Isolated 
gray banded, 
secondary, 

obsidian flake 

2016 (N. Cox, ICF 
International) 

P-36-029901 N/A ICF-CAL-02 Historic Homestead 
and unrelated 
refuse dump 

2016 (N. Cox,  
ICF International); 

2018 (A. Pham, Dudek); 
2018 

P-36-032692 CA-SBR-032692H ELM-SJM-92 Historic Refuse scatter 2017 (S. Moore, ASM) 

P-36-032693 CA-SBR-032693H ELM-SJM-93 Historic Refuse scatter 2017 (S. Moore, ASM) 

P-36-032694 CA-SBR-032694H ELM-SJM-94 Historic Refuse scatter 2017 (S. Moore, ASM) 

P-36-033009 CA-SBR-033009H CS-S-5 Historic Refuse scatter 2018 (A. Pham, Dudek) 

P-36-033010 CA-SBR-033010/H CS-S-7 Multi-
component 

Refuse deposit 
and 1 white 
chert flake 

2018 (A. Pham, Dudek) 

P-36-033016 N/A CS-I-4 Prehistoric Isolated, 
coarse-grained, 

black, basalt 
projectile point 
characteristic 

of Lake Mohave 
projectile 

points 

2018 (A. Pham, Dudek) 

P-36-061200 N/A ISOL-SO-3 Prehistoric Isolated, 
basalt flake 

1990 (GLOVER et al., Far 
Western Anthropological 

Research Group, Inc) 

P-36-061201 N/A ISOL-SO-4 Historic Isolate: 4 
Prince Albert 
Tobacco Tins 

1990 (L. Glover et al., 
Far Western); 
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Survey Results 

Aspen archaeologists surveyed the Project area on March 9, 12, 15, 2021, closely examining all exposed 
ground surfaces and nearby soil exposures. The survey team remained within the County Right-of-Way 
(ROW) when conducting the survey for the underground gen-tie alternative and did not venture into 
private property. Aspen’s intensive pedestrian survey was conducted using systematic, parallel transects 
spaced no more than 15 meters apart within the Project area, but typically 5 to 10 meters apart. The 
variation in transect width is related to the varying width of the County ROW. The entire Project area was 
intensively surveyed as the ground visibility was quite high, above 95% visible (Figures 2 through 5). For 
prehistoric resources, surveyors examined the ground surface searching visually for evidence of cultural 
material, which typically includes fragments of economically important stone materials used in the 
production of cutting and hunting tools (e.g., chert, rhyolite, quartzite, obsidian), stone tools used for 
grinding/pounding plants or animals (e.g.,  metates, manos, pestles, bedrock milling surfaces), evidence of 
rock art, remains of dietary materials that may have been consumed in the past (e.g., fragments of bone), 
and features such as shelters and trails.  

For historic resources the ground surfaces were scanned for sites and items related to the historic contexts 
referenced above, such as aged roadbeds, property markers, standing or fallen wooden posts/fencing, 
structural remains of buildings, cairns, wells, irrigation systems, prospects, metal or tin debris (e.g., tin 
cans, abandoned machinery or vehicles), and any other historic feature or structure. 

When artifacts or sites were observed, field notes, GPS coordinates, and photographs were taken using 
an Android tablet with ESRI Collector software. Where available, previously recorded site records were 
studied prior to fieldwork and electronic site records were taken into the field on a laptop. When previ-
ously unrecorded cultural resources were encountered, they were designated as a site or isolated occur-
rence, assigned a temporary field number, plotted with the ESRI Collector app with associated field notes. 
Thorough documentation of all resources was done for preparing California Department of Parks and Rec-
reation (DPR) series 523 field recording forms. 

One previously recorded resource, P-36-24223, was relocated during the survey. This resource was last 
updated in 2013. Updated DPR 523 site records were prepared to reflect an extension of this historic-era 
road (Attachment 1 and 2).  

Additionally, four new resources were identified during the survey. The resources were numbered 
sequentially following the last site and isolate temporary numbers provided by Macko et al. 2020. The 
appropriate DPR 523 site records were prepared for each of the four newly identified resources 
(Attachment 1 and 2). A summary of the resources identified and CRHR eligibility recommendations are 
presented below. 

California Register of Historical Resources Evaluation Criteria 

The criteria for determining whether a cultural resource is eligible for inclusion in the California Register 
of Historical Resources (CRHR) is summarized below. A resource is generally considered historically 
significant if it meets the criteria for listing in the CRHR. A resource must meet at least one of the following 
criteria (PRC 5024.1; 14 CCR Section 15064.5[a][3]): 

1. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of Cali-
fornia’s history and cultural heritage. Title 14, CCR Section 4852(b)(1) adds, “is associated with events
that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local or regional history, or the
cultural heritage of California or the United States.”
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Figure 2: Overview of Project alignment. Stoddard Ridge in background. Facing north. 

Figure 3: Overview of Project alignment. Granite Mountains in background. Facing south. 
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Figure 4: Overview of Lucerne Valley, Project area in foreground. Lucerne Lake in background. 
Facing southeast. 
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Figure 5. Survey Coverage Map 
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2. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past. Title 14, CCR Section 4852(b)(2) adds, “is
associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national history.”

3. 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. Title 14, CCR
4852(b)(3) allows a resource to be CRHR eligible if it represents the work of a master.

4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. Title 14, CCR
4852(b)(4) specifies that importance in prehistory or history can be defined at the scale of “the local
area, California, or the nation.

Historical resources must also possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, 
feeling, and association (14 CCR 4852[c]). 

An archaeological artifact, object, or site can also meet CEQA’s definition of a unique archaeological 
resource even if it does not qualify as a historical resource (PRC 21083.2[g]; 14 CCR 15064.5[c][3]). An 
archaeological artifact, object, or site is considered a unique archaeological resource if “it can be clearly 
demonstrated that, without merely adding to the current body of knowledge, there is a high probability 
that it meets any of the following criteria (PRC 21083.2[g]): 

 Contains information needed to answer important scientific research questions and there is a 
demonstrable public interest in that information. 

 Has a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its type or the best available example of 
its type. 

 Is directly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic event or person. 

Identified Resources and CRHR Eligibility Recommendations 

P-36-24223: This resource is described as a historic-era dirt road known as Algoman Ave. It is depicted on
a 1955 topographic map and varies in width, ranging from 7 ft to 28 ft wide. This resource was originally
recorded in 2011 by S. Kremkau of Statistical Research, Inc, and relocated and updated in 2013 by Pacific
Legacy, Inc. Aspen’s archaeologists relocated this resource as part of the March 2021 survey, noting the
road to be in the same condition as previously recorded in 2013. However, Aspen’s updated site record
includes an extension of the resource north of Barstow Road approximately 1.05 miles, to where it meets
with an existing east to west trending road, known as Laurjoe Street, then trends west for 0.12 miles. This
resource is also extended approximately 0.4 miles south of Barstow road where it meets with Spinel
Street, then trends east approximately 0.16 miles crossing over Barstow road and terminating at the
intersection of No End Road. No historic buildings, structures, or objects can be seen on historical imagery
along this alignment, nor were any resources associated with this road identified during the 2021 field
effort.

CRHR Recommendation 

P-36-24223 was previously evaluated and recommended not eligible for the CRHR by Pacific Legacy, Inc.
in 2013. At the inventory level, P-36-24223 appears to be a ubiquitous dirt road that cannot be linked to
a significant event or important person in state, regional, or local history, and is recommended not eligible
under CRHR criteria 1 or 2. This resource is of common construction and does not represent the work of
a master or embody any distinctive characteristics and is recommended not eligible under Criterion 3.
Lastly, no archaeological deposits are associated with this resource and additional research is unlikely to
yield additional information important in prehistory or history and it is recommended not eligible under
Criterion 4. Therefore, Aspen concurs with Pacific Legacy’s recommendation of ineligibility.
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3380-32: This resource is described as a 1953 Geological Survey Marker placed in a rectangular concrete 
block that utilized locally sourced gravel as aggregate, the most common marker. These types of markers 
were used in triangulation surveys starting in the 1900s. 

CRHR Recommendation 

Geologic survey markers are ubiquitous across the desert area in particular, and across the United States 
as a whole. While these markers laid the groundwork for map making, their commonality precludes their 
linkage to a significant event or important person in state, regional, or local history. 3380-32 is 
recommended as not eligible under CRHR criteria 1 or 2. This resource represents the most common type 
of marker and additional research would not yield important information in prehistory or history and is 
recommended as not eligible under criteria 3 or 4. Therefore, 3380-32 is recommended not eligible for 
listing on the CRHR. 

3380-33: This recorded resource is a vertical pipe measuring 2 5/8-in. wide, and 5.5 ft. tall. The pipe is 
cemented to the ground in a circular footing measuring 18-in. in diameter. It is possible this resource is a 
historic-era well cap with no associated artifacts, features, or subsurface deposits.  

CRHR Recommendation 

3380-33 appears to be a historic-era well cap, which are common in this region, with no associated fea-
tures, artifacts, or subsurface deposits. At the inventory level, this resources cannot be linked to a signifi-
cant event or important person in state, regional, or local history, and is recommended as not eligible 
under CRHR criteria 1 or 2. This resource is of common construction and does not represent the work of 
a master or embody any distinctive characteristics and is recommended as not eligible under Criterion 3. 
Lastly, no archaeological deposits or features are associated with this resource and further research is 
unlikely to yield additional information important in prehistory or history and it is recommended as not 
eligible under Criterion 4. Therefore, 3380-33 is recommended not eligible for the CRHR.

3380-34: This resource is an unnamed graded, two-track, dirt road traveling northwest-southeast from 
Barstow Road to a nearby well at the southwestern terminus of the Sidewinder Mountains where the road 
would have intersected with Johnson Road and on to Apple Valley. However, the recorded portion is only 
38.6 feet in length and 10 feet wide on CA property, since entering into private property was not allowed 
during this survey. Although, not depicted on any historic maps, this resource is faintly visible on a 1952 
aerial photograph (UCSB 2021).  

CRHR Recommendation 

Historic-era roads leading to mines or wells are common in this region, and at the inventory level, 3380-
34 appears to be an unnamed ubiquitous dirt road that cannot be linked to a significant event or important 
person in state, regional, or local history, and is recommended as not eligible under CRHR criteria 1 or 2. 
This resource is of common construction and does not represent the work of a master or embody any 
distinctive characteristics and is not eligible under Criterion 3. Lastly, no archaeological deposits or historic 
features are associated with this resource and additional research is unlikely to yield additional 
information important in prehistory or history and is recommended as not eligible under Criterion 4. 
Therefore, 3380-34 is recommended not eligible for the CRHR. 

3380-ISO-04: This resource is a prehistoric isolated secondary flake from brownish chalcedony. The flake 
is approximately 2.5cm long x 1.5cm wide x 0.5cm thick.  
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CRHR Recommendation 

Isolated resources, by nature, are not eligible for the CRHR because these resources likely have been 
removed from their context and cannot be linked to important events or persons significant in state, 
regional, or local history. This isolate in particular does not represent the work of a master nor is it 
considered a unique archaeological resource per CEQA. Also, it is unlikely additional research would yield 
important information to prehistory or history. Therefore, 3380-ISO-04 is recommended not eligible for 
the CRHR. 

Conclusion and Recommendations 

The cultural resources record search and intensive pedestrian survey identified a total of five resources 
within the Project area (one previously recorded and four newly identified resources). All five resources 
have been recommended not eligible for the CRHR. Therefore, the Project will not impact known historical 
resources and no additional archaeological investigations are recommended.  

In the event that unexpected cultural materials are encountered during future construction or 
maintenance activities, Aspen recommends the following: 

1. Inadvertent Discovery of Cultural Resources. A professional archaeologist meeting the Secretary of
Interior qualifications should be available on call to identify and evaluate previously unidentified cul-
tural resources discovered during construction activities. Upon inadvertent discovery of a potential
resource, avoidance measures will be implemented by construction crews and may include halting
construction work within 100 feet of the find and directing construction away from the discovery until
the archaeologist assesses the significance of the resource. The archaeologist will consult with the
appropriate responsible public agency regarding necessary plans for treatment of the find(s), and for
the evaluation and mitigation of impacts if the finds are thought to be potentially eligible for the CRHR
or may qualify as a unique archaeological resource under CEQA Section 21083.2.

2. Inadvertent Discovery of Human Remains. In the event that human remains, or potential human
remains are discovered, construction activities within 100-feet of the find shall be immediately halted.
The construction Project Manager shall immediately notify the appropriate responsible public agency
and the County Coroner. The County Coroner will make a determination as to the origin of the remains
and, if determined to be of Native American origin, will contact the Native American Heritage Com-
mission (NAHC) by telephone within 24 hours. If the remains are not of Native American origin, the
County Coroner will make a determination as to the disposition of the remains. Once contacted by
the County Coroner, the NAHC shall immediately identify and notify the Most Likely Descendant
(MLD). The MLD has 48 hours to make recommendations to the landowner for treatment or disposi-
tion of the human remains. If the descendant does not make recommendations within 48 hours, the
appropriate responsible public agency shall reinter the remains in an area of the property secure from
further disturbance. If the responsible public agency does not accept the descendant’s recommenda-
tions, the appropriate responsible public agency or the descendant may request mediation by the
NAHC. Construction may continue once compliance with all relevant sections of the California Health
and Safety Code have been addressed and authorization to proceed is issued by the County Coroner
and the responsible public agency.
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