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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

Between September 2023 and April 2024, at the request of Antelope Valley 

Engineering, Inc., CRM TECH performed a cultural resources study on approximately 

2.2 acres of undeveloped land in the City of Lancaster, Los Angeles County, California.  

The subject property of the study, Assessor’s Parcel Number 3176-004-004, is located 

at the southwest corner of East Avenue H4 and Challenger Way/10th Street East and 

lies in the east half of the northeast quarter of Section 11, T7N R12W, San Bernardino 

Baseline and Meridian. 

 

The study is a part of the environmental review process for the proposed construction 

of eight (8) residential lots on the property.  The City of Lancaster, as the lead agency 

for the project, required the study pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act 

(CEQA).  The purpose of the study is to provide the City with the necessary information 

and analysis to determine whether the project would cause a substantial adverse change 

to any “historical resources,” as defined by CEQA, that may exist in the project area.  

In order to identify such resources, CRM TECH initiated a historical/archaeological 

resources records search, a Native American Sacred Lands File search, pursued 

historical background research, and carried out an intensive-level field survey. 

 

Through the various avenues of research, this study did not encounter any “historical 

resources” within the project area.  Therefore, CRM TECH recommends to the City of 

Lancaster a finding of No Impact regarding “historical resources.”  No further cultural 

resources investigation is recommended for the project unless development plans 

undergo such changes as to include areas not covered by this study.  However, if buried 

cultural materials are encountered during any earth-moving operations associated with 

the project, all work in that area should be halted or diverted until a qualified 

archaeologist can evaluate the nature and significance of the finds. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 

Between September 2023 and April 2024, at the request of Antelope Valley Engineering, Inc., CRM 

TECH performed a cultural resources study on approximately 2.2 acres of undeveloped land in the 

City of Lancaster, Los Angeles County, California (Figure 1).  The subject property of the study, 

Assessor’s Parcel Number 3176-004-004, is located at the southwest corner of East Avenue H4 and 

Challenger Way/10th Street East (Figure 2) and lies in the east half of the northeast quarter of 

Section 11, T7N R12W, San Bernardino Baseline and Meridian of the Lancaster East 7.5’ 

quadrangle (Figure 3). 

 

The study is a part of the environmental review process for the proposed construction of eight (8) 

residential lots on the property.  The City of Lancaster, as the lead agency for the project, required 

the study pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; PRC §21000 et seq.).  The 

purpose of the study is to provide the City with the necessary information and analysis to determine 

whether the project would cause a substantial adverse change to any “historical resources,” as 

defined by CEQA, that may exist in the project area. 

 

In order to identify such resources, CRM TECH initiated a historical/archaeological resources 

records search, a Native American Sacred Lands File search, pursued historical background 

research, and carried out an intensive-level field survey.  The following report is a complete account 

of the methods, results, and final conclusion of the study.  Personnel who participated in the study 

are named in the appropriate sections below, and their qualifications are provided in Appendix 1. 

 

 

Figure 1. The project vicinity. (Based on the USGS San Bernardino120’x60’ quadrangle [USGS 1969]) 
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Figure 2. Aerial image of the project area and vicinity. (Based on Google Earth imagery) 
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Figure 3. The project area and vicinity shown on USGS maps. (Based on the USGS Lancaster West and Lancaster East, 

Calif., 7.5’ quadrangles [USGS 1974a; 1974b]) 
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SETTING 

 

CURRENT NATURAL SETTING 

 

The project area is located on the northeastern outskirts of the City of Lancaster in the Antelope 

Valley region in the northern part of Los Angeles County.  Situated on the southwestern rim of the 

Mojave Desert, the climate and environment of the Antelope Valley are typical of southern 

California high desert country, marked by extremes in temperature and aridity.  The average 

minimum temperature in December in the Lancaster area is 30°F and the average maximum 

temperature in July reaches 98°F, with temperatures over 100°F not uncommon (U.S. Climate Data 

n.d.).  The average annual precipitation is less than 7.5 inches, most of which occurs in the winter 

months (U.S. Climate Data n.d.). 

 

The project area is surrounded mostly by undeveloped open land on all sides, with a rural residential 

neighborhood occupying land to the northeast (Figure 2).  The project area is essentially level; the 

elevation across the property is approximately 2,350 feet above sea level (Figure 3).  Amargosa 

Creek to the northwest is the closest water source.  The surface soil consists of a light brown, fine-

grained sand mixed with silt and clay.  Vegetation on the property is in the Saltbush Scrub Plant 

Community (Figure 4). 

 

 

Figure 4. Overview of the current setting of the project area; view to the north. (January 19, 2024) 
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CULTURAL SETTING 

 

Archaeological Context 

 

To understand and discuss Native American cultures in this part of southern California prior to 

European contact, archaeologists have devised chronological frameworks on the basis of artifacts 

and site types dating back some 12,000 years.  One of the more frequently used time frames for the 

Mojave Desert divides the region’s prehistory into five periods marked by changes in archaeological 

resources, reflecting different ways in which Native peoples adapted to their surroundings.  

According to Warren (1984) and Warren and Crabtree (1986), these five periods are the Lake 

Mojave Period (12,000-7,000 years ago), the Pinto Period (7,000-4,000 years ago), the Gypsum 

Period (4,000-1,500 years ago), the Saratoga Springs Period (1,500-800 years ago), and the 

Protohistoric Period (800 years ago to European contact). 

 

This time frame is based on general technological changes from large stone projectile points, with 

few milling stones for grinding food products, to smaller projectile points with an increase in milling 

stones.  The scheme also notes increases in population, changes in food procurement and resource 

exploitation, and more cultural complexity over time.  During the Protohistoric Period, there is 

evidence of contact with the Colorado River tribes and the introduction of pottery across the Mojave 

Desert. 

 

Ethnohistorical Context 

 

The area occupied by the present-day City of Lancaster is an area of cultural overlap used by several 

ethnic and linguistic groups that shared the resources of the Valley at different times and to different 

degrees and where tribal members continue to live and work, calling the Antelope Valley and its 

surrounding lands home.  Regarding the traditional tribal homelands in or bordering on the Antelope 

Valley, for the Kitanemuk it is the southern and western flanks of the Tehachapi Mountains 

(Blackburn and Bean 1978), for the Kawaiisu it is the Tehachapi/Mojave region (Zigmond 1986), for 

the Serrano it is the northern foothills of the San Gabriel Mountains and the San Bernardino 

Mountains (Bean and Smith 1978), for the Vanyume it is the Victorville-Barstow corridor (Bean and 

Smith 1978), and for the Tataviam it is the Acton-Agua Dulce-Santa Clarita area (King and 

Blackburn 1978). 

 

Historical Context 

 

In 1772, a small force of Spanish soldiers under the command of Pedro Fages became the first 

Europeans to set foot in the Antelope Valley.  Over the next century, a number of famous explorers, 

including Francisco Garcés, Jedediah Smith, Kit Carson, and John C. Fremont, traversed the 

Antelope Valley, but their explorations brought little change to the region.  For much of the 19th 

century, the Antelope Valley continued to receive only the occasional travelers and hunters, drawn 

by its legendary herds of antelopes.  Don Alexander and Phineas Banning’s first stage line between 

Los Angeles and northern California, for example, ran through the southern edge of the valley. 
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The City of Lancaster began as a whistle stop on the Southern Pacific Railroad, after the company 

chose the Antelope Valley for its main line between the San Joaquin Valley and the Los Angeles 

Basin in 1876 and established a string of regularly spaced sidings and water stops across the desert.  

In 1884 Moses Landley Wicks, a prodigious real estate developer, purchased 640 acres of land from 

Southern Pacific near one of the stops and laid out the townsite of Lancaster.  During the land boom 

of the 1880s, the new town thrived, thanks to an abundance of artesian water in the vicinity.  

Beginning in 1895, however, several years of continuous drought all but destroyed Lancaster and 

other settlements in the Antelope Valley, forcing nearly all of the residents to abandon their land and 

leave the region (Hamilton et al. 1913:35-37). 

 

Lancaster recovered slowly after the turn of the century.  With the adoption of electric water pumps, 

irrigated agriculture became the primary means of livelihood in the region.  Alfalfa, which was first 

introduced around 1890 (Hamilton et al. 1913:34), emerged as the principal crop in the early 20th 

century, so much so that “alfalfa is king” became the slogan for the agricultural interests in the 

valley.  After World War II, the constantly clear desert skies attracted the aerospace and defense 

industry, which eventually overtook agriculture as the leading economic sector in the region. 

 

As the population grew, so did suburban development and urban amenities in Lancaster, with a 

vibrant main street commercial corridor, Lancaster Boulevard, flanked by rows of single-family 

homes lining the street grid of the original townsite.  In 1977, Lancaster was incorporated as a city.  

Since then, the city has continued to experience rapid growth due to the phenomenal expansion of 

housing development, and increasingly has taken on the characteristics of a “bedroom community” 

in support of the Greater Los Angeles area. 

 

 

RESEARCH METHODS 

 

HISTORICAL/ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES RECORDS SEARCH 

 

The historical/archaeological resources records search for this study was conducted by CRM TECH 

archaeologist Nina Gallardo at the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) on January 4, 

2024.  Located on the campus of California State University, Fullerton, the SCCIC is the State of 

California’s official cultural resource records repository for the County of Los Angeles.  During the 

records search, Gallardo examined digital maps, records, and databases for previously identified 

cultural resources and existing cultural resources reports within a one-mile radius of the project area.  

Previously identified cultural resources in these databases include properties designated as California 

Historical Landmarks or Points of Historical Interest as well as those listed in the National Register 

of Historic Places, the California Register of Historical Resources, or the California Historical 

Resources Inventory. 

 

SACRED LANDS FILE SEARCH 

 

On December 27, 2023, CRM TECH submitted a written request to the State of California Native 

American Heritage Commission (NAHC) for a records search in the commission’s Sacred Lands 

File.  The NAHC is the State of California’s trustee agency for the protection of “tribal cultural  
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resources,” as defined by California Public Resources Code §21074 and is tasked with identifying 

and cataloging properties of Native American cultural value, including places of special religious, 

spiritual, or social significance and known graves and cemeteries throughout the state.  The response 

from the NAHC is summarized below and attached to this report in Appendix 2. 

 

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND RESEARCH 

 

Historical background research for this study was conducted on the basis of published literature in 

local and regional history, the U.S. General Land Office (GLO) land survey plat map of the area 

dated 1856, U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) topographic maps dated 1917-1975, and aerial 

photographs taken between 1948 and 2023.  The historic maps are collected at the Science Library 

of the University of California, Riverside, and the California Desert District of the U.S. Bureau of 

Land Management, located in Moreno Valley.  The aerial photographs are available at the 

Nationwide Environmental Title Research (NETR) Online website and through Google Earth 

software. 

 

FIELD SURVEY 

 

On January 19, 2024, CRM TECH project archaeologist Ash Conner-Ayala carried out the field 

survey of the project area.  The survey was completed on foot at an intensive level by walking a 

series of parallel east-west transects spaced 15 meters (approximately 50 feet) apart.  In this way, the 

ground surface in the entire project area was systematically and carefully examined for any evidence 

of human activities dating to the prehistoric or historic period (i.e., 50 years or older).  Ground 

visibility was fair (35%) to excellent (75%), depending upon the density of vegetation (Figure 4).  In 

light of past ground disturbance by the weed abatement activities on the property, the level of 

visibility was deemed adequate for this survey.  

 

 

RESULTS AND FINDINGS 

 

HISTORICAL/ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES RECORDS SEARCH 

 

According to SCCIC records, the project area had not been surveyed systematically for cultural 

resources prior to this study, and the only past study that included the project location was an 

overview completed for the City of Lancaster General Plan in 2006.  No cultural resources were 

previously recorded within or adjacent to the project boundaries.  Within the one-mile scope of the 

records search, SCCIC records identify twenty-seven previous studies (Figure 5). 
 

As a result of those past studies, ten cultural resources were discovered within the one-mile radius 

and recorded into the California Historical Resources Inventory System.  The resources are listed in 

Table 1 below.  The closest of these resources lies over a quarter mile to the south of the project area 

and, thus, none of them requires further consideration during this study. 
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Figure 5. Previous cultural resources studies within the scope of the records search, listed by SCCIC file number.  

Locations of historical/archaeological resources are not shown as a protective measure. 
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Table 1.  Previously Recorded Cultural Resources within the Scope of the Records Search 

Primary # Age Description 

19-001793 Historical Refuse dump 

19-003757 Historical Refuse scatter 

19-120058 Historical Refuse scatter 

19-120059 Historical Glass scatter 

19-180627 Historical Lancaster County Fairgrounds 

19-180630 Historical 50th District Agricultural Association Fairgrounds Horse Barns 

19-180633 Historical 50th District Agricultural Association Fairgrounds Grandstand 

19-187593 Historical Commercial building, ca. 1955 

19-187594 Historical Millbrook Quality Bread building, ca. 1958 

19-187595 Historical Antelope Valley SDA Church, ca. 1958 

 

SACRED LANDS FILE SEARCH 

 

In response to CRM TECH’s inquiry, the NAHC reported in a letter dated January 19, 2024, that the 

Sacred Lands File identified no Native American cultural resources in the project vicinity.  Noting 

that the lack of specific site information in the Sacred Lands File does not necessarily indicate the 

absence of cultural resources, however, the NAHC recommended that local Native American tribes 

be consulted for further information and provided a referral list of potential contacts.  The NAHC’s 

reply is attached to this report as Appendix 2 for reference by the City of Lancaster in future 

government-to-government consultations with the pertinent tribal groups. 

 

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND RESEARCH 

 

Historical sources show no evidence of buildings or other structures within or adjacent to the project 

boundaries from the mid-1850s to the 1950s (Figures 6-9; NETR Online 1948-1959).  Aerial and 

satellite imagery indicate that the project area has been vacant up to and including the present 

(NETR Online 1948-2023; Google Earth 1994-2023).   

 

FIELD SURVEY 

 

The field survey did not encounter any potential “historical resources” within the project area.  No 

features or artifacts of prehistoric or historical origin were encountered throughout the course of the 

survey.  Some modern refuse was noted within the project area, as was evidence of previous weed 

abatement activities.  No artifacts, features, objects, or sites dating to the prehistoric or historic 

periods were encountered during the field inspection.   
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Figure 6. The project area and vicinity in 1856. (Source: 

GLO 1856). 

 

Figure 7. The project area and vicinity in 1915. (Source: 

USGS 1917) 

 

 

Figure 8. The project area and vicinity in 1930. (Source: 

GLO 1933) 

 

Figure 9. The project area and vicinity in 1956. (Source: 

GLO 1958). 
 



Eight Lot Tentative Map Project  Cultural Resource Assessment  

 

 Page 11 of 20  
 

 

 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL DISCUSSION/REVIEW 

 

Developed models of Native people’s lifeways throughout prehistoric times indicate that they tended 

to establish camps and villages in protected areas near sources of water.  The project area is located 

within the Antelope Valley, relatively far from such a location.  As such, it is not an area people 

would have chosen to live.  People, however, would have hunted and collected available resources in 

such areas, and possibly traveled across them.  No evidence of such activities, however, was 

encountered in the project area during this study.  Additionally, no evidence of human activities 

dating to the historic-period was noted in the project area.  Based on what is known regarding human 

activities in prehistoric and historic times and the information that was acquired during the current 

the current study, the project area appears to have a low potential to contain significant cultural 

resources dating to prehistoric or historic times. 

 

 

MANAGEMENT CONSIDERATIONS 

 

The purpose of this study is to identify any cultural resources within the project area, and to assist 

the City of Lancaster in determining whether such resources, if present, meet the official definition 

of “historical resources” as provided in the California Public Resources Code, in particular CEQA.   

 

STATUTORY/REGULATORY GUIDELINES 

 

According to PRC §5020.1(j), “‘historical resource’ includes, but is not limited to, any object, 

building, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which is historically or archaeologically significant, 

or is significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, 

social, political, military, or cultural annals of California.” 

 

More specifically, CEQA guidelines state that the term “historical resources” applies to any such 

resources listed in or determined to be eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical 

Resources, included in a local register of historical resources, or determined to be historically 

significant by the lead agency (Title 14 CCR §15064.5(a)(1)-(3)).  Regarding the criteria for the 

evaluation of historical significance, CEQA guidelines mandate that “generally a resource shall be 

considered by the lead agency to be ‘historically significant’ if the resource meets the criteria for 

listing on the California Register of Historical Resources” (Title 14 CCR §15064.5(a)(3)).  A 

resource may be listed in the California Register if it meets any of the following criteria: 

 
(1) Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 

California’s history and cultural heritage.  

(2) Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past. 

(3) Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or 

represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values.  

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

§5024.1(c)) 
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DISCUSSION 

 

In summary of the research results presented above, no potential “historical resources” were 

previously recorded within or adjacent to the project area, and none was found during the present 

survey.  In addition, the Native American Sacred Lands File search identified no properties of 

traditional cultural value in the project vicinity.  Based on these findings, and considering the criteria 

listed above, the present report concludes that no known historical resources exist within or adjacent 

to the project area.  Therefore, CRM TECH recommends to the City of Lancaster a finding of No 

Impact regarding “historical resources.” 

 

 

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

CEQA establishes that “a project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 

historical resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment” (PRC 

§21084.1).  “Substantial adverse change,” according to PRC §5020.1(q), “means demolition, 

destruction, relocation, or alteration such that the significance of a historical resource would be 

impaired.”  As stated above, this study has identified no “historical resources,” as defined by CEQA 

and the associated regulations, within the project area.  Accordingly, CRM TECH presents the 

following recommendations to the City of Lancaster: 

 

• The proposed project will not cause a substantial adverse change to any known “historical 

resources.” 

• No further cultural resources investigation is recommended for the project unless development 

plans undergo such changes as to include areas not covered by this study. 

• If buried cultural materials are discovered during earth-moving operations associated with the 

project, all work in that area should be halted or diverted to another area until a qualified 

archaeologist can evaluate the nature and significance of the finds. 
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Sarcophagus Sculpture from the Collection of the Kresge Art Center, Michigan State University.” 

Submitted to Jon M. Frey, Department of Art, Art History, and Design. Michigan State University 

 

2016 Preserving Sacred Sites, Arctic Indigenous Peoples as Cultural Heritage Rights Holders. 

University of Lapland Printing Centre, Rovaniemi, Finland. 2016. Heinämäki, L., T. M. Herrmann, 

N. A. Raslich. 
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ASH CONNER-AYALA, B.S. 

PROJECT ARCHAEOLOGIST 

 

Education 

 

2022 Paleoanthropology Field School, Orzomani, Republic of Georgia. 

2021 GIS Certification, Pasadena City College, Pasadena, California. 

2020 B.S., Anthropology, University of California, Riverside. 

2019 F.A.C.T.S. Forensics Osteology Course, Texas State University. 

2019 Paleoanthropology Field School, Dmanisi, Republic of Georgia. 

2019 M.A.R.I. CRM Field School, Milford, Utah. 

 

Professional Experience 

 

2021- Project Archaeologist, CRM TECH, Colton, California. 

2021 Field Technician, Bruce Love Consulting, Littlerock, California. 

2020 Archaeological Monitor and Field Technician, McKenna et al., Whittier, California. 

2019 Graduate Research Assistant, DZC Archaeology and Cultural Resource Management, 

Riverside, California. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

NINA GALLARDO, B.A. 

PROJECT ARCHAEOLOGIST/NATIVE AMERICAN LIAISON 

 

Education 

 

2004 B.A., Anthropology/Law and Society, University of California, Riverside. 

 

Professional Experience 

 

2004- Project Archaeologist, CRM TECH, Riverside/Colton, California. 

 

Cultural Resources Management Reports 

 

Co-author of and contributor to numerous cultural resources management reports since 2004. 
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MICHAEL HOGAN, PH.D., RPA* 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR/ARCHAEOLOGIST 

 

Education 
 

1991 Ph.D., Anthropology, University of California, Riverside. 

1981 B.S., Anthropology, University of California, Riverside; with honors. 
 

2021 “An Introduction to Geoarchaeology: How Understanding Basic Soils, Sediments, 

and Landforms can make you a Better Archaeologist.” SAA Online Seminar.  

2002 “Section 106—National Historic Preservation Act: Federal Law at the Local Level,” 

UCLA Extension Course #888.  

2002 “Recognizing Historic Artifacts,” workshop presented by Richard Norwood, 

Historical Archaeologist. 

2002 “Wending Your Way through the Regulatory Maze,” symposium presented by the 

Association of Environmental Professionals. 

1992 “Southern California Ceramics Workshop,” presented by Jerry Schaefer. 

1992 “Historic Artifact Workshop,” presented by Anne Duffield-Stoll. 

 

Registrations  

 *Registered Professional Archaeologist 41781498 

 

Professional Experience 
 

2002- Principal Investigator, CRM TECH, Riverside/Colton, California. 

1999-2002 Field Director/Project Archaeologist/Project Paleontologist, CRM TECH. 

1996-1998 Project Director and Ethnographer, Statistical Research, Inc., Redlands. 

1992-1998 Assistant Research Anthropologist, University of California, Riverside 

1992-1995 Project Director, Archaeological Research Unit, U.C. Riverside. 

1991-1992 Crew Chief, Archaeological Research Unit, U.C. Riverside. 

1984-1998 Project Director, Field Director, Crew Chief, and Archaeological Technician for 

various southern California cultural resources management firms. 

 

Research Interests 
 

Cultural Resource Management, Southern Californian Archaeology, Settlement and Exchange 

Patterns, Specialization and Stratification, Culture Change, Native American Culture, Cultural 

Diversity. 
 

Cultural Resources Management Reports 
 

Principal investigator for, author or co-author of, and contributor to numerous cultural resources 

management study reports since 1986.   
 

Memberships 
 

Society for American Archaeology; Society for California Archaeology; Pacific Coast 

Archaeological Society.  
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SACRED LANDS FILE & NATIVE AMERICAN CONTACTS LIST REQUEST 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION 
1550 Harbor Boulevard, Suite 100 

West Sacramento, CA 95691 
(916)373-3710 

(916)373-5471 (Fax) 
nahc@nahc.ca.gov 

 

Project:  Proposed Eight-Lot Tentative Map Project on Assessor’s Parcel Number 3176-004-004 

(CRM TECH No. 4089)  

County:  Los Angeles  

USGS Quadrangle Name:  Lancaster East, Calif.  

Township  7 North   Range 12 West     SB  BM; Section(s)  11  

Company/Firm/Agency:  CRM TECH  

Contact Person:  Nina Gallardo  

Street Address:  1016 E. Cooley Drive, Suite A/B  

City:  Colton, CA   Zip:  92324  

Phone:  (909) 824-6400   Fax:  (909) 824-6405  

Email:  ngallardo@crmtech.us  

Project Description:  The primary component of the project is to subdivide the parcel into an eight-

lots for residential development that consists of approximately 2.2-acres of land (APN 3176-004-

004) that is located on the southwest corner of Challenger Way/10th St. East and East Avenue H4, 

in the City of Lancaster, Los Angeles County, California.   

December 27, 2023 

  

mailto:nahc@nahc.ca.gov
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Native American Heritage Commission 
Native American Contact List 

Los Angeles County 
1/19/2024 

Tribe Name Fed (F) 
Non-Fed 
(N) 

Contact Person Contact Address Phone # Fax # Email Address Cultural 
Affiliation 

Counties 

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 

Kern Valley Indian 
Community 

N Julie Turner, 
Secretary 

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

Phone: (661) 340-
0032 

    Kawaiisu 
Tubatulabal 
Koso 

Inyo,Kern,Los Angeles,San 
Bernardino,Tulare 

Kern Valley Indian 
Community 

N Robert Robinson, 
Chairperson 

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

(760) 378-2915   bbutterbredt@gmail.com Kawaiisu 
Tubatulabal 
Koso 

Inyo,Kern,Los Angeles,San 
Bernardino,Tulare 

Kern Valley Indian 
Community 

N Brandy Kendricks,  30741 Foxridge Court  
Tehachapi, CA, 93561 

(661) 821-1733   krazykendricks@hotmail.com Kawaiisu 
Tubatulabal 
Koso 

Inyo,Kern,Los Angeles,San 
Bernardino,Tulare 

Morongo Band of Mission 
Indians 

F Ann Brierty, THPO 12700 Pumarra Road  
Banning, CA, 92220 

(951) 755-5259 (951) 572-
6004 

abrierty@morongo-nsn.gov Cahuilla 
Serrano 

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

Morongo Band of Mission 
Indians 

F Robert Martin, 
Chairperson 

12700 Pumarra Road  
Banning, CA, 92220 

(951) 755-5110 (951) 755-
5177 

abrierty@morongo-nsn.gov Cahuilla 
Serrano 

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

Quechan Tribe of the Fort 
Yuma Reservation 

F Jill McCormick, 
Historic Preservation 
Officer 

P.O. Box 1899  
Yuma, AZ, 85366 

(928) 261-0254   historicpreservation@quechantribe.com Quechan Imperial,Kern,Los 
Angeles,Riverside,San 
Bernardino,San Diego 

Quechan Tribe of the Fort 
Yuma Reservation 

F Manfred Scott, Acting 
Chairman - Kw'ts'an 
Cultural Committee 

P.O. Box 1899  
Yuma, AZ, 85366 

(928) 210-8739   culturalcommittee@quechantribe.com Quechan Imperial,Kern,Los 
Angeles,Riverside,San 
Bernardino,San Diego 

Quechan Tribe of the Fort 
Yuma Reservation 

F Jordan Joaquin, 
President, Quechan 
Tribal Council 

P.O.Box 1899  
Yuma, AZ, 85366 

(760) 919-3600   executivesecretary@quechantribe.com Quechan Imperial,Kern,Los 
Angeles,Riverside,San 
Bernardino,San Diego 

San Fernando Band of 
Mission Indians 

N Donna Yocum, 
Chairperson 

P.O. Box 221838  
Newhall, CA, 91322 

(503) 539-0933 (503) 574-
3308 

dyocum@sfbmi.org Kitanemuk 
Vanyume 
Tataviam 

Kern,Los Angeles,San 
Bernardino,Ventura 

San Manuel Band of 
Mission Indians 

F Alexandra McCleary, 
Senior Manager of 
Cultural Resources 
Management 

26569 Community Center 
Drive  
Highland, CA, 92346 

(909) 633-0054   alexandra.mccleary@sanmanuel-nsn.gov Serrano Kern,Los Angeles,Riverside,San 
Bernardino 

Serrano Nation of Mission 
Indians 

N Mark Cochrane, Co-
Chairperson 

P. O. Box 343  
Patton, CA, 92369 

(909) 578-2598   serranonation1@gmail.com Serrano Los Angeles,Riverside,San Bernardino 

Serrano Nation of Mission 
Indians 

N Wayne Walker, Co-
Chairperson 

P. O. Box 343  
Patton, CA, 92369 

(253) 370-0167   serranonation1@gmail.com Serrano Los Angeles,Riverside,San Bernardino 

          

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 Proposed Eight-Lot Tentative Map Project, Los Angeles County. 

Record: PROJ-2024-
000342 

Report Type: List of Tribes 
Counties: Los Angeles 

NAHC Group: All 

 


