




































































































BELCARO AT SAND CANYON PROJECT, CITY OF SANTA CLARITA, LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIFORNIA / 
CULTURAL RESOURCES INVENTORY AND EVALUATION REPORT 

 

 15375 43 
 NOVEMBER 2025  

Exhibit 3. Mancara-01, Feature 3, chimney, view to the east. 

 

Exhibit 4. Mancara-01, Feature 4, rock ring, view to the northeast. 
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Exhibit 5. BSC-DF-S-005, concrete cistern, view to the northwest. 

 

Exhibit 6. BSC-DF-S-006, Feature 4, standing structure, view to the southeast. 
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Exhibit 7. BSC-RB-S-001, Feature 1, earthen embankment, view to the east. 

 

Exhibit 8. BSC-RB-S-001, Feature 1, earthen embankment, view to the southeast. 
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Exhibit 9. BSC-RB-S-001, Feature 3, concrete water conveyance system, view to the south. 

 

5.6.3 Newly Recorded Built Environment Resources 

Southern Pacific Railroad Soledad Canyon Line 

Description 

The former SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment within the API consists of an approximately 1-mile segment along 

the south side of Soledad Canyon Road (Exhibit 10). The segment travels northeast through the API, beginning 

where the railroad intersects Oakspring Canyon Road to the west, and ending to the east in the southwest portion 

of Section 18 within the Township 4 North and Range 15 West. The railway is composed of a double-track railway 

with standard gauge rails resting on a combination of timber and concrete ties and a raised bed of crushed stone. 

The former SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment contains associated infrastructure such as traffic signals, a railroad 

switch, and a point machine. It does not contain any sidetracks, bridges, trestles, or drainage features. The present 

tracks have been replaced over the years to maintain the railway’s continuous operation since 1876, and were 

realigned between 1955 and 1959 (Exhibit 12). Overall, the railroad segment appears in good condition. The SPRR 

Soledad Canyon Line segment is bounded by undeveloped rural land and surrounded by scattered single-family 

residences to the south and west, Interstate-14 and Soledad Canyon Road to the north, and mountains to the east.  
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Exhibit 10. View of the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment, view looking northeast. 9/25/2025. 

 

Source: Dudek 2025 (IMG_2142). 

Exhibit 11. View of the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment, view looking west. 9/25/2025. 

 

Source: Dudek 2025 (IMG_2152). 
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Exhibit 12. View of the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment, view looking west. 9/25/2025. 

 

Source: Dudek 2025 (IMG_9348). 

Building Permits and Identified Alterations 

The City of Santa Clarita does not have any permits on file for the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line. The following alterations 

were identified through archival research and during the survey conducted on September 25, 2025: 

▪ Between 1898 and 1901: the addition of a second track and spur lines at some point (USGS 2025: 1898 

Pomona Quadrangle; USGS 2025: 1901 Southern California Quadrangle).  

▪ Between 1955 and 1959: realignment of the subject segment of the railroad in Sections 24 and 18 within 

the Township 4 North and Range 15 West (NETR 2025a; NETR 2025b) 

▪ Between 1953 and 1964: increased modern urban development began to replace the original rural and 

agricultural setting through which the railroad originally traversed (NETR 2025a) 

• Unknown date: Replacement of original steel rails, ballast, wooden ties as part of routine maintenance (observed) 
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6 Significance Evaluation Findings 

This section summarizes the results of the significance evaluations conducted for the newly identified cultural 

resources within the API.  

6.1 Significance Evaluations for 
Archaeological Resources 

6.1.1 Resource Mancara-01 Evaluation Concurrence  

NRHP/CRHR Eligibility  

In 2014, Dudek conducted sub-surface testing in support of evaluation efforts for Mancara-01. Overall, Dudek 

recommended that Mancara-01 as not significant or a unique archaeological resource under CEQA, and ineligible 

for inclusion in the CRHR. This study concurs with Dudek’s 2014 conclusion that Mancara-01 does not meet the 

eligibility criteria to be considered a historical resource and is recommended ineligible for listing on the NRHP, CRHR 

and not significant or unique archaeological resources under CEQA. The 2014 study (including the results of the 

testing and evaluation efforts) is attached as Confidential Appendix A.  

It is unlikely that Mancara-01 is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 

patterns of history and cultural heritage (Criterion A/1). Additionally, Mancara-01 is likely not associated with the 

lives of persons important in our past (Criterion B/2). Mancara-01 does not contain components of individual 

distinction. Therefore, it does not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, method of construction, 

or represent the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values (Criterion C/3). It is 

unlikely that additional significant information could be gathered from further investigation of Mancara-01. 

Additionally, no significant associated artifacts or historic-era debris were identified during 2014 testing efforts at 

Mancara-01. As such, Mancara-01 does not have the potential to provide information important to the history of 

the country, state, or region (Criterion D/4). Therefore, Dudek recommends that Mancara-01 is not significant or a 

unique archaeological resource under CEQA and not eligible for listing in the NRHP and CRHR.  

City of Santa Clarita Eligibility  

Mancara-01 was also evaluated for eligibility under the City of Santa Clarita’s local Criteria (A-E). Mancara-01 is not 

associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the historical, cultural, or architectural 

development of the City, State, or Nation (Criterion A), nor is it associated with persons significant in local, state, or 

national history (Criterion B). Mancara-01 does not embody distinctive characteristics of a style, type, period, or 

method of construction, or represent a valuable example of indigenous materials or craftsmanship (Criterion C). 

Mancara-01 does not possess a unique location, singular physical characteristics, or represent an established or 

familiar visual feature of the community (Criterion D). Finally, Mancara-01 has not yielded, nor is it likely to yield, 

information important to the history or prehistory of the City, State, or Nation (Criterion E). Therefore, Mancara-01 

is recommended ineligible for listing on the City of Santa Clarita List of Historic Resources. 
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6.1.2 Resource BSC-DF-S-005 Evaluation 

NRHP/CRHR Eligibility  

BSC-DF-S-005 is characterized as an historic-era standing concrete and mortar structure that is located directly 

adjacent to the southern edge of the Santa Clara riverbed. This structure was likely used as a residential water 

storage tank, or cistern, and is inoperative. Although there is no direct evidence to indicate when this resource was 

constructed, it is likely associated with the historic-era residences that once existed within the Project area, dated 

to the late nineteenth and mid-twentieth centuries, respectively. Overall, there are no defining and/or diagnostic 

markings/structural features on this resource, nor is the make and material representative of a particular style or 

period in time.  

It is unlikely that BSC-DF-S-005 is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns 

of history and cultural heritage (Criterion A/1). Additionally, BSC-DF-S-005 is not associated with the lives of persons 

important in our past (Criterion B/2). BSC-DF-S-005 does not contain components of individual distinction, and cisterns 

of this construction are common throughout California and the Nation. Therefore, it does not embody the distinctive 

characteristics of a type, period, method of construction, or represent the work of an important creative individual, or 

possesses high artistic values (Criterion C/3). It is unlikely that additional significant information could be gathered from 

further investigation of BSC-DF-S-005. Additionally, no associated artifacts or historic-era debris were identified within 

the vicinity of BSC-DF-S-005. As such, BSC-DF-S-005 does not have the potential to provide information important to 

the history of the country, state, or region (Criterion D/4). Therefore, Dudek recommends that BSC-DF-S-005 is not 

significant or a unique archaeological resource under CEQA and not eligible for listing in the NRHP and CRHR. 

City of Santa Clarita Eligibility  

BSC-DF-S-005 was also evaluated for eligibility under the City of Santa Clarita’s local Criteria (A-E). BSC-DF-S-005 

is not associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the historical, cultural, or architectural 

development of the City, State, or Nation (Criterion A), nor is it associated with persons significant in local, state, or 

national history (Criterion B). BSC-DF-S-005 does not embody distinctive characteristics of a style, type, period, or 

method of construction, or represent a valuable example of indigenous materials or craftsmanship (Criterion C). 

BSC-DF-S-005 does not possess a unique location, singular physical characteristics, or represent an established or 

familiar visual feature of the community (Criterion D). Finally, BSC-DF-S-005 has not yielded, nor is it likely to yield, 

information important to the history or prehistory of the City, State, or Nation (Criterion E). Therefore, BSC-DF-S-005 

is recommended ineligible for listing on the City of Santa Clarita List of Historic Resources. 

6.1.3 Resource BSC-DF-S-006 Evaluation  

NRHP/CRHR Eligibility  

BSC-DF-S-006 consists of four features within proximity to each other, all located in the central aspect of the 

northern parcel of the Project area. Feature 1 is characterized as a concrete pad that contains two vertical iron 

pipes and a wooden post. Feature 2 and Feature 3 are both characterized as small concrete structures and Feature 

4 is characterized as a tall standing concrete structure with an opening for a door. Dudek’s review of BLM records, 

historic aerial photographs and historic topographic maps indicate that BSC-DF-S-006 is likely the remains of a 

historic-era residence dated ca. 1877. An 1877 BLM General Land Office Map for Township 4 North and Range 15 
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West shows a wagon road, as well as a building labeled “T. Thompson’s House” at the location of BSC-DF-S-006 

(BLM 2025a). Land patents from the BLM indicate that Thomas Christopherson Thompson obtained a patent for 

lands within the area in 1881 (BLM 2025b). Thompson was born in Norway in 1847 and according to the 1920 

census, worked as a carpenter. By the time of the 1920 census, he had moved to Pasadena, California where he 

lived with his wife, Cecelia Thompson (Ancestry.com 1920). Thompson died in 1927 (Pasadena Post 1927). 

Dudek’s archival research did not identify any additional occupants associated with the residence following 

Thompson’s departure, until the structures were demolished ca. 1997. 

Overall, it appears that the building associated with the Thompson residence remained in the same footprint and 

configuration from 1928 until 1997, when the buildings were demolished and the area graded and cleared. There 

appear to be no other associated artifacts, historic-era debris, or features observed in the general vicinity of 

BSC-DF-S-006.  

It is unlikely that BSC-DF-S-006 is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 

patterns of history and cultural heritage (Criterion A/1). Additionally, BSC-DF-S-006 is likely not associated with the 

lives of persons important in our past (Criterion B/2). BSC-DF-S-006 does not contain components of individual 

distinction, as many of the features lack the defining characteristics to derive use, original form, and function. 

Therefore, it does not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, method of construction, or represent 

the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values (Criterion C/3). It is unlikely that 

additional significant information could be gathered from further investigation of BSC-DF-S-006. Additionally, no 

associated artifacts or historic-era debris were identified within the vicinity of BSC-DF-S-006. As such, BSC-DF-S-006 

does not have the potential to provide information important to the history of the country, state, or region (Criterion 

D/4). Additionally, and due to the grading and clearing that occurred within the general area, BSC-DF-S-006 lacks the 

integrity to convey its significance as an historic-era residence. Therefore, Dudek recommends that BSC-DF-S-006 is 

not significant or a unique archaeological resource under CEQA and not eligible for listing in the NRHP and CRHR.  

City of Santa Clarita Eligibility  

BSC-DF-S-006 was also evaluated for eligibility under the City of Santa Clarita’s local Criteria (A-E). BSC-DF-S-006 

is not associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the historical, cultural, or architectural 

development of the City, State, or Nation (Criterion A), nor is it associated with persons significant in local, state, or 

national history (Criterion B). BSC-DF-S-006 does not embody distinctive characteristics of a style, type, period, or 

method of construction, or represent a valuable example of indigenous materials or craftsmanship (Criterion C). 

BSC-DF-S-006 does not possess a unique location, singular physical characteristics, or represent an established or 

familiar visual feature of the community (Criterion D). Finally, BSC-DF-S-006 has not yielded, nor is it likely to yield, 

information important to the history or prehistory of the City, State, or Nation (Criterion E). Therefore, BSC-DF-S-006 

is recommended ineligible for listing on the City of Santa Clarita List of Historic Resources. 

6.1.4 Resource BSC-RB-S-001 Evaluation  

NRHP/CRHR Eligibility  

BSC-RB-S-001 consists of four features associated with an earthen embankment that once functioned as grade to 

the former alignment of the Southern Pacific Railroad. Though historic topographic maps indicate this segment was 

constructed prior to 1900 (USGS 2024), further research indicates a construction date ca. the 1870s, when the 
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Southern Pacific Railroad’s Soledad Canyon Line was under construction (Kelly 1984). The line was completed in 

1876, marking a decades long effort by Southern Pacific to connect Los Angeles and San Francisco via their 

San Joaquin Valley Route. Lang Station, located approximately two miles from the recorded segment of BSC-RB-S-

001, was the final connection point of the route, memorialized by a golden railroad spike laid in 1876, and later by 

a California Historic Landmark designation (No. 590) in 1957 (California Historic Landmarks 2016; Jonhstone 

2005; Lang Station: Recalling a Forgotten Monument 1993). Lang Station was torn down when passenger service 

ended in 1971. A monument in its former location reads: “On September 5, 1876, Charles Crocker, president, 

Southern Pacific Railroad, drove a gold spike here to complete his company’s San Joaquin Valley Route, first rail 

connection of Los Angeles with San Francisco and transcontinental lines” (Lang Station: Recalling a Forgotten 

Monument 1993). Though BSC-RB-S-001 once functioned as grade for a segment of Southern Pacific’s seminal 

Soledad Canyon Line, archival research indicates it was bypassed between 1955 and 1959 for its current grade, 

now located to the north between the northern and southern parcels of the Project area (USGS 2024). This 

realignment was likely due to the many flooding events that affected the Soledad Canyon Line throughout the 

1940s and 1950s (Kelly 1984).  

Features 2, 3, and 4 are also distinctly associated with a historic-era floodplain culvert that is situated under 

Feature 1, the larger earthen railway embankment described above. Floodplain culverts are commonly set under 

roads, trails, or other infrastructure that cross floodplains. They are typically designed to allow runoff to remain in 

the natural floodplains during a flooding event instead of confining flow to a main channel as often found in 

traditional culvert design (Minnesota Department of Natural Resources 2017). Feature 2, 3, and 4 were likely 

developed to accommodate seasonal flooding of the nearby Santa Clara River and allow runoff from the hillsides 

into the riverbed without otherwise flooding the now decommissioned railway.  

BSC-RB-S-001 lacks integrity which is an important component of a resource’s significance. A metal detector was 

utilized to perform systematic transects across the top of the embankment to determine the potential for buried 

metallic deposits (i.e. tracks and/or ties). Overall, survey efforts failed to identify any additional features, railroad-

associated artifacts, or buried components of the railway segment (negative scan) that once existed atop the 

embankment. At several points, the grade has been disturbed by erosion and appears to be uneven and overgrown 

with vegetation. Additionally, towards the west, the grade is greatly diminished in height, and it is difficult to discern 

the alignment due to its poor structural integrity.  

Although BSC-RB-S-001 is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns 

of California history and cultural heritage, BSC-RB-S-001 lacks the physical characteristics that could convey its 

significance as a segment of the Soledad Canyon Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad’s San Joaquin Valley Route 

(Criterion A/1). Additionally, BSC-RB-S-001 is likely not associated with the lives of persons important in our past 

(Criterion B/2). BSC-RB-S-001 does not contain components of individual distinction, as the embankment lacks any 

character-defining features that embody distinctive characteristics of a type, period, method of construction, or 

represent the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values (Criterion C/3). It is unlikely 

that additional significant information could be gathered from further investigation of BSC-RB-S-001 as no 

associated artifacts or historic-era debris were identified atop or within the vicinity of the embankment. As such, 

BSC-RB-S-001 does not have the potential to provide information important to the history of the state or region 

(Criterion D/4). Therefore, Dudek recommends that BSC-RB-S-001 is not significant or a unique archaeological 

resource under CEQA and not eligible for listing in the NRHP and CRHR.  
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City of Santa Clarita Eligibility  

BSC-RB-S-001 was also evaluated for eligibility under the City of Santa Clarita’s local Criteria A through E. Although 

BSC-RB-S-001 is associated with events that contributed to the historical development of the City and State, it lacks 

the physical characteristics necessary to convey its significance as a segment of the Soledad Canyon Line of the 

Southern Pacific Railroad’s San Joaquin Valley Route (Criterion A). BSC-RB-S-001 is not associated with persons 

significant in local, state, or national history (Criterion B). BSC-RB-S-001 does not embody distinctive characteristics 

of a style, type, period, or method of construction, nor does it represent a valuable example of indigenous materials 

or craftsmanship (Criterion C). BSC-RB-S-001 does not possess a unique location, singular physical characteristics, 

or represent an established or familiar visual feature of the community (Criterion D). Finally, BSC-RB-S-001 has not 

yielded, nor is it likely to yield, information important to the history or prehistory of the City, State, or Nation 

(Criterion E). Therefore, BSC-RB-S-001 is recommended ineligible for listing on the City of Santa Clarita List of 

Historic Resources. 

6.2 Significance Evaluations for Built 
Environment Resources 

The following section provides an evaluation of the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment under NRHP, CRHR, and City 

of Santa Clarita significance criteria and integrity considerations.  

6.2.1 SPRR Soledad Canyon Line Evaluation  

NRHP/CRHR Eligibility  

Under NRHP and CRHR Criteria A/1, the segment of the former SPRR Soledad Canyon Line evaluated for this study 

appears to possess a direct and important association with the SPRR’s San Joaquin Valley Route connecting Los 

Angeles and San Francisco. The final connection point of the route was memorialized by a golden railroad spike laid 

in 1876 at Lang Station. Santa Clarita developed along the route after its completion because of its access to larger 

transportation systems across the state, such as the northern California portion of the first transcontinental railroad 

in Sacramento. Access to a transcontinental railroad from the Soledad Canyon line opened new markets across the 

United States to mining and oil companies in Santa Clarita. Due to its location approximately two miles from Lang 

Station, the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment appears to have a direct and significant association with the 

San Joaquin Valley Route. With the completion of the transcontinental railroad via the SPRR Sunset Route from 

Los Angeles to New Orleans in 1883, Los Angeles County experienced a period of rapid population growth, 

commercial agriculture expansion, and economic development that was directly attributed to the new railroad line. 

The SPRR Sunset Route provided a catalyst for the area’s growth and development during the early twentieth 

century, before the development of the Angeles Forest Highway in 1941 and the federal highway system in the 

1950s. Under Criterion A/1, the potential period of significance for the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line would be from 

1876, when it was completed, to 1883, when the SPRR Sunset Route was constructed in Los Angeles as a direct 

route to the transcontinental railroad in the Los Angeles region. Because of the important contribution to the 

economic development of Santa Clarita during the period between 1876 and 1883, the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line 

appears to possess associative significance under NRHP Criterion A and CRHR Criterion 1.  
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Under NRHP and CRHR Criteria B/2, the segment of the former SPRR Soledad Canyon Line lacks a significant 

association with the productive life of any person important in local, state, or national history. The railroad was 

owned and operated by SPRR from its construction circa 1873 until it was purchased by the Los Angeles County 

Transportation Commission in 1992, and control of the railroad was transferred to Metrolink. As of 2025, Metrolink 

continue to operate the railroad as a commuter line. Although the directors of the SPRR, Charles Crocker, Leland 

Stanford, Mark Hopkins, and Collis P. Huntington (known collectively as the “Big Four”), were prominent and 

influential figures in the transportation history of California, none of these individuals are known to have had a 

direct involvement in the construction or operation of the subject segment. The subject segment was essentially a 

corporate undertaking representing the collective decisions of its board of directors, managers, and engineers, 

rather than the distinctive contributions of any single individual. Additionally, research uncovered no other individual 

associated with this railroad who made a demonstrably and singularly important contribution to history at the local, 

state, or national level. Due to a lack of identified significant associations with any persons important in our past, 

the subject railroad is recommended not eligible under NRHP Criterion B and CRHR Criterion 2.  

Under NRHP and CRHR Criteria C/3, the segment of the former SPRR Soledad Canyon Line does not embody the 

distinctive characteristics  of a particular type, a period, or a method of railroad construction, nor does it represent 

the work of a master engineer, possess high artistic value, or contribute to the significance of a potential or existing 

historic district. The subject railroad segment exemplifies common, standardized railroad designs and construction 

methods characteristic of those used during the late nineteenth century, as well as throughout the twentieth century 

and even today. These design and construction methods include standard-gauge steel tracks with an overall width 

of 4 feet, 8.5 inches, steel tie plates and pins, timber cross ties, and a raised bed of gravel ballast. Since railroad 

designs and construction methods during this period have not changed substantially, the SPRR Soledad Canyon 

Line segment does not qualify as an important representation of the variation, evolution, or transition of railroad 

development under Criterion C/3. As an undistinguished and undifferentiated example of standardized railroad 

infrastructure, the subject railroad is recommended not eligible under NRHP Criterion C and CRHR Criterion 3.  

Under NRHP and CRHR Criteria D/4, the subject property is not significant as a source, or likely source, of important 

historical information, nor does it appear likely to yield important information about historic construction methods, 

materials, or technologies. This technology is well understood through contemporary trade journals and scientific 

monographs. As such, the subject property lacks significance under NRHP Criterion D and CRHR Criterion 4.  

City of Santa Clarita Eligibility  

As discussed under NRHP/CRHR Criteria A/1, research indicates that the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line conveys 

significance as an important contribution to the economic development of Santa Clarita between 1876 and 1883. 

Therefore, the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line is eligible for City of Santa Clarita Criterion A.  

As discussed in NRHP/CRHR Criteria B/2, research did not indicate that the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment 

is associated with the directors of the SPRR who were important to the past. Due to a lack of identified significant 

associations with any persons important in our past, the subject railroad is recommended not eligible under City of 

Santa Clarita Criterion B.  

As discussed in NRHP/CRHR Criterion C/3, the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment is not distinctive in terms of a 

particular type of railroad, a period, or a method of railroad construction, nor is it a valuable example of the use of 

indigenous materials or craftsmanship. The railroad is a common, standardized example of a railroad. As such, the 

railroad segment is recommended not eligible under City of Santa Clarita Criterion C.  
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Under Santa Clarita Criteria D, the segment of the former SPRR Soledad Canyon Line does not have a unique location 

or singular physical characteristic, nor is it a view or vista representing established and familiar visual features of 

the neighborhood, community, or city. Research did not reveal that the subject property is included in a unique 

location possessing a concentration of historic or scenic properties (i.e., a district). The railroad was constructed by 

1876 before the development of the area. Historic Aerials indicate that much of the surrounding area was 

developed with modern urban properties that replaced the original rural and agricultural setting between 1953 and 

1964 and no longer retains its historic appearance. As such, it is not recommended eligible under City of 

Santa Clarita Criterion D. 

As discussed in NRHP/CRHR Criterion D/4, the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment is not likely to yield information 

important to the history or prehistory of the City, State, or nation. As such, the subject property lacks significance 

under City of Santa Clarita Criterion E. 

Integrity  

Integrity is the ability of a property to convey its significance. Because the concept of integrity is based on 

significance, the assessment of a property’s integrity can only proceed after its significance has been fully 

established. In addition to meeting at least one of the significance criteria discussed above, the assessment of 

integrity requires consideration under the following seven aspects or qualities: location, design, materials, 

workmanship, setting, feeling, and association. To retain integrity, a property will always possess several, and 

generally most, of these aspects. Determining which aspects are most important requires an understanding of why, 

where, and when the property is significant.  

▪ Location is the place where elements of the railroad were constructed and operated. A railroad segment 

that has been realigned will not retain its integrity of location. Locational elements of the railroad include 

the route’s horizontal alignment (the general route and the degree of the route’s curves) and the vertical 

alignment (the degree of the route’s gradient). To retain integrity of location, the route must conform to the 

horizontal and vertical alignment that was present at the end of the railroad’s period of significance, or 

potential period of significance, which in the specific case of the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment would 

be 1883. The subject segment was realigned between 1955 and 1959 to avoid seasonal flooding in the 

surrounding area. Therefore, it does not retain integrity of location. 

▪ Design is the combination of planned, developed, and constructed elements of the railroad that created its 

form, plan, and structure. The railroad’s design includes its alignment, the configuration of its tracks (single 

or double tracked), the gauge of its tracks (narrow or standard), the type of ballast used in the roadway 

bed, and the incorporation of fill, cuts, and ditches. The SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment does not retain 

its original alignment, and its configuration was modified after the end of its potential period of significance 

(1876-1883) with the addition of a second track and spur lines between 1898 and 1901. As such, the 

SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment does not retain integrity of design. 

▪ Materials are the physical elements that were combined to form the railroad during its period of 

significance. The materials associated with the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment include the rock 

ballast, steel tracks, steel tie plates and pins, and timber cross ties. While the replacement of these 

elements represents a loss of historic materials, it has not resulted in a complete loss of the railroad’s 

integrity of materials, since the original materials have been largely replaced in-kind with materials that 

appear nearly identical to their historic counterparts. One visible exception consists of the modern concrete 
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cross ties that have replaced the historic timber ties. Overall, the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment has 

diminished integrity of materials. 

▪ Setting is the physical environment of the railroad and includes properties adjacent to the right-of-way, as 

well as rural or urban landscapes that characterize the area. To retain integrity of setting, the existing 

general land uses adjacent to the railroad must be similar to those that existed historically during the 

railroad’s period of significance. In the specific case of the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment, none of 

the current surrounding buildings or modern infrastructure existed during the railroad’s potential period of 

significance (1876-1883). The SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment’s original setting consisted of an open, 

undeveloped rural landscape. After World War II, the rural character of the area surrounding the railroad 

was replaced by a modern urban landscape defined by industrial, residential, and commercial uses. As 

such, the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment no longer retains its integrity of setting. 

▪ Feeling is conveyed through the railroad’s ability to express its historic function and feel from its period of 

significance. Feeling represents the cumulative presence of the railroad’s character defining features and 

a compatible setting that conveys the feeling of traveling on a railroad during its period of significance. The 

extent to which a railroad corridor retains its integrity of feeling is based on the extent to which it retains 

other aspects of its integrity. In the specific case of the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment, it no longer 

retains its integrity of feeling due to its incompatible setting and modern intrusions. 

▪ Association is the direct link between the railroad and the significant transportation it provided. A railroad 

retains its integrity of association if it retains its integrity of location, materials, and design. In the specific 

case of the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment, the railroad no longer retains its integrity of location or 

design and has diminished integrity of materials. Additionally, the segment has not been associated with 

the SPRR since its closure in 1979. Therefore, it no longer retains integrity of association. 

▪ Workmanship is the physical evidence of the crafts of a particular culture or people during any given period 

in history or prehistory. Workmanship is not a meaningful factor in evaluating the integrity of the SPRR 

Soledad Canyon Line segment due to its utilitarian nature and the standardized design of its components. 

Although when looking at it as a whole, the railroad meets NRHP Criterion A and CRHR Criterion 1 this is a small 

segment of the former SPRR Soledad Canyon Line lacks sufficient integrity to convey its significance. Integrity of 

location, an important aspect of the integrity of a linear feature such as this, is significantly compromised. Its 

realignment and the change in ties, ballast, and going from a single-track to a double-track have altered integrity of 

design and materials. Integrity of association is lost because the alterations and changes in ownership have 

rendered it unable to convey its historic character. Lastly, integrity of the setting is altered by the highway and 

residential development. For these reasons, the resource lacks the integrity necessary to convey its significance 

and is not eligible for NRHP Criterion A and CRHR Criterion 1. 
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7 Summary and 
Management Recommendations  

7.1 Summary 

Dudek conducted a cultural resources inventory and evaluation in support of the Belcaro at Sand Canyon Project. 

Efforts included a records search, an archival information and literature review, correspondence with the Native 

American Heritage Commission, a cultural resources pedestrian survey of the API, the recordation and evaluation 

of three newly identified historic-era archaeological resources and one newly identified historic-era built 

environment resource, and an evaluation concurrence of one previously identified historic-era archaeological 

resource under the NRHP, the CRHR, and the City of Santa Clarita criteria.  

Though the SCCIC records search results indicated that no previously recorded cultural resources intersected with 

the API, one previously recorded resource, Mancara-01, was recorded within the Project area by Dudek in 2014. A 

NAHC SLF search was also requested for the proposed Project, and results were negative for Native American 

cultural resources within one mile of the Project area. 

Mancara-01 is characterized as an historic-era residential site containing various building features and an 

associated refuse deposit. Archival research indicates that the residence associated with Mancara-01 was 

constructed in the late-1950s and demolished ca. 1974. Ultimately, Dudek’s 2014 testing efforts at Mancara-01 

concluded that the resource does not meet the eligibility criteria to be considered a historical resource and is 

recommended as not significant or a unique archaeological resource under CEQA and not eligible for listing in the 

CRHR. This study concurs with Dudek’s 2014 conclusion that Mancara-01 does not meet the eligibility criteria to 

be considered a significant or unique archaeological resource under CEQA and is recommended ineligible for listing 

on the NRHP, CRHR, and the City of Santa Clarita’s List of Historic Resources. 

2024 and 2025 cultural resources pedestrian surveys of the API identified an additional three historic-era 

archaeological resources (BSC-DF-S-005, BSC-DF-S-006, and BSC-RB-S-001) and one newly identified historic-era 

built environment resource (SPRR Soledad Canyon Line) within the API. BSC-DF-S-005 is characterized as a water 

storage tank, or cistern. BSC-DF-S-006 is comprised of four concrete features (three structures and a concrete pad) 

and was likely associated with an historic-era residence once located within the Project area. Archival research 

indicates that this residence was likely ca. 1877 and demolished ca. 1997. BSC-RB-S-001 is characterized as a 

historic-era earthen embankment and associated floodplain culvert was also identified within the Project area. 

RSB-RB-S-001 runs on an east to west axis through the Project and is the former alignment of the Southern Pacific 

Railroad dated pre-1900. Additionally, the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line is characterized as an operational 

double-track railway constructed between 1955 and 1959.  

Archival research indicates that the vast majority of the API remained undeveloped throughout the twentieth 

century, though a small portion of the API was subject to past grading activities associated with ground and structure 

clearance, roadway development, and small-scale agriculture practices. A review of the geomorphological context 

of the Project area further indicates the presence of underlying alluvial deposits, which in general, have a moderate 

potential for supporting the presence of subsurface archaeological deposits. Given the Project’s location near the 

Santa Clara River, the API would have likely been used by indigenous Native American inhabitants prior to Euromerican 

contact. 
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BSC-DF-S-005, BSC-DF-S-006, BSC-RB-S-001 and a segment of the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line were evaluated as 

part of the current study. Dudek concludes that all three historic-era archaeological resources do not meet the 

eligibility criteria to be considered significant or unique archaeological resources under CEQA and are 

recommended ineligible for listing on the NRHP, CRHR, and the City of Santa Clarita’s List of Historic Resources. 

Although the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line was found to possess significance under NRHP/CRHR Criterion A/1 and 

the City of Santa Clarita’s List of Historic Resources under Criterion A due to its association with the San Joaquin 

Valley Route and its contribution to the economic development of the Santa Clarita during the period between 1876 

and 1883, the subject railroad segment lacks the integrity necessary to convey its significance and, therefore, is 

recommended ineligible for inclusion in the NRHP, CRHR, and the City of Santa Clarita’s List of Historic Resources.   

7.2 Archaeological Resources Findings 

Based on the presence of various historic-era archaeological resources within and adjacent to the API, the Project’s 

location directly adjacent to the Santa Clara River, and in consideration of the lack of previous disturbances within 

Project area, there is a moderate potential for the inadvertent discovery of subsurface archaeological resources 

(prehistoric and historic) during Project implementation. Dudek recommends archaeological monitoring during 

initial ground disturbing activities for the Project. If disturbed sediments (e.g., fill) or other sediments and formations 

are identified that do not have the potential to contain archaeological resources, then monitoring may be reduced 

or terminated. 

The requirement for a Native American monitor shall be determined by the lead agency based on government-to-

government consultation pursuant to AB 52. 

Cultural Resources Monitoring and Inadvertent Discovery Protocols  

Archaeological monitors shall be present during all initial ground-disturbing activities occurring within 50 feet of the 

previously recorded resources Mancara-01, BSC-DF-S-005, and BSC-DF-S-006. Areas of lower sensitivity shall be 

subject to weekly spot checks. Archaeological monitoring may be adjusted (increase, decreased, or discontinued) 

at the recommendation of the archaeological principal investigator based on inspection of exposed cultural material 

and the observed potential for soils to contain intact cultural deposits or otherwise significant archaeological 

material. The archaeological monitor shall be provided a copy of this technical report and its pertinent appendices 

to inform their monitoring efforts. The archaeological monitor shall have the authority to temporarily halt work to 

inspect areas for potential cultural material or deposits. The requirement for a Native American monitor shall be 

determined by the lead agency based on government-to-government consultation pursuant to AB 52.  

In the event that unanticipated archaeological deposits or features are exposed during construction activities, all 

construction work occurring within 50 feet of the find shall immediately stop until the archaeological principal 

investigator, meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for archaeology, is provided access 

to the Project area and can assess the significance of the find and determine whether or not additional study is 

warranted. The work exclusion buffer may be adjusted as appropriate to allow work to feasibly continue at the 

recommendation of the archaeological principal investigator. Should it be required, temporary flagging shall be 

installed around this resource in order to avoid any disturbances from construction equipment. The potential for 

avoidance should be the primary consideration of this initial process. Significance of the find shall be assessed as 

outlined by CEQA (14 CCR 15064.5[f]; PRC Section 21082). If the archaeological principal investigator observes 

the discovery to be potentially significant under CEQA or Section 106 of the NHPA, additional efforts, such as 
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preparation of an archaeological treatment plan, testing, and/or data recovery, may be warranted prior to allowing 

construction to proceed in this area.  

In accordance with Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code, if potential human remains are found, 

the county coroner shall be immediately notified of the discovery. The coroner shall provide a determination within 

48 hours of notification. No further excavation or disturbance of the identified material, or any area reasonably 

suspected to overlie additional remains, shall occur until a determination has been made regarding if the find is 

human in origin. If the county coroner determines that the remains are, or are believed to be, Native American, the 

coroner shall notify the NAHC within 24 hours. In accordance with PRC Section 5097.98, the NAHC must 

immediately notify those persons it believes to be the most likely descendent from the deceased Native American. 

The most likely descendent shall then recommend to the lead agency their preferred treatment of the remains and 

any associated grave goods. 

Reporting Requirements 

An on-site archaeological monitor shall complete monitoring logs for each day they are present to observe ground-

disturbing activities on the Project. Within 60 days following completion of construction, the qualified archaeological 

principal investigator shall provide an archaeological monitoring report to the City. This report shall include the 

results of the cultural monitoring program (even if negative), including a summary of any findings or evaluation/data 

recovery efforts, and supporting documentation that demonstrates all mitigation measures defined in the 

environmental document were appropriately met. Appendices shall include archaeological monitoring logs and 

documentation relating to any newly identified or updated cultural resources. This report shall be submitted to the 

SCCIC once considered final. 

7.3 Built Environment Findings 

Dudek’s archival research and pedestrian survey identified one historic-era built environment resource within the 

API that required consideration as a historical resource under CEQA. The SPRR Soledad Canyon Line was evaluated 

under NRHP, CRHR, and City of Santa Clarita criteria and was found to meet NRHP/CRHR Criteria A/1 and City of 

Santa Clarita Criteria A any for its association with the SPRR San Joaquin Valley Route during the period between 

1876 and 1883. However, because the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line segment lacks the integrity necessary to convey 

its significance, it does not appear to be eligible for inclusion in the NRHP, CRHR, or City of Santa Clarita’s List of 

Historic Resources either individually or as a contributing element to an existing historic district or a potential linear 

historic district such as the SPRR Soledad Canyon Line (which are presumed to be NRHP, CRHR, and City of 

Santa Clarita eligible for the purposes of the analysis). Therefore, the recommended CHRS Code for the property is 

6Z, meaning it was found ineligible for the NRHP and CRHR through survey evaluation, and the proposed project 

would not cause an impact to historical resources. No further study is recommended. 
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Sacred Lands File & Native American Contacts List Request 
 

Native American Heritage Commission 
1550 Harbor Blvd, Suite 100 
West Sacramento, CA 95691 

916-373-3710 
916-373-5471 – Fax 
nahc@nahc.ca.gov 

 
Information Below is Required for a Sacred Lands File Search 

 
Project: ______________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
County:______________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
USGS Quadrangle Name:_______________________________________________________ 
 
 
Township:__________   Range:__________   Section(s):__________ 
 
 
Company/Firm/Agency:_________________________________________________________ 
 
 
Street Address:________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
City:______________________________________________   Zip:______________________ 
 
 
Phone:_____________________________________________ 
 
 
Fax:_______________________________________________ 
 
 
Email:_____________________________________________ 
 
 
Project Description: 

Belcaro at Sand Canyon Project (PN# 15388) 

Los Angeles County

Dudek 

605 Third Street 

Encinitas 92024

760.479.4827

760.632.0164

The project includes development of a residential community for a 55+ year old/deed 
restricted active adult community containing 359 detached residential units, a three-
acre private recreation center, and approximately 92-acres of open space. The project 
area is located south of the Santa Clara River and SR-14, north/east of Oak Springs 
Canyon Road on Assessor's Parcel Numbers (APNs): 2840-015-025, -031, -032, -033, -
034, -035, -045, -047, and 2840-001-118. 

mmurillo@dudek.com & rbakhtiarydudek.com

7.5-Minute Series Mint Canyon Quadrangle

4N 15W 24
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Record Search One-Mile Buffer
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA         Gavin Newsom, Governor 
 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION 
 

 

 

 

Page 1 of 1 

 

May 6, 2024 

 

Makayla Murillo 

Dudek 

 

Via Email to: mmurillo@dudek.com & rbakhtiary@dudek.com   

 

Re: Belcaro at Sand Canyon 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 tribes 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.  I 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 tribe. 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 notify 

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,  

 

 

 

 

Andrew Green 

Cultural Resources Analyst 

 

Attachment 

 

 

 
 

CHAIRPERSON 

Reginald Pagaling 

Chumash 

 

 

VICE-CHAIRPERSON 

Buffy McQuillen 

Yokayo Pomo, Yuki, 

Nomlaki 

 

 

SECRETARY 

Sara Dutschke 

Miwok 

 

 

PARLIAMENTARIAN 

Wayne Nelson 

Luiseño 

 

 

COMMISSIONER 

Isaac Bojorquez 

Ohlone-Costanoan 

 

 

COMMISSIONER 

Stanley Rodriguez 

Kumeyaay 

 

 

COMMISSIONER 

Laurena Bolden 

Serrano 

 

 

COMMISSIONER 

Reid Milanovich 

Cahuilla 

 

 

COMMISSIONER 

Bennae Calac 

Pauma-Yuima Band of 

Luiseño 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 

 

 

 

 

 



Native American Heritage Commission 

Native American Contact List 

Los Angeles County 

5/6/2024 
 

Tribe Name F/
N 

Contact 
Person 

Contact 
Address 

P# Email Address Aff. Counties Last 
Updated 

Barbareño/ 
Ventureño Band 
of Mission 
Indians 

N Cultural 
Resource 
Committee,  

P.O. Box 
364  
Ojai, CA, 
93024 

(805) 
746-
6685 

CR@bvbmi.com Chumash Kern, Los Angeles, 
San Luis Obispo, 
Santa Barbara, 
Ventura 

6/19/2023 

Chumash 
Council of 
Bakersfield 

N Julio Quair, 
Chairperson 

729 
Texas 
Street  
Bakersfiel
d, CA, 
93307 

(661) 
322-
0121 

chumashtribe@sbcglobal.ne
t 

Chumash Kern, Los Angeles, 
San Luis Obispo, 
Santa Barbara, 
Ventura 

  

Coastal Band of 
the Chumash 
Nation 

N Gabe 
Frausto, 
Chairman 

P.O. Box 
40653  
Santa 
Barbara, 
CA, 
93140 

(805) 
568-
8063 

fraustogabriel28@gmail.com Chumash Kern, Los Angeles, 
San Luis Obispo, 
Santa Barbara, 
Ventura 

8/28/2023 

Fernandeno 
Tataviam Band 
of Mission 
Indians 

N Sarah 
Brunzell, 
CRM 
Manager 

1019 
Second 
Street  
San 
Fernando, 
CA, 
91340 

(818) 
837-
0794 

CRM@tataviam-nsn.us Tataviam Kern, Los Angeles, 
Ventura 

5/25/2023 

Gabrieleno 
Band of Mission 
Indians - Kizh 
Nation 

N Christina 
Swindall 
Martinez, 
Secretary 

P.O. Box 
393  
Covina, 
CA, 
91723 

(844) 
390-
0787 

admin@gabrielenoindians.or
g 

Gabrieleno Los Angeles, Orange, 
Riverside, San 
Bernardino, Santa 
Barbara, Ventura 

8/18/2023 

Gabrieleno 
Band of Mission 

N Andrew 
Salas, 
Chairperson 

P.O. Box 
393  
Covina, 

(844) 
390-
0787 

admin@gabrielenoindians.or
g 

Gabrieleno Los Angeles, Orange, 
Riverside, San 

8/18/2023 



Tribe Name F/
N 

Contact 
Person 

Contact 
Address 

P# Email Address Aff. Counties Last 
Updated 

Indians - Kizh 
Nation 

CA, 
91723 

Bernardino, Santa 
Barbara, Ventura 

Gabrieleno/ 
Tongva San 
Gabriel Band of 
Mission Indians 

N Anthony 
Morales, 
Chairperson 

P.O. Box 
693  
San 
Gabriel, 
CA, 
91778 

(626) 
483-
3564 

GTTribalcouncil@aol.com Gabrieleno Los Angeles, Orange, 
Riverside, San 
Bernardino, Santa 
Barbara, Ventura 

12/4/2023 

Gabrielino 
Tongva Indians 
of California 
Tribal Council 

N Robert 
Dorame, 
Chairperson 

P.O. Box 
490  
Bellflower
, CA, 
90707 

(562) 
761-
6417 

gtongva@gmail.com Gabrielino Los Angeles, Orange, 
Riverside, San 
Bernardino, Santa 
Barbara, Ventura 

3/16/2023 

Gabrielino 
Tongva Indians 
of California 
Tribal Council 

N Christina 
Conley, 
Cultural 
Resource 
Administrat
or 

P.O. Box 
941078  
Simi 
Valley, 
CA, 
93094 

(626) 
407-
8761 

christina.marsden@alumni.u
sc.edu 

Gabrielino Los Angeles, Orange, 
Riverside, San 
Bernardino, Santa 
Barbara, Ventura 

3/16/2023 

Gabrielino/ 
Tongva Nation 

N Sandonne 
Goad, 
Chairperson 

106 1/2 
Judge 
John Aiso 
St.,  #231  
Los 
Angeles, 
CA, 
90012 

(951) 
807-
0479 

sgoad@gabrielino-
tongva.com 

Gabrielino Los Angeles, Orange, 
Riverside, San 
Bernardino, Santa 
Barbara, Ventura 

3/28/2023 

Gabrielino-
Tongva Tribe 

N Charles 
Alvarez, 
Chairperson 

23454 
Vanowen 
Street  
West 
Hills, CA, 
91307 

(310) 
403-
6048 

Chavez1956metro@gmail.c
om 

Gabrielino Los Angeles, Orange, 
Riverside, San 
Bernardino, Santa 
Barbara, Ventura 

5/30/2023 



Tribe Name F/
N 

Contact 
Person 

Contact 
Address 

P# Email Address Aff. Counties Last 
Updated 

Gabrielino-
Tongva Tribe 

N Sam 
Dunlap, 
Cultural 
Resource 
Director 

P.O. Box 
3919  
Seal 
Beach, 
CA, 
90740 

(909) 
262-
9351 

tongvatcr@gmail.com Gabrielino Los Angeles, Orange, 
Riverside, San 
Bernardino, Santa 
Barbara, Ventura 

5/30/2023 

Northern 
Chumash Tribal 
Council 

N Violet 
Walker, 
Chairperson 

P.O. Box 
6533  
Los Osos, 
CA, 
93412 

(760) 
549-
3532 

violetsagewalker@gmail.co
m 

Chumash Kern, Los Angeles, 
San Luis Obispo, 
Santa Barbara, 
Ventura 

6/5/2023 

San Fernando 
Band of Mission 
Indians 

N Donna 
Yocum, 
Chairperson 

P.O. Box 
221838  
Newhall, 
CA, 
91322 

(503) 
539-
0933 

dyocum@sfbmi.org Kitanemuk 
Vanyume 
Tataviam 

Kern, Los Angeles, 
San Bernardino, 
Ventura 

5/8/2023 

Santa Rosa 
Band of Cahuilla 
Indians 

F Vanessa 
Minott, 
Tribal 
Administrat
or 

P.O. Box 
391820  
Anza, CA, 
92539 

(951) 
659-
2700 

vminott@santarosa-nsn.gov Cahuilla Imperial, Los Angeles, 
Orange, Riverside, 
San Bernardino, San 
Diego 

4/8/2024 

Santa Rosa 
Band of Cahuilla 
Indians 

F Steven 
Estrada, 
Tribal 
Chairman 

P.O. Box 
391820  
Anza, CA, 
92539 

(951) 
659-
2700 

sestrada@santarosa-
nsn.gov 

Cahuilla Imperial, Los Angeles, 
Orange, Riverside, 
San Bernardino, San 
Diego 

4/8/2024 

Santa Ynez 
Band of 
Chumash 
Indians 

F Crystal 
Mendoza, 
Elders' 
Council 
Administrati
ve Assistant 

100 Via 
Juana 
Road  
Santa 
Ynez, CA, 
93460 

(805) 
325-
5537 

cmendoza@chumash.gov Chumash Kern, Los Angeles, 
San Luis Obispo, 
Santa Barbara, 
Ventura 

2/27/2024 

Santa Ynez 
Band of 
Chumash 
Indians 

F Sam 
Cohen, 
Government 
& Legal 
Affairs 
Director 

100 Via 
Juana 
Road  
Santa 
Ynez, CA, 
93460 

  scohen@chumash.gov Chumash Kern, Los Angeles, 
San Luis Obispo, 
Santa Barbara, 
Ventura 

7/6/2023 



Tribe Name F/
N 

Contact 
Person 

Contact 
Address 

P# Email Address Aff. Counties Last 
Updated 

Santa Ynez 
Band of 
Chumash 
Indians 

F Nakia 
Zavalla, 
Tribal 
Historic 
Preservatio
n Officer 

100 Via 
Juana 
Road  
Santa 
Ynez, CA, 
93460 

  nzavalla@chumash.gov Chumash Kern, Los Angeles, 
San Luis Obispo, 
Santa Barbara, 
Ventura 

7/6/2023 

Santa Ynez 
Band of 
Chumash 
Indians 

F Wendy  
Teeter, 
Cultural 
Resources 
Archaeologi
st 

100 Via 
Juana 
Road  
Santa 
Ynez, CA, 
93460 

(805) 
325-
8630 

wteeter@chumash.gov Chumash Kern, Los Angeles, 
San Luis Obispo, 
Santa Barbara, 
Ventura 

7/6/2023 

Soboba Band of 
Luiseno Indians 

F Isaiah 
Vivanco, 
Chairperson 

P.O. Box 
487  
San 
Jacinto, 
CA, 
92581 

(951) 
654-
5544 

ivivanco@soboba-nsn.com Cahuilla 
Luiseno 

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

7/14/2023 

Soboba Band of 
Luiseno Indians 

F Jessica 
Valdez, 
Cultural 
Resource 
Specialist 

P.O. Box 
487  
San 
Jacinto, 
CA, 
92581 

(951) 
663-
6261 

jvaldez@soboba-nsn.gov Cahuilla 
Luiseno 

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

7/14/2023 

Soboba Band of 
Luiseno Indians 

F Joseph 
Ontiveros, 
Tribal 
Historic 
Preservatio
n Officer 

P.O. Box 
487  
San 
Jacinto, 
CA, 
92581 

(951) 
663-
5279 

jontiveros@soboba-nsn.gov Cahuilla 
Luiseno 

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

7/14/2023 

 

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 7050.5 

of the Health and Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resource Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code. 

 

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources assessment for the proposed Belcaro at Sand Canyon Project, 

Los Angeles County. 
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Parks and Recreation Site Forms 
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