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Criterion 3: The refuse scatter does not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region,
or method of construction, nor does it represent the work of a master or possess high artistic values. Thus,
the resource is recommended ineligible under Criterion 3.

Criterion 4: The data potential of the refuse scatter is exhausted by this documentation. Available
information does not indicate any further potential to yield information important to the prehistory or
history of the community, state, or nation; therefore, the resource is recommended ineligible under
Criterion 4.

In conclusion, this resource is not eligible for listing in the California Register and is not a historical
resource as defined by PRC Section 15064.5(a) or a unique archaeological resource as defined by PRC
Section 21083.2(g).

6.31 AVLC3-018H

The historic-period refuse scatter does not appear to be eligible for listing in the California Register under
any criteria.

Criterion 1: This site is located on an undeveloped parcel, with no known historical associations. Research
has not revealed any significant events in national, state, regional, or local history associated with the site.
The site does not appear to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register under Criterion 1.

Criterion 2: This refuse scatter, which appears to be the result of opportunistic roadside dumping, cannot
be associated with any specific individual or group. Therefore, the site is recommended ineligible under
Criterion 2.

Criterion 3: The refuse scatter does not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region,
or method of construction, nor does it represent the work of a master or possess high artistic values. Thus,
the resource is recommended ineligible under Criterion 3.

Criterion 4: The data potential of the refuse scatter is exhausted by this documentation. Available
information does not indicate any further potential to yield information important to the prehistory or
history of the community, state, or nation; therefore, the resource is recommended ineligible under
Criterion 4.

In conclusion, this resource is not eligible for listing in the California Register and is not a historical
resource as defined by PRC Section 15064.5(a) or a unique archaeological resource as defined by PRC
Section 21083.2(g).

6.32 AVL(C3-P-001

This prehistoric resource consists of a chipped and ground stone lithic, shell, and faunal bone scatter
covering an area measuring approximately 34 meters north—south by 21 meters east—west. Artifacts
observed included 1 granite ground stone fragment, 1 white CCS biface fragment, 90+ lithic flakes and
shatters (including 7 quartzite tertiary shatters, 7 CCS tertiary flakes, 34 CCS tertiary shatters, 40+ rhyolitic
tertiary flakes), 6 marine shell fragments, and 5 faunal bone fragments.
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Criterion 1: This site is located on an undeveloped parcel, with no known historical associations. Research
has not revealed any significant events in national, state, regional, or local history associated with the site.
The site does not appear to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register under Criterion 1.

Criterion 2: This ephemeral lithic reduction site, which appears to be the result of opportunistic tool
maintenance, cannot be associated with any specific individual or group. Therefore, the site is
recommended ineligible under Criterion 2.

Criterion 3: The lithic scatter does not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or
method of construction, nor does it represent the work of a master or possess high artistic values. Thus,
the resource is recommended ineligible under Criterion 3.

Criterion 4: The resource consists of a varied deposit of shell, faunal bone, and lithics. The site is located
in an area of ephemeral dune hummocks atop well-developed hard pans resulting from water and wind
erosion. The area is a floodplain that is frequently inundated, and these loose surface soils are frequently
moved by wind and water. There is little deposition atop the alkaline hard pan on which the artifacts sit.
Archaeological testing of nearby site CA-LAN-2083 found that because of their recent deposition, these
hummocks are unlikely to contain significant archaeological deposits, and the archaeological deposits do
not extend into the hard pan (Robinson 1993).

However, the artifact density and the relative complexity of this resource, which includes shell, bone, and
lithics, indicate data potential that should be further explored to determine its significance. This resource
has not been demonstrated to yield significant information to the prehistory of the community, but
further investigations may vyield information important to the prehistory or history of the community,
state, or nation. Further work is recommended to determine whether this resource is eligible for inclusion
in the CRHR under Criterion 4.

In conclusion, prior to project construction, a testing plan should be developed and implemented to
determine whether this resource is eligible for listing in the California Register.

6.33 AVL(C3-P-002

This resource consists of an extremely sparse lithic CCS scatter representing an ephemeral lithic reduction
site. Seven pieces of lithic debitage were documented over a 9 meter by 24 meter area.

Criterion 1: This site is located on an undeveloped parcel, with no known historical associations. Research
has not revealed any significant events in national, state, regional, or local history associated with the site.
The site does not appear to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register under Criterion 1.

Criterion 2: This ephemeral lithic reduction site, which appears to be the result of opportunistic tool
maintenance, cannot be associated with any specific individual or group. Therefore, the site is
recommended ineligible under Criterion 2.

Criterion 3: The lithic scatter does not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or
method of construction, nor does it represent the work of a master or possess high artistic values. Thus,
the resource is recommended ineligible under Criterion 3.

Michael Bak
ichael Baker Page 80

INTERNATIONAL



Lancaster Westside Annexation and Specific Plan Project Cultural and Paleontological Resources
Assessment

Criterion 4: The resource consists of a very sparse lithic scatter. The site is located in an area of ephemeral
dune hummocks atop well-developed hard pans resulting from water and wind erosion. The area is a
floodplain that is frequently inundated, and these loose surface soils are frequently moved by wind and
water. There is little deposition atop the alkaline hard pan on which the artifacts sit. Archaeological testing
of nearby site CA-LAN-2083 found that because of their recent deposition, these hummocks are unlikely
to contain significant archaeological deposits, and the archaeological deposits do not extend into the hard
pan (Robinson 1993). The data potential of the lithic scatter is exhausted by this documentation. Available
information does not indicate any further potential to yield information important to the prehistory or
history of the community, state, or nation; therefore, the resource is recommended ineligible under
Criterion 4.

In conclusion, this resource is not eligible for listing in the California Register and is not a historical
resource as defined by PRC Section15064.5(a) or a unique archaeological resource as defined by PRC
Section 21083.2(g).

6.34 AVL(C3-P-003

This prehistoric resource consists of a chipped stone lithic scatter covering an area measuring approximately
17 meters by 49 meters. Artifacts observed included 31 rhyolite and CCS flakes and shatters, and sandstone
fragments that may be a fragmentary abrader.

Criterion 1: This site is located on an undeveloped parcel, with no known historical associations. Research
has not revealed any significant events in national, state, regional, or local history associated with the site.
The site does not appear to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register under Criterion 1.

Criterion 2: This ephemeral lithic reduction site, which appears to be the result of opportunistic tool
maintenance, cannot be associated with any specific individual or group. Therefore, the site is
recommended ineligible under Criterion 2.

Criterion 3: The lithic scatter does not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or
method of construction, nor does it represent the work of a master or possess high artistic values. Thus,
the resource is recommended ineligible under Criterion 3.

Criterion 4: The resource consists of a very sparse lithic scatter. The site is located in an area of ephemeral
dune hummocks atop well-developed hard pans resulting from water and wind erosion. The area is a
floodplain that is frequently inundated, and these loose surface soils are frequently moved by wind and
water. There is little deposition atop the alkaline hard pan on which the artifacts sit. Archaeological testing
of nearby site CA-LAN-2083 found that because of their recent deposition, these hummocks are unlikely
to contain significant archaeological deposits, and the archaeological deposits do not extend into the hard
pan (Robinson 1993). The data potential of the lithic scatter is exhausted by this documentation. Available
information does not indicate any further potential to yield information important to the prehistory or
history of the community, state, or nation; therefore, the resource is recommended ineligible under
Criterion 4.
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In conclusion, this resource is not eligible for listing in the California Register and is not a historical
resource as defined by PRC Section 15064.5(a) or a unique archaeological resource as defined by PRC
Section 21083.2(g).

6.35 AVL(C3-P-004

This resource consists of an extremely sparse lithic CCS and rhyolite scatter representing an ephemeral
lithic reduction site. Five pieces of lithic debitage were documented over a 11.25 meter by 14.4 meter
area.

Criterion 1: This site is located on an undeveloped parcel, with no known historical associations. Research
has not revealed any significant events in national, state, regional, or local history associated with the site.
The site does not appear to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register under Criterion 1.

Criterion 2: This ephemeral lithic reduction site, which appears to be the result of opportunistic tool
maintenance, cannot be associated with any specific individual or group. Therefore, the site is
recommended ineligible under Criterion 2.

Criterion 3: The lithic scatter does not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or
method of construction, nor does it represent the work of a master or possess high artistic values. Thus,
the resource is recommended ineligible under Criterion 3.

Criterion 4: The resource consists of a very sparse lithic scatter. The site is located in an area of ephemeral
dune hummocks atop well-developed hard pans resulting from water and wind erosion. The area is a
floodplain that is frequently inundated, and these loose surface soils are frequently moved by wind and
water. There is little deposition atop the alkaline hard pan on which the artifacts sit. Archaeological testing
of nearby site CA-LAN-2083 found that because of their recent deposition, these hummocks are unlikely
to contain significant archaeological deposits, and the archaeological deposits do not extend into the hard
pan (Robinson 1993). The data potential of the lithic scatter is exhausted by this documentation. Available
information does not indicate any further potential to yield information important to the prehistory or
history of the community, state, or nation; therefore, the resource is recommended ineligible under
Criterion 4.

In conclusion, this resource is not eligible for listing in the California Register and is not a historical
resource as defined by PRC Section 15064.5(a) or a unique archaeological resource as defined by PRC
Section 21083.2(g).

6.36 AVL(C3-P-005

This prehistoric resource consists of a chipped and ground stone lithic scatter covering an area measuring
approximately 12 meters north—south by 20.5 meters east—west. Artifacts observed included 60 lithic
artifacts consisting of rhyolite flakes and shatter; fire affected rocks and fragments; and one granitic
ground stone fragment.

Criterion 1: This site is located on an undeveloped parcel, with no known historical associations. Research
has not revealed any significant events in national, state, regional, or local history associated with the site.
The site does not appear to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register under Criterion 1.
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Criterion 2: This ephemeral lithic reduction site, which appears to be the result of opportunistic tool
maintenance, cannot be associated with any specific individual or group. Therefore, the site is
recommended ineligible under Criterion 2.

Criterion 3: The lithic scatter does not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or
method of construction, nor does it represent the work of a master or possess high artistic values. Thus,
the resource is recommended ineligible under Criterion 3.

Criterion 4: The resource consists of chipped and ground stone lithics. The site is located in an area of
ephemeral dune hummocks atop well-developed hard pans resulting from water and wind erosion. The
area is a floodplain that is frequently inundated, and these loose surface soils are frequently moved by
wind and water. There is little deposition atop the alkaline hard pan on which the artifacts sit.
Archaeological testing of nearby site CA-LAN-2083 found that because of their recent deposition, these
hummocks are unlikely to contain significant archaeological deposits, and the archaeological deposits do
not extend into the hard pan (Robinson 1993).

However, the artifact density and the relative complexity of this resource, which includes chipped lithics,
ground stone, and fire affected rocks, indicate data potential that should be further explored to determine
its significance. This resource has not been demonstrated to yield significant information to the prehistory
of the community, but further investigations may yield information important to the prehistory or history
of the community, state, or nation. Further work is recommended to determine whether this resource is
eligible for inclusion in the CRHR under Criterion 4.

In conclusion, prior to project construction, a testing plan should be developed and implemented to
determine whether this resource is eligible for listing in the California Register.

6.37 AVL(C3-P-006

This resource consists of an extremely sparse lithic chert and rhyolite scatter representing an ephemeral
lithic reduction site located in what is now a wash. Five pieces of lithic debitage were documented over a
14 meter by 17 meter area.

Criterion 1: This site is located on an undeveloped parcel, with no known historical associations. Research
has not revealed any significant events in national, state, regional, or local history associated with the site.
The site does not appear to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register under Criterion 1.

Criterion 2: This ephemeral lithic reduction site, which appears to be the result of opportunistic tool
maintenance, cannot be associated with any specific individual or group. Therefore, the site is
recommended ineligible under Criterion 2.

Criterion 3: The lithic scatter does not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or
method of construction, nor does it represent the work of a master or possess high artistic values. Thus,
the resource is recommended ineligible under Criterion 3.

Criterion 4: The resource consists of a very sparse lithic scatter. The site is located in an area of ephemeral
dune hummocks atop well-developed hard pans resulting from water and wind erosion. The resource is
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located within a wash that is, in turn, on a floodplain that is frequently inundated, and these loose surface
soils are frequently moved by wind and water. There is little deposition atop the alkaline hard pan on
which the artifacts sit. Archaeological testing of nearby site CA-LAN-2083 found that because of their
recent deposition, these hummocks are unlikely to contain significant archaeological deposits, and the
archaeological deposits do not extend into the hard pan (Robinson 1993). The data potential of the lithic
scatter is exhausted by this documentation. Available information does not indicate any further potential
to yield information important to the prehistory or history of the community, state, or nation; therefore,
the resource is recommended ineligible under Criterion 4.

In conclusion, this resource is not eligible for listing in the California Register and is not a historical
resource as defined by PRC Section 15064.5(a) or a unique archaeological resource as defined by PRC
Section 21083.2(g).

6.38 AVL(C3-P-007

This resource consists of an extremely sparse lithic chert and rhyolite scatter representing an ephemeral
lithic reduction site located in a wash. Six pieces of lithic debitage were documented over an 8.6 meter by
10.5 meter area.

Criterion 1: This site is located on an undeveloped parcel, with no known historical associations. Research
has not revealed any significant events in national, state, regional, or local history associated with the site.
The site does not appear to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register under Criterion 1.

Criterion 2: This ephemeral lithic reduction site, which appears to be the result of opportunistic tool
maintenance, cannot be associated with any specific individual or group. Therefore, the site is
recommended ineligible under Criterion 2.

Criterion 3: The lithic scatter does not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or
method of construction, nor does it represent the work of a master or possess high artistic values. Thus,
the resource is recommended ineligible under Criterion 3.

Criterion 4: The resource consists of a very sparse lithic scatter. The site is located in an area of ephemeral
dune hummocks atop well-developed hard pans resulting from water and wind erosion. The resource is
on a floodplain that is frequently inundated, and these loose surface soils are frequently moved by wind
and water. There is little deposition atop the alkaline hard pan on which the artifacts sit. Archaeological
testing of nearby site CA-LAN-2083 found that because of their recent deposition, these hummocks are
unlikely to contain significant archaeological deposits, and the archaeological deposits do not extend into
the hard pan (Robinson 1993). The data potential of the lithic scatter is exhausted by this documentation.
Available information does not indicate any further potential to yield information important to the
prehistory or history of the community, state, or nation; therefore, the resource is recommended
ineligible under Criterion 4.

In conclusion, this resource is not eligible for listing in the California Register and is not a historical
resource as defined by PRC Section 15064.5(a) or a unique archaeological resource as defined by PRC
Section 21083.2(g).
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6.39 AVL(C3-P-008

This resource consists of an extremely sparse lithic rhyolite scatter representing an ephemeral lithic
reduction site. Seven pieces of lithic debitage were documented over a 5.5 meter by 6.5 meter area.

Criterion 1: This site is located on an undeveloped parcel, with no known historical associations. Research
has not revealed any significant events in national, state, regional, or local history associated with the site.
The site does not appear to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register under Criterion 1.

Criterion 2: This ephemeral lithic reduction site, which appears to be the result of opportunistic tool
maintenance, cannot be associated with any specific individual or group. Therefore, the site is
recommended ineligible under Criterion 2.

Criterion 3: The lithic scatter does not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or
method of construction, nor does it represent the work of a master or possess high artistic values. Thus,
the resource is recommended ineligible under Criterion 3.

Criterion 4: The resource consists of a very sparse lithic scatter. The site is located in an area of ephemeral
dune hummocks atop well-developed hard pans resulting from water and wind erosion. The resource is
on a floodplain that is frequently inundated, and these loose surface soils are frequently moved by wind
and water. There is little deposition atop the alkaline hard pan on which the artifacts sit. Archaeological
testing of nearby site CA-LAN-2083 found that because of their recent deposition, these hummocks are
unlikely to contain significant archaeological deposits, and the archaeological deposits do not extend into
the hard pan (Robinson 1993). The data potential of the lithic scatter is exhausted by this documentation.
Available information does not indicate any further potential to yield information important to the
prehistory or history of the community, state, or nation; therefore, the resource is recommended
ineligible under Criterion 4.

In conclusion, this resource is not eligible for listing in the California Register and is not a historical
resource as defined by PRC Section 15064.5(a) or a unique archaeological resource as defined by PRC
Section 21083.2(g).

6.40 AVL(C3-P-009

This prehistoric resource consists of a chipped and ground stone lithic scatter and fire affected rock. One
obsidian flake was observed alongside more common rhyolite and chert chipped stone. Two artifact
clusters, documented as loci, were observed.

Criterion 1: This site is located on an undeveloped parcel, with no known historical associations. Research
has not revealed any significant events in national, state, regional, or local history associated with the site.
The site does not appear to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register under Criterion 1.
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Criterion 2: This ephemeral lithic reduction site, which appears to be the result of opportunistic tool
maintenance, cannot be associated with any specific individual or group. Therefore, the site is
recommended ineligible under Criterion 2.

Criterion 3: The lithic scatter does not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or
method of construction, nor does it represent the work of a master or possess high artistic values. Thus,
the resource is recommended ineligible under Criterion 3.

Criterion 4: The resource consists of a varied deposit of shell, faunal bone, and lithics. The site is located
in an area of ephemeral dune hummocks atop well-developed hard pans resulting from water and wind
erosion. The area is a floodplain that is frequently inundated, and these loose surface soils are frequently
moved by wind and water. There is little deposition atop the alkaline hard pan on which the artifacts sit.
Archaeological testing of nearby site CA-LAN-2083 found that because of their recent deposition, these
hummocks are unlikely to contain significant archaeological deposits, and the archaeological deposits do
not extend into the hard pan (Robinson 1993).

However, the artifact density and the relative complexity of this resource, which includes chipped stone
including obsidian, ground stone, and fire affected rock distributed over two loci which may be discrete
activity areas, indicate data potential that should be further explored to determine its significance. This
resource has not been demonstrated to yield significant information to the prehistory of the community,
but further investigations may yield information important to the prehistory or history of the community,
state, or nation. Further work is recommended to determine whether this resource is eligible for inclusion
in the CRHR under Criterion 4.In conclusion, prior to project construction, a testing plan should be
developed and implemented to determine whether this resource is eligible for listing in the California
Register.

6.41 AVL(C3-P-010

This prehistoric resource consists of a chipped stone lithic scatter with one ground stone fragment and
small amounts of fire affected rock. Artifacts observed included one obsidian flake and more than 200
tertiary flakes and 200 tertiary shatters of CCS, rhyolite, and quartzite.

One cluster, documented as a locus, was observed. Locus 1 consists of a concentration of quartzite,
rhyolite, and CCS chipped stone. Included in this locus are 200+ tertiary flakes and 175+tertiary shatters
scattered over an area measuring approximately 15 meters by 35 meters.

Criterion 1: This site is located on an undeveloped parcel, with no known historical associations. Research
has not revealed any significant events in national, state, regional, or local history associated with the site.
The site does not appear to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register under Criterion 1.

Criterion 2: This ephemeral lithic reduction site, which appears to be the result of opportunistic tool
maintenance, cannot be associated with any specific individual or group. Therefore, the site is
recommended ineligible under Criterion 2.

Criterion 3: The lithic scatter does not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or
method of construction, nor does it represent the work of a master or possess high artistic values. Thus,
the resource is recommended ineligible under Criterion 3.
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Criterion 4: The resource consists of a varied deposit of shell, faunal bone, and lithics. The site is located
in an area of ephemeral dune hummocks atop well-developed hard pans resulting from water and wind
erosion. The area is a floodplain that is frequently inundated, and these loose surface soils are frequently
moved by wind and water. There is little deposition atop the alkaline hard pan on which the artifacts sit.
Archaeological testing of nearby site CA-LAN-2083 found that because of their recent deposition, these
hummocks are unlikely to contain significant archaeological deposits, and the archaeological deposits do
not extend into the hard pan (Robinson 1993).

However, the artifact density and the relative complexity of this resource, which includes chipped stone
including obsidian, ground stone, and fire affected rock, including one concentration which may be a
discrete activity area, indicate data potential that should be further explored to determine its significance.
This resource has not been demonstrated to yield significant information to the prehistory of the
community, but further investigations may yield information important to the prehistory or history of the
community, state, or nation. Further work is recommended to determine whether this resource is eligible
for inclusion in the CRHR under Criterion 4.

In conclusion, prior to project construction, a testing plan should be developed and implemented to
determine whether this resource is eligible for listing in the California Register.

6.42 AVL(C3-P-omn

This resource consists of an extremely sparse lithic rhyolite scatter representing an ephemeral lithic
reduction site. Three pieces of lithic debitage were documented over a 10 meter by 14 meter area.

Criterion 1: This site is located on an undeveloped parcel, with no known historical associations. Research
has not revealed any significant events in national, state, regional, or local history associated with the site.
The site does not appear to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register under Criterion 1.

Criterion 2: This ephemeral lithic reduction site, which appears to be the result of opportunistic tool
maintenance, cannot be associated with any specific individual or group. Therefore, the site is
recommended ineligible under Criterion 2.

Criterion 3: The lithic scatter does not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or
method of construction, nor does it represent the work of a master or possess high artistic values. Thus,
the resource is recommended ineligible under Criterion 3.

Criterion 4: The resource consists of a very sparse lithic scatter. The site is located in an area of ephemeral
dune hummocks atop well-developed hard pans resulting from water and wind erosion. The resource is
on a floodplain that is frequently inundated, and these loose surface soils are frequently moved by wind
and water. There is little deposition atop the alkaline hard pan on which the artifacts sit. Archaeological
testing of nearby site CA-LAN-2083 found that because of their recent deposition, these hummocks are
unlikely to contain significant archaeological deposits, and the archaeological deposits do not extend into
the hard pan (Robinson 1993). The data potential of the lithic scatter is exhausted by this documentation.
Available information does not indicate any further potential to yield information important to the
prehistory or history of the community, state, or nation; therefore, the resource is recommended
ineligible under Criterion 4.
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In conclusion, this resource is not eligible for listing in the California Register and is not a historical

resource as defined by PRC Section 15064.5(a) or a unique archaeological resource as defined by PRC
Section 21083.2(g).
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7 FINDINGS

The mapped rock formations within the project site consist of alluvium of Holocene to middle Pleistocene
age and lacustrine deposits of Pleistocene age. The project has a high potential to disturb paleontological
resources within undisturbed bedrock, with sensitivity increasing with depth.

The SCCIC records search, literature review, field survey, and interested parties consultation identified 59
archaeological sites (Table 8) and six assessor parcels with documented historic-aged buildings (Table 9)
located within the Project Site. A map of the documented archaeological sites is included in confidential
Appendix F. If future proposed projects have the potential to impact identified but unevaluated resources,
they will require evaluation for inclusion in the California Register and/or National Register. Further, a
Phase | cultural resources study will be required for each project to identify potential unknown resources
that may be impacted by the project.

Specific to Planning Areas 2, 4, 6, 7, and 8, 35 historic sites, 11 prehistoric sites, and 1 multicomponent
site were identified. Forty-three of these resources were evaluated and are recommended not eligible for
inclusion in the California Register. No further work is recommended for these ineligible resources;
however, it is recommended that Native American tribes be consulted as to their potential tribal
significance. Further testing is recommended for four prehistoric resources to determine their potential
eligibility for inclusion in the CRHR.

TABLE 8. ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES WITHIN THE PROJECT SITE

Primary Permanent Description Evaluation Location within
Number / Trinomial Status Project Site
Temporary
Identifier
P-19-001925 CA-LAN- Homesite ruin, possible duck hunting club, Unevaluated Annexation
001925H including dike and pond system. Area
P-19-002085 CA-LAN- Oban USGS datum monuments Unevaluated Planning Area 3
002085H
P-19-002086 CA-LAN- Highway culvert/bridge Unevaluated Annexation
002086H Area
P-19-002289 CA-LAN- Lithic scatters and fire affected rock Unevaluated Annexation
002289 Area
P-19-002903 None Sierra Highway Determined Annexation
ineligible for Area
NRHP by
consensus
through the
Section 106
process
P-19-003044 CA-LAN- Domestic refuse deposits Recommended
003044H ineligible for Planning Area 6
CRHR
P-19-004224 None Duck ponds Recommended
ineligible for Planning Area 4
CRHR
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Primary Permanent Description Evaluation Location within
Number / Trinomial Status Project Site
Temporary
Identifier
P-19-004691 CA-LAN- Refuse deposit Recommended
004691H ineligible for Planning Area 8
CRHR
P-19-004692 None Refuse deposit Unevaluated Annexation
Area
P-19-004751 CA-LAN- Refuse deposit Recommended Annexation
004751H ineligible for Area
CRHR
P-19-100015 None Isolated lithic Unevaluated Planning Area 3
P-19-100016 None Isolated lithic Unevaluated Planning Area 3
P-19-100557 None Isolated lithic Unevaluated Annexation
Area
P-19-101396 None Fence Unevaluated Annexation
Area
AVLC-001H None Twentieth century refuse deposit Recommended
ineligible for Planning Area 6
CRHR
AVLC-002H None Twentieth century refuse deposit Recommended
ineligible for Planning Area 6
CRHR
AVLC-003H None Twentieth century refuse deposit Recommended
ineligible for Planning Area 6
CRHR
AVLC-004H None Twentieth century refuse deposit Recommended
ineligible for Planning Area 6
CRHR
AVLC-005H None Twentieth century refuse deposit Recommended
ineligible for Planning Area 6
CRHR
AVLC2-001H None Twentieth century refuse deposit Recommended
ineligible for Planning Area 7
CRHR
AVLC2-002H None Twentieth century refuse deposit Recommended
ineligible for Planning Area 7
CRHR
AVLC2-003H None Twentieth century refuse deposit Recommended
ineligible for Planning Area 7
CRHR
AVLC2-004H None Twentieth century refuse deposit Recommended
ineligible for Planning Area 7
CRHR
AVLC2-005H None Twentieth century refuse deposit Recommended
ineligible for Planning Area 7
CRHR
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Number /
Temporary
Identifier

Permanent
Trinomial

Description

and Paleontological

Evaluation
Status

Resources

Location within
Project Site

AVLC2-006H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 7

AVLC2-007H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 7

AVLC2-008H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 7

AVLC2-009H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 7

AVLC3-001H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 7

AVLC3-002H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 7

AVLC3-003H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 7

AVLC3-004H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 7

AVLC3-005H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 7

AVLC3-006H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 7

AVLC3-007H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 7

AVLC3-008H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 8

AVLC3-009H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 8

AVLC3-010H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 8

AVLC3-011H
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Twentieth century refuse deposit
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Location within
Project Site

AVLC3-012H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 7

AVLC3-013H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 7

AVLC3-014H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 8

AVLC3-015H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 8

AVLC3-016H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 8

AVLC3-017H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 8

AVLC3-018H

None

Twentieth century refuse deposit

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 8

AVLC3-P-001

None

Prehistoric chipped stone, ground stone,
shell, and faunal bone scatter

Requires
additional
study

Planning Area 7

AVLC3-P-002

None

Prehistoric lithic scatter

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 7

AVLC3-P-003

None

Prehistoric lithic scatter

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 8

AVLC3-P-004

None

Prehistoric lithic scatter

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 8

AVLC3-P-005

None

Prehistoric chipped stone, ground stone,
and fire affected rock scatter

Requires
additional
study

Planning Area 8

AVLC3-P-006

None

Prehistoric lithic scatter

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 8

AVLC3-P-007

None

Prehistoric lithic scatter

Recommended
ineligible for
CRHR

Planning Area 8

AVLC3-P-008
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Prehistoric lithic scatter
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Primary Permanent Description Evaluation Location within
Number / Trinomial Status Project Site
Temporary
Identifier
AVLC3-P-009 None Prehistoric chipped stone, ground stone, Requires
and fire affected rock scatter additional Planning Area 8
study
AVLC3-P-010 None Prehistoric chipped stone, ground stone, Requires
and fire affected rock scatter additional Planning Area 8
study
AVLC3-P-011 None Prehistoric lithic scatter Recommended
ineligible for Planning Area 8
CRHR
1344 W None Prehistoric lithic scatter and twentieth Recommended
Avenue E century gun club remains ineligible for Planning Area 2
CRHR
1351 W None Twentieth century gun club remains Recommended
Avenue E ineligible for Planning Area 2
CRHR

TABLE 9. ASSESSOR PARCELS WITH DOCUMENTED HISTORIC-AGED STRUCTURES WITHIN THE PROJECT SITE

Description Construction Location

APN Address Date Eligibility

3145-009- 721 West Mobile home Annexation Area Unevaluated
015 Avenue E parks 1958

3117-007- 2200 West Single family Annexation Area Unevaluated
001 Avenue E residence 1954

3116-022- 1351 West Planning Area 2 Recommended
002 Avenue E Two units 1955 ineligible for CRHR

3116-019- 1815 West Single family Planning Area 5 Unevaluated
003 Avenue F residence 1922

3116-015- 48303 20th Mobile home Annexation Area Unevaluated
002 Street West parks 1975

3116-008- 1344 West Single family Planning Area 2 Recommended
032 Avenue D residence 1947 ineligible for CRHR

By following the recommended mitigation measures PALEO-1, 2, 3, and 4, impacts of the project to
paleontological resources would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

Compliance with the mitigation measures below will reduce cultural resource impacts of projects within
the project site to a less than significant level with mitigation incorporated.
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8 RECOMMENDATIONS

8.1 PALEONTOLOGICAL RECOMMENDATIONS

Full-time paleontological monitoring is recommended during ground disturbance, at depths greater than
3 feet, in undisturbed geologic contexts which have the potential to contain significant paleontological
resources. Ground disturbance refers to activities that would impact subsurface geologic deposits, such
as grading, excavation, boring, etc. Activities taking place at depths less than 3 feet, e.g., clearing and
grubbing, or at the current topsoil surface, e.g., building renovations, do not require paleontological
monitoring. The following mitigation measures (MM) are recommended to be implemented such that in
the event of any discovery of unknown paleontological resources during earthwork, impacts would be less
than significant.

MM PALEO-1: The contractor must retain a Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP) qualified
paleontologist to provide or supervise a paleontological sensitivity training to all
personnel planned to be involved with earth-moving activities, prior to the beginning
of ground-disturbing activities within the Annexation Area. The training session will
focus on how to identify paleontological localities such as fossils that may be
encountered and the procedures to follow if identified.

MM PALEO-2: Prior to grading or excavation in sedimentary rock material other than topsoil within
the Annexation Area, the contractor shall retain an SVP-qualified paleontologist to
monitor these activities at depths of 3 feet below present grade or greater. In the
event that fossils are discovered during grading at any depth, the on-site construction
supervisor shall be notified and shall redirect work away from the location of the
discovery. The recommendations of the paleontologist shall be implemented with
respect to the evaluation and recovery of fossils, after which the on-site construction
supervisor shall be notified and shall direct work to continue in the location of the
fossil discovery. If no fossils have been recovered after 50 percent of project
excavations are complete, then full-time monitoring may be modified to weekly spot-
check monitoring at the discretion of the qualified paleontologist.

MM PALEO-3: If the fossils are determined to be significant, then the SVP-qualified paleontologist
shall prepare and implement a data recovery plan. The plan shall include, but not be
limited to, the following measures:

= The paleontologist shall ensure that all significant fossils collected are cleaned,
identified, catalogued, and permanently curated with an appropriate institution
with a research interest in the materials (which may include the Natural History
Museum of Los Angeles County);

=  The paleontologist shall ensure that specialty studies are completed, as
appropriate, for any significant fossil collected; and
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=  The paleontologist shall ensure that curation of fossils is completed in
consultation with the City. A letter of acceptance from the curation institution
shall be submitted to the City.

MM PALEO-4: If any paleontological resources are encountered during construction or the course
of any ground-disturbance activities, all such activities shall halt immediately. At this
time, the applicant shall notify the City and consult with a qualified paleontologist to
assess the significance of the find. The assessment will follow SVP standards as
delineated in the Standard Procedures for the Assessment and Mitigation of Adverse
Impacts to Paleontological Resources (2010). If any find is determined to be
significant, appropriate avoidance measures recommended by the consultant and
approved by the City must be followed unless avoidance is determined to be
infeasible by the City. If avoidance is infeasible, other appropriate measures (e.g.,
data recovery, excavation) shall be instituted.

If no additional fossils have been recovered after 50 percent of the remaining
excavation has been completed, full-time monitoring may be modified to weekly
spot-check monitoring at the discretion of the qualified paleontologist. The qualified
paleontologist may recommend to the client to reduce paleontological monitoring
based on observations of specific site conditions during initial monitoring (e.g., if the
geologic setting precludes the occurrence of fossils). The recommendation to reduce
or discontinue paleontological monitoring in the project site shall be based on the
professional opinion of the qualified paleontologist regarding the potential for fossils
to be present after a reasonable extent of the geology and stratigraphy has been
evaluated.

A qualified professional paleontologist is a professional with a graduate degree in
paleontology, geology, or related field, with demonstrated experience in the
vertebrate, invertebrate, or botanical paleontology of California, as well as at least
one year of full-time professional experience or equivalent specialized training in
paleontological research (i.e., the identification of fossil deposits, application of
paleontological field and laboratory procedures and techniques, and curation of fossil
specimens), and at least four months of supervised field and analytic experience in
general North American paleontology as defined by the SVP.

8.2 CULTURAL RESOURCES RECOMMENDATIONS

Impacts to cultural resources may be avoided or reduced to a less than significant level by implementing
the following recommendations:

MM CUL-1: Prior to project ground-disturbing activities in Planning Areas 7 and 8 of the Specific
Plan Area, which have the potential to impact resources AVLC3-P-001, AVLC3-P-005,
AVLC3-P-009, and AVLC3-P-010, a Phase Il archaeological testing plan shall be devised
and implemented in consultation with interested Native American tribes in order to
determine whether the resource is eligible for inclusion in the CRHR. If testing
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indicates that the resource is eligible for inclusion in the CRHR, then a Phase Il data
recovery plan shall be devised and implemented in consultation with interested
Native American tribes. All work shall be conducted under the direction of a qualified
archaeologist who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification
Standards for Archaeology (48 Federal Register 44738).

MM CUL-2: Prior to ground-disturbing activities within the Annexation Area, an Archaeological
Resources Monitoring and Discovery Plan (ARMDP) shall be prepared for any projects
with the potential to impact either known or unknown resources. The ARMDP shall
clearly specify the steps to be taken to mitigate impacts to archaeological resources.
The ARMDP shall specify monitoring methods, personnel, and procedures to be
followed in the event of a discovery. The monitoring plan shall at minimum include
an introduction; project description; statement of archaeological sensitivity and
rationale for the monitoring program; archaeological context and research design;
statement of methods and identification of what activities require monitoring;
description of monitoring procedures; outline the protocol to be followed in the event
of a find; and terms of the final disposition of any non-funerary artifacts. Criteria shall
be outlined, and triggers identified when further consultation is required for the
evaluation and treatment of a find. Additionally, criteria for reducing or eliminating
monitoring may be included. Key staff, including Native American representatives and
other consulting parties, shall be identified, and the process of notification and
consultation shall be specified within the ARMDP. A curation plan shall also be
outlined within the ARMDP.

MM CUL-3: If archaeological material is uncovered in the course of ground-disturbing activities,
work shall be temporarily halted in the vicinity of the find (within a 60-foot buffer)
and the project proponent shall retain a qualified professional archaeologist meeting
the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for archaeology to
evaluate the significance of the find and recommend appropriate treatment for the
resource in accordance with California Public Resources Code Section 21083.2(i) and
the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The qualified
archaeologist shall have the authority to modify the no-work radius as appropriate,
using professional judgment. The following shall apply:

= |f the qualified archaeologist determines the find does not represent a cultural
resource, work may resume, and no agency notifications are required. A record
of the archaeologist’s determination shall be made in writing to the City.

= |f the qualified archaeologist determines that the find does represent a cultural
resource and is considered potentially eligible for listing on the California
Register, and avoidance is not feasible, then the City shall be notified and a
qualified archaeologist shall prepare and implement appropriate treatment
measures. The treatment measures may consist of data recovery excavation of a
statistically significant part of those portions of the site that will be damaged or
destroyed by the project. Work cannot resume within the no-work radius until
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the lead agency (the City), through consultation as appropriate, determines that
the find is either not eligible for the California Register, or that appropriate
treatment measures have been completed to the satisfaction of the City.

= Additionally, if the resource is prehistoric or historic-era and of Native American
origin, as determined by a qualified professional archaeologist, then those Native
American tribes that have requested consultation on the project pursuant to
California Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1 shall be notified of the find,
and shall consult on the eligibility of the resource and the appropriate treatment
measures.

MM CUL-4: If human remains are encountered, work within 60 feet of the remains will be
suspended and the Los Angeles County coroner contacted. If the remains are deemed
Native American in origin, the coroner will contact the Native American Heritage
Commission and identify a most likely descendant pursuant to Public Resources Code
Section 5097.98 and California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5. If avoidance is
not feasible, then the City shall be notified and a qualified archaeologist shall prepare
and implement appropriate treatment measures as determined by the City in
consultation with the most likely descendant.

MM CUL-5: Future projects planned within areas of the project site that have not yet been
subjected to a cultural resources study (including Planning Areas 1, 3, and 5 of the
Specific Plan Area, and those parts of the Annexation Area that lay outside the Specific
Plan Area) will require an additional Phase | cultural resources study prepared by a
qualified archaeologist and/or architectural historian meeting the Secretary of the
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for archaeology, architectural history,
and/or history. The study will include an identification effort including, at minimum,
a South Central Coastal Information System records search, literature review, field
survey, interested parties consultation, and buried site sensitivity analysis. Any
cultural resource greater than 45 years of age that may be impacted by the project
shall be evaluated for their eligibility for inclusion in the California Register of
Historical Resources and/or National Register of Historic Places. Additional mitigation
measures may be developed depending on the results of that study.
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9 PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS

This report was prepared by Michael Baker International Archaeologists Marc Beherec, and James Daniels;
Architectural Historians Annie McCausland and Susan Wood; and Paleontologist Peter Kloess.
Archaeologists Zandra Mikael, Epifanio Figueroa, Marcel Young, Rachel Garcia, Teresa Tran, Alexandra
Navarro, James Daniels, and Marc Beherec conducted the field survey and site recordation.

Marc A. Beherec, PhD, RPA, Principal Investigator/Senior Archaeologist, has more than 20 years of
experience in prehistoric and historical archaeology and cultural resources management. His experience
includes writing technical reports, including National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), NHPA, and CEQA
compliance documents. He has supervised and managed all phases of archaeological fieldwork, including
survey, Phase Il testing and evaluations and Phase Il data recovery, and monitoring at sites throughout
Southern California. Dr. Beherec meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards
for prehistory and historical archaeology.

James T. Daniels, MA, RPA, Senior Archaeologist, has cultural resource management experience in
California, Nevada, and North Carolina. His experience includes archaeological surveys, evaluations of
historic and prehistoric sites for listing in the California Register of Historic Resources and National
Register of Historic Places, site mitigation data recoveries, mitigation monitoring, and preparation of
archaeological resource management reports and cultural resources technical reports. As Senior
Archaeologist, he supports projects needing CEQA, NEPA, NHPA, Section 106, NAGPRA, AB52, ACOE 404
Permits, and local cultural resource regulation compliance. He also assists with EIS and EIR reports and
alternative mitigation measures for clients, including interpretive signage, informative website design,
brochures, and ethnographic studies. He also assists in Native American consultation and coordination of
Native American monitoring. Mr. Daniels provides advanced technical services for clients, including
geophysical surveys with ground penetrating radar (GPR), obsidian and ceramic sourcing using portable
X-ray fluorescence (pXRF), photogrammetry, and GIS predictive modeling and data collection using ESRI
Field Maps. Mr. Daniels meets the Secretary of Interior's Professional Qualification Standards for
Archaeology and Historic Preservation.

Annie McCausland, MA, Senior Architectural Historian, is extensively experienced in the management of
historical resources within the private, non-profit, and government sectors in California. Knowledge and
application of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties, technical
report preparation in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), archival research, and resource significance and eligibility
evaluations are her specialties. She exceeds the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification
Standards for architectural history and history.

Susan Wood, PhD, Senior Architectural Historian, is experienced in historic preservation and cultural
resource management in California. She meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification
Standards for Architectural History, History, and Archaeology. Ms. Wood'’s professional activities include
historical resource evaluations, significance evaluations, integrity assessments, effects analysis, mitigation
documentation, design review, archival and historical research, architectural and archaeological field
surveys, and project management.

Michael Bak
ichael Baker Page 98

INTERNATIONAL



Lancaster Westside Annexation and Specific Plan Project Cultural and Paleontological Resources
Assessment

Peter A. Kloess, PhD, has over 20 years of experience in paleontology, with eight years in paleontology
mitigation working as a project paleontologist and project coordinator. His experience includes public and
private consultation, field monitoring, excavation, and laboratory research on projects across the western
United States, predominantly in California. He has consulting experience with a range of projects,
including construction, transportation, utility, transmission, monitoring, and surveys, as well as
experience recovering a diversity of fossils from project sites, such as marine invertebrates, microfossils,
plants, small mammals and birds, large marine and terrestrial mammals, and dinosaurs. In addition to
extensive field and curation work, Dr. Kloess has researched, written, and published articles for
paleontology publications. Several of his research projects have relied on paleontology and modern
comparative collections housed in institutions across California, spanning geologic time from the
Cretaceous period to present. He meets the SVP Standards for Qualified Professional Paleontologist.
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Natural History Museum
of Los Angeles County
900 Exposition Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA gooo7

tel 213.763.DINO

NATURAL www.nhm.org
HISTORY

MUSEUM )
ot ANCELES COliRTE Research & Collections

e-mail; paleorecords@nhm.org

September 22, 2024

Michael Baker International
Attn: Marc Beherec

re: Paleontological resources records search for the Lancaster Westside Annexation Project
Dear Marc:

I have conducted a thorough search of our paleontology collection records for the locality and specimen
data for proposed development at the Lancaster Westside Annexation project area as outlined on the
portion of the Rosamund and Lancaster West USGS topographic quadrangle map that you sent to me via
e-mail on September 20, 2024. We do not have any fossil localities that lie directly within the proposed
project area, but we do have fossil localities nearby from the same sedimentary deposits that may occur in
the proposed project area, either at the surface or at depth.

The following table shows the closest known localities in the collection of the Natural History
Museum of Los Angeles County (NHMLA).

Locality
Number Location Formation Taxa Depth
Rabbit (Sylvagus), camel family
(Camelidae), antelope squirrel
(Ammospermophilus), kangaroo
rat (Dipodymus), pocket mouse
(Perognathus), pack rat
(Neotoma), deer mouse
(Peromyscus), vole family
(Microtinae), iguana
(
(

Dipsosaurus), pocket gopher
Thomomys), spiny lizard
(Sceloporus), side blotched
lizard (Uta), colubrid snakes
(Trimorphodon, Masticophis,
Unknown formation  Phyllorhynchus), night lizard
(Pleistocene; sandy (Xantusia), western alligator
loess under a dune lizard (Elgaria), toothy skinks
deposit strand, (Plestiodon), whiptail lizard
Waste Management sandy siltstone, (Aspidocelis), spiny lizards
LACM VP of North America siltstone to clayey (Phrynosomatidae), smelt
7853 Lancaster Landfill siltstone) (Osmeridae) 3-11 feet bgs
LACM VP E of the SE corner Unknown formation  Camel (Camelops hesternus) 4 feet bgs




Locality
Number Location Formation Taxa Depth

7884 of the intersection of (Pleistocene; fluvial
East 3rd Street & brown clayey silt)
East Avenue H-13

near the California
Aqueduct between
the Tehachapi
Mountains & the
Rosamond Hills

LACM VP north of Willow Unknown formation

7891 Springs (Pleistocene) Camel (Hemiauchenia) 21 feet bgs
Lake Rogers; Unknown formation
Edwards Air Force (upper Pleistocene

LACM IP 445 Base lacustrine deposits) Invertebrates (unspecified) Unknown

VP, Vertebrate Paleontology, IP, Invertebrate Paleontology; bgs, below ground surface

This records search covers only the records of the NHMLA. It is not intended as a
paleontological assessment of the project area for the purposes of CEQA or NEPA. Potentially
fossil-bearing units are present in the project area, either at the surface or in the subsurface. As
such, NHMLA recommends that a full paleontological assessment of the project area be
conducted by a paleontologist meeting Federal (43 Code of Federal Regulations Part 49.110) or
Society of Vertebrate Paleontology standards.

Sincerely,

(Usqpser St

Alyssa Bell, Ph.D.
Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County

enclosure: invoice
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CHAIRPERSON
Reginald Pagaling
Chumash

VICE-CHAIRPERSON
Buffy McQuillen
Yokayo Pomo, Yuki,
Nomlaki

SECRETARY
Sara Dutschke
Miwok

P ARLIAMENTARIAN
Wayne Nelson
Luiseno

COMMISSIONER
Isaac Bojorquez
Ohlone-Costanoan

COMMISSIONER
Stanley Rodriguez
Kumeyaay

COMMISSIONER
Laurena Bolden
Serrano

COMMISSIONER
Reid Milanovich
Cahuilla

COMMISSIONER

Bennae Calac
Pauma-Yuima Band of
Luiseno Indians

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY
Raymond C.
Hitchcock

Miwok, Nisenan

NAHC HEADQUARTERS
1550 Harbor Boulevard
Suite 100

West Sacramento,
California 95691

(916) 373-3710
nahc@nahc.ca.gov

STATE OF CALIFORNIA Gavin Newsom, Governor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

September 5, 2024

Marc Beherec
Michael Baker International

Via Email fo: Marc.Beherec@mlbakerintl.com

Re: Lancaster Westside Annexation and Specific Plan Project, Los Angeles County

To Whom It May Concern:

A record search of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) Sacred Lands File (SLF)
was completed for the information you have submitted for the above referenced project. The
results were negative. However, the absence of specific site information in the SLF does not
indicate the absence of cultural resources in any project area. Other sources of cultural
resources should also be contacted for information regarding known and recorded sites.

Attached is a list of Native American tfribes who may also have knowledge of cultural resources
in the project area. This list should provide a starting place in locating areas of potential
adverse impact within the proposed project area. | suggest you contact all of those indicated;
if they cannot supply information, they might recommend others with specific knowledge. By
contacting all those listed, your organization will be better able to respond to claims of failure to
consult with the appropriate fribe. If a response has not been received within two weeks of
notification, the Commission requests that you follow-up with a telephone call or email to
ensure that the project information has been received.

If you receive notification of change of addresses and phone numbers from tribes, please nofify
me. With your assistance, we can assure that our lists contain current information.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at my email
address: Andrew.Green@nahc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

a/na(fww/gﬂw\,

Andrew Green
Cultural Resources Analyst
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Tribe Name

Fernandeno Tataviam Band of Mission

Indians

Kern Valley Indian Community

Kern Valley Indian Community

Morongo Band of Mission Indians

Morongo Band of Mission Indians

Fed (F)
Non-Fed (N)
N

Contact Person

Sarah Brunzell, CRM Manager

Robert Robinson, Chairperson

Brandy Kendricks, Tribal Member

Monitor

Robert Martin, Chairperson

Ann Brierty, THPO

09/05/2024 02:15 PM

lofb6

Contact Address

1019 Second Street
San Fernando, CA, 91340

P.O. Box 1010
Lake Isabella, CA, 93240

30741 Foxridge Court
Tehachapi, CA, 93561

12700 Pumarra Road
Banning, CA, 92220

12700 Pumarra Road
Banning, CA, 92220

Phone #

(818) 837-0794

(760) 378-2915

(661) 821-1733

(951) 755-5110

(951) 755-5259



Quechan Tribe of the Fort Yuma
Reservation

Quechan Tribe of the Fort Yuma
Reservation

Quechan Tribe of the Fort Yuma

Reservation

San Fernando Band of Mission Indians

San Manuel Band of Mission Indians

Serrano Nation of Mission Indians

Manfred Scott, Acting Chairman - P.O. Box 1899

Kw'ts'an Cultural Committee

Jill McCormick, Historic
Preservation Officer

Jordan Joaquin, President,
Quechan Tribal Council

Donna Yocum, Chairperson

Alexandra McCleary, Senior
Manager of Cultural Resources
Management

Mark Cochrane, Co-Chairperson

09/05/2024 02:15 PM
20of6

Yuma, AZ, 85366

P.O. Box 1899
Yuma, AZ, 85366

P.O.Box 1899
Yuma, AZ, 85366

P.O. Box 221838
Newhall, CA, 91322

26569 Community Center Drive
Highland, CA, 92346

P. O. Box 343
Patton, CA, 92369

Native American He
Native America
Los Angel¢

(928) 210-8739

(928) 261-0254

(760) 919-3600

(503) 539-0933

(909) 633-0054

(909) 578-2598

9/5/2
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Serrano Nation of Mission Indians N Wayne Walker, Co-Chairperson P. O. Box 343 (253) 370-0167

Patton, CA, 92369

This list is current only as of the date of this document. Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources assessment for the propc

09/05/2024 02:15 PM
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as County
1024
Fax # Email Address Cultural Affiliation Counties Last Updated
CRM@tataviam-nsn.us Tataviam Kern,Los Angeles,Ventura 5/25/2023
bbutterbredt@gmail.com Kawaiisu Inyo,Kern,Los Angeles,San Bernardino, Tulare 1/29/2024
Tubatulabal
krazykendricks@hotmail.com Kawaiisu Inyo,Kern,Los Angeles,San Bernardino, Tulare 1/29/2024
Tubatulabal
(951) 755-5177 abrierty@morongo-nsn.gov Cahuilla Imperial,Kern,Los Angeles,Riverside,San
Serrano Bernardino,San Diego
(951) 572-6004 abrierty@morongo-nsn.gov Cahuilla Imperial,Kern,Los Angeles,Riverside,San
Serrano Bernardino,San Diego

09/05/2024 02:15 PM
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1024

(503) 574-3308

culturalcommittee@quechantribe. Quechan
com

historicpreservation@quechantrib ' Quechan
e.com

executivesecretary@quechantribe Quechan
.com

Kitanemuk
Vanyume
Tataviam

alexandra.mccleary@sanmanuel- Serrano
nsn.gov

dyocum@sfbmi.org

serranonation1@gmail.com Serrano

Imperial,Kern,Los Angeles,Riverside,San
Bernardino,San Diego

Imperial,Kern,Los Angeles,Riverside,San
Bernardino,San Diego

Imperial,Kern,Los Angeles,Riverside,San
Bernardino,San Diego
Kern,Los Angeles,San Bernardino,Ventura

Kern,Los Angeles,Riverside,San Bernardino

Kern,Los Angeles,Riverside,San Bernardino

09/05/2024 02:15 PM
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5/16/2023

5/16/2023

5/16/2023

5/8/2023

1/16/2024

10/10/2023




ritage Commission
n Contact List

as County
024
serranonation1@gmail.com Serrano Kern,Los Angeles,Riverside,San Bernardino 10/10/2023
5 of the Health and Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resource Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code. Record: PR0OJ-2024-004656
Report Type: List of Tribes
Counties: Los Angel
>sed Lancaster Westside Annexation and Specific Plan Project, Los Angeles County. oun ,I\,e:HCOGsmSg?:ﬁ

09/05/2024 02:15 PM
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Appendix E: Map: Newly
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