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3.17 Cultural Resources

Since publication of the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section Draft Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS), the following substantive changes have been
made to this section:

e Section 3.17.1, Introduction, and Section 3.17.4, Coordination of Section 106 Process with
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Compliance, have been updated to reflect execution of the First Amended Programmatic
Agreement.

e Table 3.17-2, Section 106 Technical Reports and Concurrence Dates, was updated regarding
the Memorandum of Agreement.

e Section 3.17.4, Coordination of Section 106 Process with NEPA and CEQA Compliance, was
updated under the Consulting Parties heading to add two parties.

e Table 3.17-4, Summary of Outreach Efforts to Identify Native American
Consulting/Concurring Parties, was updated to reflect the Authority’s consultation since
publication of the Draft EIR/EIS and the name was revised to, Summary of Outreach Efforts
to Identify Consulting/Concurring Parties, to better reflect the content.

e Section 3.17.6.2, Overview of Historic Built Resources, was updated to provide additional
information regarding the California Aqueduct and the Owens Valley.

e Section 3.17.7, Environmental Consequences, was updated to provide additional details and
clarifications regarding the impacts to historic built resources.

e Section 3.17.7.5, Build Alternatives, was revised under the Section 106 Conclusion heading
for Impact CUL#1 to delete a reference to resource P-19-004606 related to the SR14A Build
Alternative, which is duplicative of information presented in Section 3.17.7.3, Overview of
Effects of the No Project and Build Alternatives. Section 3.17.7.5, Build Alternatives, was also
revised under the Section 106 Conclusion heading for Impact CUL#1 to delete a reference to
resource P-19-000628 related to the SR14A Build Alternative, which is duplicative of
information presented in Table 3.17-18, Comparison of High-Speed Rail Build Alternative
Impacts for Cultural Resources.

e Section 3.17.7.5, Build Alternatives, was updated to include discussion of the Pink Motel and
Café under Impact CUL#4 of the Refined SR14 and SR14A and E1 and E1A Build
Alternatives. Section 3.17.7.5, Build Alternatives, was also updated to include discussion of
the Palmdale Ditch and East Branch of the California Aqueduct under Impact CUL#6 under
the Refined SR14 and SR14A Build Alternatives.

e Section 3.17.7.5, Build Alternatives, was revised to include discussion of the Palmdale Ditch,
East Branch of the California Aqueduct, Eagle and Last Chance Mine Road, and Blum Ranch
under Impact CUL#6 of the E1 and E1A Build Alternatives.

o CUL-MM#5, Minimize adverse effects to Blum Ranch through consultation with State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO), was revised to clarify the relevant Build Alternatives.

e Section 3.17.9.1, Archaeological Resources, and Section 3.17.11.2, United States Forest
Service Resource Analysis, were revised to clarify the timing of additional surveys.

e Table 3.17-6, Previously Recorded and Determined or Assumed Eligible Resources in the
Area of Potential Effects, was revised to clarify that resource P-19-002039 is not in the Area
of Potential Effects (APE) for the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section. It has been retained
in Table 3.17-6 for context only; effects are not analyzed in this EIR/EIS.

e Table 3.17-6, Previously Recorded and Determined or Assumed Eligible Resources in the
Area of Potential Effects, was revised to clarify that resource 19-000628 is in the APE for
Build Alternative SR14A.
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e Table 3.17-9, Known Archaeological Resources Affected by Construction of the Refined
SR14 and SR14A Build Alternatives, Table 3.17-12, Known Archaeological Resources
Affected by Construction of the E1 and E1A Build Alternatives, and Table 3.17-15, Known
Archaeological Resources Affected by Construction of the E2 and E2A Build Alternatives,
were revised to explain that resource P-19-002039 is in the Bakersfield to Palmdale Project
Section APE rather than the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section APE, and has been
included in Section 3.17 Cultural Resources for context only.

e Table 3.17-9, Known Archaeological Resources Affected by Construction of the Refined
SR14 and SR14A Build Alternatives, Table 3.17-12, Known Archaeological Resources
Affected by Construction of the E1 and E1A Build Alternatives, and Table 3.17-15, Known
Archaeological Resources Affected by Construction of the E2 and E2A Build Alternatives,
were revised to identify the terms grubbing and grading with asterisks, and to provide
definitions of those terms below the tables.

e Table 3.17-10, Built Resources Affected by Construction of the Refined SR14 and SR14A
Build Alternatives, Table 3.17-11, Built Resources Affected by Operations of the Refined
SR14 and SR14A Build Alternative, Table 3.17-13, Built Resources Affected by Construction
of the E1 and E1A Building Alternatives, Table 3.17-14, Built Resources Affected Operations
of the E1 and E1A Build Alternatives, Table 3.17-16, Built Resources Affected by
Construction of the E2 and E2A Build Alternatives, Table 3.17-17, Built Resources Affected
by Operations of the E2 and E2A Build Alternatives, Table 3.17-18, Comparison of High-
Speed Rail Build Alternative Impacts for Cultural Resources, and Table 3.17-19, Summary of
CEQA Significance Conclusions and Mitigation Measures for Cultural Resources, were
updated to align with revisions to Section 3.17.7, Environmental Consequences.

e Table 3.17-18, Comparison of High-Speed Rail Build Alternative Impacts for Cultural
Resources, was revised to delete resource P-19-002039, which is not in the APE for the
Palmdale to Burbank Project Section.

e Table 3.17-18, Comparison of High-Speed Rail Build Alternative Impacts for Cultural
Resources, NEPA Conclusion Before Mitigation column was revised to clarify the conclusion
that there is no potential to affect certain resources.

e Table 3.17-19, Summary of CEQA Significance Conclusions and Mitigation Measures for
Cultural Resources, was revised to clarify that resource P-19-000628 would experience a
less-than-significant impact under Build Alternative SR14A.

e Table 3.17-20, Archaeological Resources within the Angeles National Forest (ANF), including
the San Gabriel Mountains National Monument (SGMNM), was updated to include asterisks
in the Description column to denote archaeological resources in the Aliso-Arrastre Special
Interest Area.

e Section 3.17.11.2, United States Forest Service Resource Analysis, was updated to provide
information regarding the Aliso-Arrastre Special Interest Area.

e Table 3.17-21, Historic Built Resources in the ANF, including the SGMNM, and Section
3.17.11, United States Forest Service Impact Analysis, have been revised to clarify that two
resources are not in the APE for the Refined SR14 and SR14A Build Alternatives.

e Sections and tables throughout were updated to reflect that the San Manuel Band of Mission
Indians is now known as Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel Nation.

The revisions and clarifications provided in this section of the Final EIR/EIS do not change the
impact conclusions pertaining to cultural resources presented in the Draft EIR/EIS.

3.17.1 Introduction

This section describes impacts on cultural resources that would result from implementation of the
Palmdale to Burbank Project Section. Cultural resources include prehistoric and historic-era
archaeological resources; architectural and built-environment resources; and traditional cultural
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properties (TCP) that are listed in or found eligible for the

National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and/or the Cultural Resources

California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR). Recognizing the importance of historic
Prehistoric archaeological sites are places where Native and archaeological resources is a
Americans lived or carried out activities during the period priority for the federal government, as
before European contact (as late as 1769 A.D.) that may indicated by the numerous statutes
contain artifacts, cultural features, subsistence remains, and regulations that address these
and human burials. Historic-era archaeological sites are resources. Federal regulations require
post-European contact sites that may include remains of that the project identify and consider
early settlements, with features such as wells, privies, environmental impacts of this federal
and foundations. Historic architectural and built- action, including impacts on cultural
environment resources include buildings, structures, resources. Additionally, this analysis
objects, landscapes, districts, and linear features. TCPs considers the proposed project’s

effects, as defined by Section 106 of
the NHPA, on cultural resources that
are listed, or that are eligible for
listing, in the NRHP.

are places important to Native Americans or other
communities and ethnic groups. This section identifies
cultural resources, assesses effects of the Palmdale to
Burbank Project Section on cultural resources, and
identifies mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate
effects on those resources.

This section begins by describing the regulatory framework governing cultural resources in the
context of the California High-Speed Rail (HSR) System construction and operations. Next, this
section reviews the methods used to identify cultural resources in the resource study area of the
six Build Alternatives (the Refined SR14, SR14A, E1, E1A, E2, and E2A Build Alternatives),
which is the archaeological and historic built APE." The types of resources within the APE are
then described, along with a description of the area’s sensitivity for previously unidentified
archaeological resources. Finally, this section evaluates the anticipated effects of the Palmdale to
Burbank Project Section on cultural resources, followed by the identification of mitigation that
would be implemented to avoid or lessen those effects.

The terms “historic property” and “historical resource” also are used in this chapter. These terms
have specific meanings under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and the
CEQA, respectively:

e Historic property, as defined in regulations issued under Section 106 of the NHPA, means
“any prehistoric or historic district, site, building, structure, or object included in, or eligible for
inclusion in, the National Register of Historic Places.” (36 Code of Federal Regulations
(C.F.R.) 800.16).

e Historical resources, as defined in the CEQA Guidelines, include but are not limited to,
resources listed in or determined eligible for listing in the California Register of Historic
Resources (CEQA Guidelines, California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section 15064.5).

This chapter relies on technical studies prepared consistent with Section 106 of the NHPA, as
amended, which requires that effects on historic properties be taken into consideration in any
federal undertaking.2 These studies include the results of background literature and records
research; pedestrian field surveys; and consultations with the Native American community, the
SHPO, and other interested parties; and consultation with local, State of California, and federal
agencies to date.

The implementing regulations for Section 106, 36 C.F.R. 800.14, allow for programmatic
alternatives to the implementation of Section 106 if the review of the undertaking is governed by a

1 The archaeological and historic built APE is the geographic area or areas within which a project may affect historic
properties. The archaeological and historic built APE is used to identify impacts of the Palmdale to Burbank Project
Section on archaeological and historic built APE. See Section 3.17.5.1, which defines and discusses the
specifications of the archaeological and historic built APE in detail.

2 “Undertaking” is the Section 106 term for “project.” For consistency, “project” will be used throughout this chapter.
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federal agency program alternative established under 36 C.F.R. 800.14. Accordingly, the Federal
Railroad Administration (FRA) and the California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) consulted
with SHPO and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) in the drafting of an
agreement identifying programmatic alternatives for conducting Section 106 for the statewide
HSR program. The Programmatic Agreement Among the FRA, the ACHP, the SHPO, and the
Authority Regarding Compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA, as it Pertains to the California
High-Speed Train Project was performed in 2011 and its First Amendment was completed in
2021 (Authority and FRA 2011, 2021). While the studies conducted for this Final EIR/EIS
primarily follow the Section 106 process as well as industry standards, programmatic alternatives
as agreed on in the Programmatic Agreement (PA) and pursuant to 36 C.F.R. 800.14 include:

o The exemption of certain properties deemed to have little or no potential to be eligible for the
NRHP.

e Streamlined documentation of significantly altered resources that have reached 50 years of
age.

e Arequirement to prepare a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) for each project section that
adversely affects or has the potential to affect historic properties.

e Arequirement to prepare treatment plans—one for historic built properties and one for
archaeological properties—that tier off the MOA.

The following resource sections in this Final EIR/EIS provide additional information related to
cultural resources:

e Section 3.4, Noise and Vibration, evaluates impacts on cultural resources resulting from
damage caused by noise-induced vibration and disturbance.

e Section 3.9, Geology, Soils, Seismicity, and Paleontological Resources, discusses
paleontological resources.

e Chapter 4, Section 4(f) and Section 6(f) Evaluations, evaluates impacts on historic properties
that may be protected under Section 4(f) and Section 6(f).

In addition, the following technical reports provide more detailed information:

e Palmdale to Burbank Project Section Archaeological Survey Report (ASR), identifies and
evaluates archaeological properties within the archaeological APE.

e Palmdale to Burbank Project Section Historic Architectural Survey Report (HASR), identifies
and evaluates built resources in the historic built resources APE.

e Palmdale to Burbank Project Section Finding of Effect (FOE), evaluates impacts of the HSR
Preferred Alternative to cultural resources.

In addition, the following appendices provide more detailed information:

e Appendix 2-H, Regional and Local Policy Consistency Analysis provides a Regional and
Local Policy Consistency Table, which lists the applicable cultural resource protection goals
and policies and notes the Build Alternatives’ consistency or inconsistency with each.

e Appendix 2-E, Impact Avoidance and Minimization Features (IAMFs), lists IAMFs included in
this environmental impact analysis for each of the Build Alternatives, as applicable.

e Appendix 3.1-B, United States Forest Service (USFS) Policy Consistency Analysis, assesses
the consistency of the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section with applicable laws, regulations,
plans, and policies governing proposed uses and activities within the ANF and the SGMNM.

During stakeholder outreach efforts, concern was expressed about cultural resource issues,
including impacts on archaeological and Native American sites associated with implementation of
the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section. These impacts are addressed in Section 3.17.7.5.
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3.17.2 Laws, Regulations, and Orders

The primary federal and state laws and regulations protecting cultural resources are: (1)
Section 106; (2) the NEPA of 1969; (3) Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of
1966; (4) CEQA,; and (5) California Public Resources Code (Cal. Public Res. Code) Sections
5024.1 and 21084.1. These and other federal and state laws and regulations that pertain to
cultural resources are described below, as are regional and local plans and ordinances.

State and federal laws exempt from disclosure information regarding the location of Native
American archaeological sites and other culturally sensitive sites. Therefore, the locations of such
sites are not included in this chapter. Specifically, the California Public Records Act exempts from
public disclosure the records of Native American graves, cemeteries, sacred places, features,
and objects described in Cal. Public Res. Code Sections 5097.9 and 5097.933 (Government
Code [Gov. Code] 6254, subd.[r]). The act also exempts from public disclosure records that relate
to archaeological site information and reports maintained by or in the possession of the California
Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR), the State Historical Resources Commission, the
California State Lands Commission (CSLC), the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC),
other state agencies, or local agencies, including the records that agencies obtain through a
consultation process with a California Native American tribe (Gov. Code 6254.10). In addition,
CEQA Guidelines prohibit inclusion of information about the location of archaeological sites and
Sacred Lands in an EIR (CEQA Guidelines 15120, subd. [d]). Federal law also exempts from
disclosure information pertaining to sensitive cultural resource information (54 U.S. code [U.S.C.]
307103).

Information and analysis of consistency with laws, regulations, plans, and policies relative on
lands managed by the USFS, including the ANF and SGMNM, are discussed in Section 3.17.11
and in Volume 2, Appendix 3.1-B, USFS Policy Consistency Analysis.

3.17.2.1  Federal
National Environmental Policy Act

NEPA, as amended, establishes the federal policy of protecting important historic, cultural, and
natural aspects of our national heritage during federal project planning. Federal or federally
assisted projects requiring action pursuant to Section 102 of NEPA must take into account the
effects on cultural resources. According to the NEPA regulations, in considering whether an
action may “significantly affect the quality of the human environment,” an agency must consider,
among other things, unique characteristics of the geographic area such as proximity to historic or
cultural resources (40 C.F.R. 1508.27[b][3]), and the degree to which the action may adversely
affect districts, sites, highways, structures, or objects listed in or eligible for the NRHP.

NEPA also require that, to the fullest extent possible, agencies shall prepare EISs concurrently
with and integrated with environmental impact analyses and related surveys and studies required
by the NHPA. When Section 106 of the NHPA and NEPA are integrated, project impacts that
cause adverse effects under Section 106 are described in the EIS.

Federal Railroad Administration, Procedures for Considering Environmental Impacts
(64 Federal Register [Fed. Reg.] 28545

On May 26, 1999, FRA released the Procedures for Considering Environmental Impacts

(FRA 1999). These FRA procedures supplemented the Council on Environmental Quality
regulations (40 C.F.R. 1500 et seq.) and described FRA’s process for assessing the
environmental impacts of actions and legislation proposed by the agency and for the preparation
of associated documents (42 U.S. C. 4321 et seq.). FRA’s Procedures for Considering
Environmental Impacts stated that “the EIS should identify any significant changes likely to occur
in the natural landscape and in the developed environment.” The EIS should also discuss the
consideration given to design quality, art, and architecture in project planning and development
as required by U.S. Department of Transportation Order 5610.4. These FRA procedures stated
that an EIS should consider possible impacts on cultural resources.
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National Historic Preservation Act (54 U.S.C. 300101 et seq., including Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act, 54 U.S.C. 306108)

The NHPA establishes the federal government policy on historic preservation and the programs,
including the NRHP, through which this policy is implemented. Under the NHPA, significant
cultural resources—referred to as “historic properties”—include any prehistoric or historic district,
site, building, structure, or object included in or determined eligible for the NRHP. Historic
properties also include resources determined to be National Historic Landmarks. National Historic
Landmarks are nationally significant historic places designated by the Secretary of the Interior
(SOI) because they possess exceptional value or quality in illustrating or interpreting United
States heritage. A property is considered historically significant if it meets one or more of the
NRHP criteria and retains sufficient historic integrity to convey its significance. This act also
established the ACHP, an independent federal agency that administers Section 106 by
developing procedures to protect cultural resources included in, or eligible for inclusion in, the
NRHP. Regulations are published in 36 C.F.R. 60, 63, and 800.

36 C.F.R. Part 800 — Implementing Regulations for Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act

Section 106 requires that effects on historic properties be taken into consideration in any federal
project. The process has five steps: (1) initiating the Section 106 process, which includes initiating
consultation with SHPO, Native American tribes, local governments, and other interested parties;
(2) identifying historic properties; (3) assessing adverse effects; (4) resolving adverse effects; and
(5) implementing stipulations in an agreement document.

Section 106 affords the ACHP and the SHPO, as well as other consulting parties, a reasonable
opportunity to comment on any project that would adversely affect historic properties. SHPOs
administer the national historic preservation program at the state level, review NRHP
nominations, maintain data on historic properties that have been identified but not nominated, and
consult with federal agencies during Section 106 review.

The NRHP eligibility criteria (36 C.F.R. 60.4) were used to evaluate the significance of historic
resources within the APE. The criteria for evaluating properties are as follows:

o Was the property associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the
broad patterns of our history; or

e Was the property associated with the lives of persons significant to our past; or

o Does the property embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of
construction, or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or
that represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual
distinction; or

e Has the property yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or
history.

In addition to meeting one or more of these criteria, NRHP eligibility requires that a resource
retain sufficient integrity to convey its significance. Integrity is evaluated through consideration of
characteristics that existed during a resource’s period of significance. Integrity is evaluated based
on the retention of seven aspects: location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and
association.

Section 101(d)(6)(A) of the NHPA allows properties of traditional religious and cultural importance
to a Native American tribe to be determined eligible for NRHP inclusion. In addition, a broader
range of TCPs may be listed in or determined eligible for the NRHP because of their association
with cultural practices or beliefs of living communities that (1) are rooted in that community’s
history, and (2) are important in maintaining the continuing cultural identity of the community.
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In the NRHP programs, “culture” is understood to mean the traditions, beliefs, practices,
customary ways of life, arts, crafts, and social institutions of any community—be it a Native
American tribe, a local ethnic group, or the nation as a whole.

The HSR program-wide approach to Section 106 has been defined in the PA among the FRA, the
ACHP, the SHPO, and the Authority regarding compliance with Section 106 as it pertains to the
California HSR System (Authority and FRA 2011, 2021). The PA provides an overall framework
for conducting this project’s Section 106 process, including guidance for establishing the
archaeological and historic built APE, interested party and tribal consultation, survey, and
evaluation; it also outlines the approach for the treatment of historic properties, and includes
guidance on developing MOAs and treatment plans (archaeological and built resources) to
address the resolution of adverse effects for each section of the California HSR System.

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 303)

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, codified in federal law at 49 U.S.C.
303, prohibits use of a publicly owned park, recreation area, wildlife or waterfowl refuge, or
publicly or privately owned historic site of national, state, or local significance for a transportation
project unless the Secretary of Transportation has determined that there is no feasible and
prudent alternative to such use and the project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to
the property resulting in such use.

“Use” in Section 4(f) is when the transportation project requires a physical taking or other direct
control of the land for the purposes of a project. Section 4(f) use also includes adverse effects or
“constructive use” when impacts substantially impair or diminish the activities, features, or
attributes of the resources that contribute to its significance. The federal transportation agency
can determine that the project impacts on a Section 4(f) protected property is de minimis, or
subject to a minor use, without having to make a finding that there are no prudent and feasible
avoidance alternatives. A determination of a “de minimis” impact on a Section 4(f) historic
property is when there is a Section 106 finding of no adverse effect on a historic property.

Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act (54 U.S.C. 312501-312508)

This act provides for preserving significant historic or archaeological data that may otherwise be
irreparably lost or destroyed by construction of a project by a federal agency or under a federally
licensed activity or program. This includes relics and specimens.

Antiquities Act (54 U.S.C. 320301-320303)

The Antiquities Act authorizes the President to declare by public proclamation historic landmarks,
historic and prehistoric structures, and other objects of historic or scientific interest that are
situated on land owned or controlled by the federal government to be national monuments and
prohibit appropriation, excavation, injury, or destruction of “any historic or prehistoric ruin or
monument, or any object of antiquity” located on national monument land. The act also
establishes penalties for such actions and sets forth a permit requirement for collection of
antiquities on federally owned lands.

American Indian Religious Freedom Act (42 U.S.C. 1996)

The American Indian Religious Freedom Act protects and preserves the traditional religious rights
and cultural practices of American Indians, Eskimos, Aleuts, and Native Hawaiians. The act
requires policies of all governmental agencies to respect the free exercise of native religion and to
accommodate access to and use of religious sites to the extent that the use is practicable and is
not inconsistent with an agency’s essential functions. If a place of religious importance to
American Indians may be affected by a project, the American Indian Religious Freedom Act
promotes consultation with Indian religious practitioners, which may be coordinated with

Section 106 consultation.

Archaeological Resources Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 470)

This statute was enacted to secure, for the present and future benefit of the American people, the
protection of archaeological resources and sites that are on federally owned lands and Indian
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lands. It was also enacted to foster increased cooperation and exchange of information between
governmental authorities, the professional archaeological community, and private individuals
(Sec.2 (4)(b)).

Native American Grave Protection and Repatriation Act (25 U.S.C. 3001-3013)

The Native American Grave Protection and Repatriation Act describes the rights of Native
American lineal descendants, Indian tribes, and Native Hawaiian organizations with respect to the
treatment, repatriation, and disposition of Native American human remains, funerary objects,
sacred objects, and objects of cultural patrimony, referred to collectively in the statutes as cultural
items, with which they can show a relationship of lineal descent or cultural affiliation. One purpose
of the statute is to provide greater protection for Native American burial sites and more careful
control over the removal of Native American human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects,
and items of cultural patrimony on federal and tribal lands.

Presidential Memorandum, Government-to-Government Relations with Native American
Tribal Governments (April 29, 1994)

Directed to the heads of executive departments and agencies, this memorandum outlines the
principles that are to be followed in interactions with the governments of federally recognized
Native American tribes. It includes provisions for government-to-government relations,
consultation, and requires assessment of the impact of federal government plans, projects,
programs, and activities on tribal trust resources and assurance that tribal government rights and
concerns are considered during the development of such plans, projects, programs, and
activities.

Executive Order 13175, Consultation with Indian Tribal Governments

This order establishes regular and meaningful consultation and collaboration with officials of
federally recognized Indian tribes in the development of federal policies that have tribal
implications, to strengthen the government-to-government relationships with Indian tribes, and to
reduce the imposition of unfunded mandates on Indian tribes. It sets forth guiding principles for
government-to-government relations with Indian tribes, along with criteria for formulating and
implementing policies that have tribal implications.

United States Department of Transportation Tribal Consultation Plan (U.S. Department of
Transportation Order 5301.1)

In response to Executive Order 13175, this plan states that as an executive agency, the U.S.
Department of Transportation has a responsibility and is committed to working with the
governments of federally recognized Native American tribes in a unique relationship, respecting
tribal sovereignty and self-determination. The plan identifies specific goals, including establishing
direct contact with Native American tribal governments at reservations and tribal communities and
seeking tribal government representation in meetings, conferences, summits, advisory
committees, and review boards concerning issues with tribal implications.

United States Forest Service Authorities

Cultural resources within the ANF, including the SGMNM, are protected by several federal laws
and their implementing regulations as well as policies, plans, and orders. The primary laws
governing cultural resources are the Federal Land Policy and Management Act, the National
Forest Management Act and the Antiquities Act of 1906. Appendix 3.1-B provides an analysis of
the consistency of the six Build Alternatives with these laws, regulations, policies, plans, and
orders.

3.17.2.2 State

California Environmental Quality Act (Cal. Public Res. Code 21083.2)/CEQA Guidelines
15064.5

CEQA requires the lead agency to consider the effects of a project on historical resources. CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5 provides specific guidance for determining the significance of impacts
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on historical resources (CEQA Guidelines 15064.5[b]) and unique archaeological resources
(CEQA Guidelines 15064.5[b] and Cal. Public Res. Code 21083.2). Under CEQA, these
resources are called “historical resources,” whether they are of historic or prehistoric age. Cal.
Public Res. Code Section 21084.1 defines historical resources as those listed in or eligible for the
CRHR, or those listed in the historical register of a local jurisdiction (county or city) unless the
preponderance of evidence demonstrates that the resource is not historically or culturally
significant. “Historic properties” listed in or determined eligible for listing in the NRHP that are
located in California are considered historical resources for the purposes of CEQA and are also
listed in the CRHR. The CRHR criteria for listing such resources are based on, and are very
similar to, the NRHP criteria. Cal. Public Res. Code Section 21083.2 and CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.5(c) provide further definitions and guidance for archaeological sites and their
treatment.

Different legal rules apply to the two different categories of cultural resources, although the two
categories sometimes overlap where a “unique archaeological resource” also qualifies as a
“historical resource.” In such an instance, the more stringent rules for the protection of
archaeological resources that are historical resources apply.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 also prescribes a process and procedures for addressing the
existence of, or probable likelihood, of Native American human remains, as well as the
unexpected discovery of human remains during implementation of a project. This includes
consultations with appropriate Native American tribes.

Guidelines for the CEQA implementation define procedures, types of activities, persons, and
public agencies required to comply with CEQA. Section 15064.5(b) prescribes that project effects
that would “cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource” are
significant effects on the environment. Substantial adverse changes include physical changes to
both the historical resource and its immediate surroundings. Section 15126.4(a)(1) states that an
EIR shall describe feasible measures that could minimize significant impacts. Section 15126.5(b)
describes mitigation measures related to impacts on historical resources.

California Register of Historical Resources (Cal. Public Res. Code 5024.1 and 14 California
Code of Regulations [Cal. Code Regs.] 4850)

Cal. Public Res. Code Section 5024.1 establishes the CRHR. The register lists all California
properties considered to be significant historical resources. The CRHR also includes all
properties listed in or determined eligible for the NRHP, including properties evaluated and
determined eligible under Section 106. The criteria for listing resources on the CRHR—criteria 1
through 4—are similar to those of the NRHP, as follows:

1) Was the property associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the
broad patterns of California’s history and cultural heritage; or

2) Was the property associated with the lives of persons important in our past; or

3) Does the property embody 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 value; or

4) Has the property yielded or may be likely to yield information important in prehistory or
history.

The CRHR regulations govern the nomination of resources to the CRHR (14 Cal. Code Reg.
4850). The regulations set forth the criteria for eligibility as well as guidelines for assessing
historical integrity and resources that have special considerations.

California Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (California Health and
Safety Code 8010 et seq.)

The California Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act establishes a state
repatriation policy that is consistent with and facilitates implementation of the federal Native
American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act. The act strives to ensure that California Native

California High-Speed Rail Authority April 2024
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American human remains and cultural items are treated with dignity and respect, and asserts
intent for the State to provide mechanisms for aiding California Native American tribes, including
non-federally recognized tribes, in repatriating remains.

Executive Order B-10-11, Consultation with California Indian Tribes

Executive Order B-10-11 established that state agency and departments subject to the regulation
shall encourage communication and consultation with California Indian Tribes. Agencies and
departments shall permit elected officials and other representatives of tribal governments to
provide meaningful input into the development of legislation, regulations, rules, and policies on
matters that may affect tribal communities.

3.17.2.3  Regional and Local

Each of the Build Alternatives would pass through several local government jurisdictions in Los
Angeles County, including the cities of Palmdale, Santa Clarita, Los Angeles, and Burbank. The
six Build Alternatives would also pass through extensive unincorporated areas, including the
communities of Acton and Agua Dulce, as well as the ANF including the SGMNM.

Regional entities and local jurisdictions in the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section have adopted
plans, goals, policies, and ordinances related to cultural resources. Most of these goals and
policies are outlined within the counties’ and cities’ general and community plans. The general
plans for Palmdale (City of Palmdale 1993), Los Angeles County (Los Angeles County
Department of Regional Planning 2015), and Burbank (City of Burbank 1997) contain goals and
policies associated with cultural resources. Table 3.17-1 lists and describes regional and local
plans and policies relevant to the analysis of cultural resources in this Final EIR/EIS.

Table 3.17-1 Regional and Local Plans

Applicable
Subsections Summary

Regional Plans

Southern California All Subsections This plan applies to large portions of Southern California and
Association of Governments | (4| six Build focuses on the movement of people, goods, and information.
Regional Transportation Alternatives) The purpose of the plan is to enhance economic growth and
Plan/Sustainable productivity, while also improving the quality of life for citizens
Communities Strategy within each economic sector.

(RTP/SCS) The RTP/SCS includes a discussion of cultural resources and

mitigation measures to minimize impacts on historical and
archaeological features. Mitigation measures include
coordination with local governments and consultation with the
Office of Historic Preservation; application of design
measures to avoid historic resources; compliance with
Section 106 when there is a federal nexus; compliance with
the California Health and Safety Code Section 7050; and
compliance with the California Health and Safety Code
Sections 1895018961 in the event of discovery of human
remains.

April 2024 California High-Speed Rail Authority
Page | 3.17-10 Palmdale to Burbank Project Section Final EIR/EIS




CALIFORNIA

High-Speed Rail Authority

Section 3.17 Cultural Resources

Applicable
Subsections Summary

County/Municipal General and Community Plans

City of Palmdale

Palmdale 2045 General Central Subsection The Conservation Element of the Palmdale 2045 General
Plan— (all six Build Plan is intended to provide a basis to evaluate existing
Conservation Element Alternatives) resources and plan for their protection. This element outlines

the goals and policies related to conservation of natural and
cultural resources in Palmdale. Specifically, Goal CON-8
aims to promote the identification and preservation of historic
structures, historic sites, archaeological sites, and
paleontological resources in the city.

City of Palmdale General

Central Subsection

The Circulation and Mobility Element of the Palmdale 2045

Plan— (all six Build General Plan discusses the need to protect cultural resources
Circulation and Mobility Alternatives) during the construction of future circulation system

Element improvements.

City of Burbank

City of Burbank 2035 Burbank Subsection The Open Space and Conservation Element of the Burbank
General Plan Open Space (all six Build 2035 General Plan contains goals and policies that further
and Conservation Alternatives) the protection and maintenance of natural resources in

Element—Policies 1.2, 6.2

Burbank. The plan includes Policy 1.2: Involve community
groups in the identification, acquisition, and management of
natural resource areas, recreation facilities, historical and
cultural sites, and aesthetic and beautification programs and
Policy 6.1: Recognize and maintain cultural, historical,
archaeological, and paleontological structures and sites
essential for community life and identity.

Los Angeles County

Los Angeles County
General Plan 2035
Conservation and Natural
Resources Element—
Policies 14.1 through 14.6,
Goal CINR 14

All Subsections

(all six Build
Alternatives)

The Los Angeles County General Plan 2035 Conservation
and Natural Resources element guides the long-term
conservation of natural resources and preservation of
available open space areas. Goal C/NR-14 intends to protect
historic, cultural, and paleontological resources. Policies 14.1
through 14.6 outline specific actions to preserve cultural
resources in Los Angeles County.

California High-Speed Rail Authority
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Applicable
Subsections Summary

Los Angeles County Zoning
Code, Historic Preservation
Ordinance—Policies LU-
2.2.2,LU-6.4, LU-6.4.3, CO-
5.1.2,C0-5.1.3, CO-5.3.1,
C0-5.3.2, CO-5.3.3,
Objective CO-5.3

All Subsections

(all six Build
Alternatives)

The Los Angeles County Zoning Code, Historic Preservation
Ordinance intends to enhance and preserve the County's
distinctive historic, architectural, and landscape
characteristics that are part of the County's cultural, social,
economic, political, and architectural history. Policy LU-2.2.2
ensures that sites and areas with historical or cultural value to
the community are identified and that uses in or adjacent to
these areas will not affect their historical integrity. Objective
LU-6.4 and Policy LU-6.4.3 intend to protect and maintain the
Santa Clarita Valley’s significant historical and cultural
resources, such as the areas around Vasquez Rocks,
Elsmere Canyon, and along the Santa Clara River. Policy
C0-5.1.2 and Policy CO-5.1.3 identify protection measures
that would be applied in the case of future changes, such as
proposed alterations and new information. Objective CO-5.3,
Policy CO-5.3.1, Policy C0-5.3.2, and Policy CO-5.3.3
encourage conservation and preservation of Native American
cultural places throughout all stages of the planning and
development process.

City of Los Angeles

Sylmar Community Plan—
Policies LU 3.1, LU 5.2,
Goal LU 24, Policy 24.1,
245

Central Subsection

(all six Build
Alternatives)

The purpose of the Sylmar Community Plan is to shape
positive community change, foster sustainable land use
patterns, and balance the unique character of the community
with citywide policies and regional initiatives. The Land Use
and Design section of the Community Plan guides growth in a
manner that helps preserve, protect, and enhance existing
natural, historic, architecture, and cultural resources. Goal LU
24 envisions a community with distinct and historically
significant character, which values and preserves its historic
resources and cultural amenities. Policies LU 24.1 and LU
24.5 serve to protect, preserve, and enhance identified
cultural and historical resources, and promote the restoration
and reuse of existing buildings as a key component of the
city’s sustainability policies.

Sun Valley-La Tuna Canyon
Community Plan—Objective
1-4, Policy 1-4.1, Goal 17,
Objective 17-1, Policy 17-
1.1

Central Subsection

(all six Build
Alternatives)

This plan contains goals, objectives, and policies to preserve
and enhance neighborhoods with historic character.
Objective 1-4 and Policy 1-4.1 preserve and enhance
neighborhoods with a distinctive and significant historical
character. Goal 17, Objective 17-1, and Policy 17-1.1 consist
of provisions to preserve and restore cultural resources,
neighborhoods, and landmarks which have historical and/or
cultural significance.

April 2024
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Applicable
Subsections Summary

Sunland-Tujunga-Lake View
Terrace-Shadow Hills-East
La Tuna Canyon
Community Plan—Land Use
Policies and Programs
Section and Historic and
Cultural Resources
Section—

Central Subsection

(all six Build
Alternatives)

The Sunland-Tujunga-Lake View Terrace-Shadow Hills-East
La Tuna Canyon Community Plan, Land Use Policies and
Programs section contains policies that consider existing land
use patterns, including the presence of architectural features
and historical resources. Objective 1-4 outlines the need for
perseveration and the need to enhance structures that have a
distinctive and significant historical character. This is further
outlined in Policy 1-4.1 which encourages reuse of the area’s

historic resources.

The Historic and Cultural Resources section provides a basis
for preserving, enhancing, and maintaining sites and
structures which have been deemed architecturally and
historically significant. Policy 16-4.1 encourages the
preservation, maintenance, enhancement, and reuse of
existing historically significant buildings and the restoration of
original facades.

Objective 1.4, Policy 1-4.1,
Goal 16, Objective 16-1,
Policy 16-1.1

Central Subsection

(all six Build
Alternatives)

Los Angeles Municipal Code The City of Los Angeles Municipal Code prioritizes the
restoration, protection, and rehabilitation of the properties,
monuments, or elements that are of cultural, historical, or

architectural value.

Sources: Southern California Association of Governments, 2016; Authority, 2016, 2017a, 2019c, 2019, 2019f; 2011; City of Burbank, 2012, 2013;
City of Los Angeles 1996, 1997a, 1997b, 1999, 2010, 2012; City of Palmdale 1993, 1998, 2007; Los Angeles County 2015b; 2019b

3.17.3

As indicated in Section 3.1.4.3, Consistency with Plans and Laws, CEQA and Council on
Environmental Quality regulations require a discussion of inconsistencies or conflicts between a
proposed undertaking and federal, state, regional, or local plans and laws. As such, this Final
EIR/EIS evaluates inconsistencies between the six Build Alternatives and federal, state, regional,
and local plans and laws to provide planning context.

Consistency with Plans and Laws

The Authority, as the lead state and federal agency proposing to construct and operate the
California HSR System, is required to comply with all federal and state laws and regulations and
to secure all applicable federal and state permits prior to initiating construction on the selected
Build Alternative. Therefore, there would be no inconsistencies between the six Build Alternatives
and these federal and state laws and regulations.

The Authority is a state agency and therefore is not required to comply with local land use and
zoning regulations; however, it has endeavored to design and construct the HSR project so that it
is consistent with land use and zoning regulations. For example, the proposed six Build
Alternatives would incorporate IAMFs that require the contractor to perform additional resource
surveys and assessments, develop monitoring plans, and implement protection and/or
stabilization measures for protecting cultural resources from construction activities.

Appendix 2-H provides a Regional and Local Policy Consistency Table that lists goals and
policies applicable to cultural resources within the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section APE and
notes the Build Alternatives consistency or inconsistency with each. The Authority reviewed ten
plans and identified 31 relevant policies. Each of the six Build Alternatives would be consistent
with 30 policies and potentially inconsistent with one policy considered. The potential
inconsistency is discussed below.

The Refined SR14 and SR14A Build Alternatives would be partially inconsistent with Objective
LU-6.4 of the Los Angeles County Zoning Code, Historic Preservation Ordinance (2019). This
policy does not apply to the E1, E1A, E2, and E2A Build Alternatives because they would not be

California High-Speed Rail Authority
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constructed through the Santa Clarita Valley area. This policy is to protect the Santa Clarita
Valley’s significant historical and cultural resources in a scenic setting through appropriate land
use designations. Construction and operations of the Refined SR14 and SR14A Build
Alternatives would introduce transportation infrastructure to an otherwise rural area within the
Santa Clarity Valley, altering the visual setting of the environment. Implementation of the Refined
SR14 and SR14A Build Alternatives may alter the visual setting of existing resources during
construction and/or once the project is operational.

With implementation of CUL-IAMF#6, pre-construction conditions assessments will be prepared
for historic built resources that may result in the identification of changes to the visual setting
associated with construction or operations of the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section (see
Section 3.17.5.3 for a list of the IAMFs). Where impacts cannot be avoided, the project would
comply with the stipulations regarding the treatment of historic built resources in the MOA and
applicable treatment plans.

Despite the inconsistency listed above, the project is still “consistent” overall. Although it may not
be possible to meet all cultural resources goals and policies as outlined in Table 3.17-1, IAMFs
and mitigation measures will generally minimize impacts and would ultimately meet the overall
objectives of the local policies.

3.17.4 Coordination of Section 106 Process with NEPA and CEQA Compliance

The ACHP advises federal agencies to coordinate compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA and
the procedures in the regulations implementing Section 106 with steps taken to meet the
requirements of NEPA so that they can meet the purposes and requirements of both statutes in a
timely and efficient manner. When NEPA review and Section 106 are integrated, ways to avoid,
minimize, or mitigate adverse effects while identifying alternatives and preparing NEPA
documentation can be assessed. Similarly, both NEPA regulations and CEQA Guidelines
encourage the preparation of joint documents as a way to avoid duplication and delay and to
coordinate measures to avoid, minimize, or mitigate impacts on historic resources. 36 C.F.R.
Part 800 defines the Section 106 process and documentation requirements, which substantially
satisfies the requirements to comply with both NEPA and CEQA. Such measures are binding
commitments documented in the Final EIR/EIS, as well as in compliance with Section 106 by the
preparation of a MOA. There are some specific NEPA and CEQA requirements that diverge from
the Section 106 process; these exceptions are addressed in Section 3.17.5.1.

A PA was completed in July 2011 and amended in July 2021 to satisfy the requirements of
Section 106 for the California HSR System (Authority and FRA 2011, 2021). A PA is a document
that records the terms and conditions agreed on to resolve the potential adverse effects of a
complex project, in accordance with Section 106 Part 800.14(b). The signatories of the PA
include FRA, the Authority, the ACHP, the Surface Transportation Board (STB), and the SHPO.

The PA provides an overall framework for how the Authority will achieve compliance with
Section 106, and includes stipulations regarding the identification, evaluation, and treatment of
historic properties; delineation of the archaeological and historic built APE; consultations with
tribal governments, local agencies and interested parties; and standards for technical
documentation.

3.17.4.1  Section 106 Technical Studies Prepared for the Project

Table 3.17-2 lists the technical studies that were prepared to comply with Section 106
requirements. These studies are further described below.

April 2024 California High-Speed Rail Authority
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Table 3.17-2 Section 106 Technical Reports and Concurrence Dates

Report Title Report Date SHPO Concurrence Date

Palmdale to Burbank Project Section Archaeological April 2019 April 22,2019
Survey Report!

Palmdale to Burbank Project Section Historic July 2019 August 30, 2019
Architecture Survey Report

Palmdale to Burbank Project Section Finding of Effect | May 2021 September 3, 2021
Memorandum of Agreement, including the October 2023 December 14, 2023
Archaeological Treatment Plan and Built Environment

Treatment Plan

Sources: SHPO 2019
' This document is confidential and not available for public release.
SHPO = State Historic Preservation Officer

The above-listed reports document the Authority’s compliance with Section 106. As stated in
Section 3.17.4, the Section 106 process and documentation requirements substantially satisfy the
requirements to comply with both NEPA and CEQA. In general, the ASR documents research
efforts, known archaeological sites, newly discovered archaeological sites, and consultation
efforts with Native American tribes. The HASR documents research efforts, known historic built
resources, newly identified historic built resources, and consultation efforts with historical interest
groups. The FOE documents how the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section Preferred Alternative
would affect historic properties, both archaeological and built.® These documents inform the
findings described in this section.

Stipulation VIII.A of the PA requires that a MOA be developed by the Authority for each project
where the Authority determines there would be an adverse effect on historic properties or when
phased identification is necessary and adverse effects would occur. The MOA documenting
agreement on the treatment of historic properties within the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section
has been developed with input from consulting parties (see Section 3.17.4.2), and has been
performed concurrently with the completion of the Final EIR/EIS and the Record of Decision
(ROD) by the Authority. Following the execution of the MOA, and in accordance with PA
Stipulations VIII.B.i and VIII.B.ii, treatment plans—one for archaeological resources and one for
historic built resources—have been developed by the Authority to detail the treatment measures
negotiated for historic properties within the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section. The
Archaeological Treatment Plan (ATP) and Built-Environment Treatment Plan (BETP) define the
process by which these treatment measures will be applied to each known resource identified in
the MOA as being adversely affected, and outline measures for the phased identification of
historic properties as additional parcel access is obtained and design work is completed. The
MOA and treatment plans provide specific performance standards that ensure each adverse
effect will be avoided, minimized, or mitigated. The measures stipulated in the Section 106
consultation process have been coordinated with the measures outlined in this Final EIR/EIS.
These measures will be incorporated into the design and construction documents to ensure they
are incorporated into the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section.

3.17.4.2  Agency, Native American, Interested Parties, and Public Outreach
Efforts

NEPA, CEQA, and Section 106 each require that outreach regarding cultural resources be
conducted to government agencies, Native Americans, and other parties who may have a
demonstrated historic preservation interest in a project. To the extent possible, the cultural

3 The Authority prepared a FOE document pursuant to the requirements of Section 106, which is specific to the Preferred
Alternative. The Authority has identified the SR14A Build Alternative as its Preferred Alternative.
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resources outreach requirements for NEPA, CEQA, and Section 106 have been coordinated to
identify interested parties early in the process to achieve maximum participation in identifying
cultural resources, addressing impacts on cultural resources, and developing appropriate
mitigation measures. The primary goals of this outreach are to help identify cultural resources of
concern to these parties and to provide them an opportunity to become Section 106 consulting
parties and participate in the development of significance findings, assessments of effect/impact,
and in the development of mitigation measures. For this reason, cultural resources outreach for
the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section began in 2009 during the early scoping phase of the
process.

Guiding documents include the PA, which describes the process for consulting with Native
Americans and other interested parties. Specifically, Stipulation V.A. of the PA states that “the
public and consulting parties will have an opportunity to comment and have concerns taken into
account on findings identified in Section 106 survey and effects documented via attendance at
public meetings where they can submit comments on the information presented, as well as
access to the Section 106 documents via email requests to the Authority’s website.” Furthermore,
Stipulation V.C specifies that tribal consulting parties shall be consulted at key milestones in the
Section 106 and NEPA processes to gain input from the tribal governments. Consultation with the
Section 106 consulting parties has remained ongoing throughout the environmental document
preparation process and will continue through the construction phase of the Palmdale to Burbank
Project Section during implementation of the MOA and treatment plans.

Agency and Interested Party Outreach

Consultation with local, state, and federal agencies and other interested parties has been ongoing
throughout the California HSR System planning process. Table 3.17-3 provides the names of
potentially interested parties and includes local government planning departments, historic
preservation organizations, historical societies, libraries, and museums.

Table 3.17-3 also summarizes the outreach to federal, state, regional, and local agencies that
may have responsibilities for historic properties and may want to review reports and findings
within their jurisdiction, as well as outreach to other potentially interested parties and individuals.

Table 3.17-3 Summary of Outreach Efforts to Government Agencies, Historical Societies,
and Other Interested Consulting Parties

Entity Action and Date Summary
Federal, State, Regional, or Local Agencies
Acton Town Council 1/18/2017 site visit; 4/3/2017: Voted to become a consulting party.
3/27/2017 email
submitted
Advisory Council on Historic Consultation is complete | Section 106 documentation was provided and the
Preservation Advisory Council declined to participate in the MOA.
U.S. Department of the Interior, Consultation is complete | Section 106 documentation was provided for review
Bureau of Land Management and comment. BLM participated in development of
(BLM) the MOA and was given the opportunity to sign it.
Surface Transportation Board Coordination is ongoing | Section 106 documentation was provided for review

and comment. STB participated in development of
the MOA and signed it.

Angeles National Forest Letter submitted 6/26/2016: Reaffirmation to continue
6/3/2016 participation/consultation.
California Department of Letter submitted No response received.
Transportation District 7 office 6/3/2016
April 2024 California High-Speed Rail Authority
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Entity Action and Date Summary
Los Angeles County Department Letter submitted 2/2/2017: Confirmed as a consulting party.
of Parks and Recreation 1/119/2017
Los Angeles County Department Letter submitted 6/17/2016: Confirmed as a consulting party;
of Regional Planning 6/3/2016 requested GIS files of proposed alignments.
Southern California Association of | Letter submitted 6/27/2016: Confirmed a consulting party.
Governments—Transportation 6/3/2016
Planning
City of Burbank City Council Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016
City of Burbank—Planning and Letter submitted No response received.
Transportation Division (Historic 6/3/2016
Preservation Program)
City of Los Angeles Letter submitted No response received.
City Council 6/3/2016
City of Los Angeles— Letter submitted 3/8/2017: Confirmed as a consulting party.
Planning Department—Office of 6/3/2016
Historic Resources
City of Palmdale City Council Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016
City of Palmdale— Letter submitted No response received.
Planning Department 6/3/2016
City of San Fernando Letter submitted No response received.
City Council 6/3/2016
City of San Fernando— Letter submitted No response received.
Community Development/Planning | 6/3/2016
City of Santa Clarita Letter submitted 6/24/2016: Provided information on previously
6/3/2016 recorded cultural resources.
Los Angeles County Letter submitted No response received.
Historic Landmarks and Records 6/3/2016

Commission

State Historic Preservation Officer

Coordination is ongoing

Section 106 documentation was provided for review
and comment. SHPO participated in development of
the MOA and completed it in December 2023.

Historic Preservation Interest Groups or Individuals

Antelope Valley Archaeological Letter submitted No response received.

Society 6/3/2016

Archaeological Information Center | Letter submitted No response received.

UCLA Institute of Archaeology 6/3/2016

California Preservation Foundation | Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016

Haramokngna American Indian Letter submitted No response received.

Cultural Center 6/3/2016

California High-Speed Rail Authority
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Entity Action and Date Summary

Los Angeles Conservancy Letter submitted 7/15/2016: Confirmed as a consulting party.
6/3/2016

Los Angeles Forum for Letter submitted No response received.

Architecture and Urban Design 6/3/2016

Mexican Cultural Institute Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016

Modern Committee of the Los Letter submitted No response received.

Angeles Conservancy 6/3/2016

Mural Conservancy of Los Angeles | Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016

National Trust for Historic Letter submitted No response received.

Preservation 6/3/2016

Pacific Coast Archaeological Letter submitted No response received.

Society 6/3/2016

Pacific Crest Trail Association Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016

San Gabriel Mountains Regional Letter submitted No response received.

Conservancy 6/3/2016

Society for California Archaeology | Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016

Society of Architectural Historians, | Letter submitted No response received.

Southern California Chapter 6/3/2016

Southern California Institute of Letter submitted No response received.

Architecture 6/3/2016

Vietnamese American Cultural and | Letter submitted No response received.

Social Council 6/3/2016

Area Museums

Academy of Motion Picture Arts Letter submitted No response received.

and Sciences Museum 6/3/2016

California African American Letter submitted No response received.

Museum 6/3/2016

California Heritage Museum Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016

California State Railroad Museum | Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016

Los Angeles Fire Department Letter submitted No response received.

Historical Society/Hollywood 6/3/2016

Museum

Los Angeles Police Museum Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016

Mission San Fernando Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016

April 2024
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Entity Action and Date Summary

Natural History Museum of Los Letter submitted No response received.

Angeles County, Seaver Center for | 6/3/2016

Western History

Sons of the Revolution Library and | Letter submitted No response received.

Museum 6/3/2016

Southern California Historical Letter submitted No response received.

Aviation Foundation 6/3/2016

Western Museum of Flight

The Antelope Valley Indian Letter submitted No response received.

Museum 6/3/2016

The Fowler Museum of Cultural Letter submitted No response received.

History, UCLA 6/3/2016

William S. Hart County Park and Letter submitted No response received.

Museum 6/3/2016

Local Historical Societies

American Historical Association, Letter submitted No response received.

Pacific Coast Branch 6/3/2016

American Irish Historical Society, Letter submitted No response received.

California Branch 6/3/2016

Associated Historical Societies of Letter submitted No response received.

Los Angeles County 6/3/2016

Burbank Historical Society Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016

California Historic Cemetery Letter submitted No response received.

Alliance 6/3/2016

California Historical Society Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016

Chatsworth Historical Society Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016

Chinese Historical Society of Letter submitted No response received.

Southern California 6/3/2016

Filipino-American National Letter submitted No response received.

Historical Society, Los Angeles 6/3/2016

Chapter

Hamazkayin Western USA Letter submitted No response received.

Regional Executive 6/3/2016

Armenian Educational and Cultural

Society

Historical Society of Southern Letter submitted No response received.

California 6/3/2016

Jewish Historical Society of Letter submitted No response received.

Southern California 6/3/2016

California High-Speed Rail Authority
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Los Angeles City Historical Society | Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016

Los Angeles Schwaben Verein Letter submitted No response received.

(German-American) 6/3/2016

Pacific Railroad Society Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016

Preserve Burbank Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016

Railway and Locomotive Historical | Letter submitted No response received.

Society, Southern California 6/3/2016

Chapter

San Fernando Valley Historical Letter submitted No response received.

Society 6/3/2016

Santa Clarita Valley Historical Letter submitted No response received.

Society 6/3/2016

Southern Pacific Historical & Letter submitted No response received.

Technical Society 6/3/2016

The Electric Railway Historical Letter submitted No response received.

Association of Southern California | 6/3/2016

West Antelope Valley Historical Letter submitted No response received.

Society 6/3/2016

Western States Folklore Society Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016

Additional Organizations

Burbank Public Library (Central) Letter submitted No response received.
6/3/2016

City of Santa Clarita Public Library, | Letter submitted No response received.

Canyon Country Jo Anne Darcy 6/3/2016

Library

Los Angeles County Public Letter submitted No response received.

Library, Acton Agua Dulce Library | 6/3/2016

Los Angeles County Public Letter submitted No response received.

Library, San Fernando Library 6/3/2016

Los Angeles Public Library Letter submitted No response received.

(Central) 6/3/2016

Source: Authority 2019b

High-Speed Rail Authority

GIS = geographic information system; MOA = Memorandum of Agreement; TBD = to be determined; UCLA = University of California, Los Angeles;
U.S. = United States
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Native American Outreach and Consultation

The Authority seeks to engage tribal governments in the early stages of California HSR System
development and during the preparation of cultural resources studies by affording them the
opportunity to participate in the cultural resources investigations throughout the project delivery
process. Cal. Public Res. Code Section 21080.3.1 requires a lead state agency to consult with a
California Native American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic
area of the proposed Palmdale to Burbank Project Section. Cal. Public Res. Code Section
21080.3.2 requires that, as part of the consultation, the parties may propose mitigation measures
capable of avoiding or substantially lessening significant impacts on a tribal cultural resource.
Additionally, Cal. Public Res. Code Section 21082.3 requires that mitigation measures agreed on
through this consultation shall be included in the environmental document. In accordance with 36
C.F.R. 800.2(c)(2) and the PA, federally recognized Native American tribes are to be given the
opportunity to identify their concerns about historic properties, advise on the identification and
evaluation of historic properties, articulate their views on the undertaking’s effects on such
properties, and participate in the resolution of adverse effects.

The Authority and FRA relied on the NAHC to identify Native American tribal governments with
whom it is most appropriate to consult for a given geographical area. These include both federally
recognized and non-federally recognized tribes. A revised and updated list of local tribes is
regularly obtained from the NAHC to validate that the most current tribal contact information is
used when communicating with tribal representatives. The USFS was also consulted regarding
tribal consultation and provided their list of tribes, groups and individuals, which was included in
the consultation conducted by the Authority. The tribes identified as having interest in the
Palmdale to Burbank Project Section have been consulted early and throughout the
environmental review process to ensure they are kept informed and engaged about project
changes and advances and to seek tribal input regarding concerns about effects on important
tribal cultural resources. Consultation with interested tribes include tribal contributions to the
identification of resources and culturally sensitive areas, participation in Palmdale to Burbank
Project Section alignment tours, and participation in pedestrian archaeological field surveys.
Tribes also contribute to, review, and may comment on cultural resources technical reports, and
assist in the development of MOAs and treatment plans.

Table 3.17-4 summarizes the outreach with Native Americans undertaken to date. The Authority
will continue to consult with Native American tribes and individuals after the ROD, as the
previously inaccessible parcels are acquired, accessed, and surveyed. With qualified
archaeologists, tribal members may participate in monitoring construction activities in
archaeologically sensitive areas. The MOA will include provisions for phased identification of
archaeological resources because of limited access to perform pedestrian archaeological
surveys.

FRA initiated project-level government-to-government outreach in 2009 and 2010. The NAHC
provided the Authority with a list of Native American tribes and representatives on September 10,
2009; October 26, 2011; February 9, 2014; March 3, 2014; August 11, 2014; February 9, 2015;
January 24, 2017; and July 16, 2018. The following tribes and tribal representatives identified for
the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section were contacted to provide them with information and
updates about the project section and to seek tribal input regarding concerns about effects on
important tribal cultural resources:

Richard Angulo (Chumash; no tribe affiliation)

Barbarefo/Ventureno Band of Mission Indians

Beverly Salazar Folkes (Chumash, Tataviam, Fernandefio; no tribe affiliation)
Carol A. Pulido (Chumash; no tribe affiliation)

Coastal Band of the Chumash Nation

Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians

Frank Arredondo (Chumash; no tribe affiliation)

Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians Kizh Nation

Gabrielino/Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council

California High-Speed Rail Authority April 2024
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Gabrielino/Tongva Nation

Gabrielino/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians

Gabrielefio Tribe

Kern Valley Indian Council

Kitanemuk and Yowlumne Tejon Indians

Los Angeles City/County Native American Indian Commission

Melissa M. Parra-Hernandez (Chumash; no tribe affiliation)

Owl Clan

Peu Yoko Perez (Chumash; no tribe affiliation)

Randy Guzman-Folkes (Chumash, Fernandefio, Tataviam, Shoshone Paiute, Yaqui; no tribe affiliation)
San Fernando Band of Mission Indians

San Luis Obispo County Chumash Council

Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel Nation (formerly San Manuel Band of Mission Indians)
Santa Ynez Tribal Elders Council

Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation

The NAHC searches have identified Native American cultural resources within 0.5-mile of the
archaeological APE in the Acton, Newhall, and Ritter Ridge U.S. Geological Survey (USGS)
quadrangles. No sacred lands have been identified in the archaeological APE.

April 2024 California High-Speed Rail Authority
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Table 3.17-4 Summary of Outreach Efforts to Identify Consulting/Concurring Parties

Communication

Type

Date

Consulting/Concurring Party

Letter 3/2009 All California tribes In March 2009, project fact sheets and invitations to attend a scoping
meeting were sent.

Letter 9/15/2009 | Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians; San Fernando Outreach letters mailed to tribes.

Band of Mission Indians; Los Angeles City/County Native American
Commission; Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation; other
individuals with no tribal affiliation.

Email; Letter 9/11/2009 | Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation Tribe stated opposition to the California HSR System.

Letter 9/17/2009 | All California tribes A consultation request letter was mailed to tribes listed in the tribal
consultation plan.

Letter 10/1/2009 | All California tribes In October 2009, letters were sent to individual contacts provided by
NAHC.

Email; Meeting 10/21/2009 | San Fernando Band of Mission Indians Tribe Chairman requested NAHC coordination regarding sensitive
areas along with other project information, requested copy of
information to be emailed to them. Section-specific project
information was emailed to them on 9/21/2009.

Phone Call 11/1/2009 | All California tribes In November 2009, a phone call and a follow-up call were placed to
each contact provided by the NAHC requesting comment or
information.

Letter 11/23/2009 | Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians Tribe requested alignment tour/site visit and offered monitoring
services.

Letter 2/25/2010 | Los Angeles City/County Native American Commission; FRA sent letters to initiate government-to-government consultation

Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians; San Fernando pursuant to Section 106.
Band of Mission Indians; San Manuel Band of Mission Indians
(now known as Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel Nation); Soboba Band
of Luisefio Indians; and another individual with no tribal affiliation
Email 3/2/2010 Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation Re-initiation of tribal consultation.

California High-Speed Rail Authority
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Communication
Type

Letter

Date | Consulting/Concurring Party

3/8/2010

Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians

Tribe responded to letter that initiated government-to-government
consultation that was mailed from FRA to California federally
recognized tribes on 2/25/2018. The Tribe requested to participate.

Letter

3/8/2010

Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians

Tribe requested to participate, provided fee schedule of monitors,
map of traditional tribal territory.

Letter

5/17/2010

Gabrielino/Tongva Nation

Authority acknowledged Tribe’s interest in serving as a consulting
party under Section 106.

Letter

12/6/2010

All California federally recognized tribes

Follow-ups to initial request for government-to-government
coordination and invitation for federally recognized tribes to
participate in a 12/15/2010 teleconference.

Teleconference;
Phone Call

12/15/2010

Pechanga Band of Luisefio Indians; Santa Rosa Tachi Yokut Tribe;
Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians

Informal meeting to discuss the Section 106 approach and solicit
input from tribes. Teleconference included FRA, ACHP, SHPO. All
California federally recognized tribes were invited; however, only
Pechanga Band of Luisefio Indians, Santa Rosa Tachi Yokut Tribe,
and Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians participated.

Teleconference

1/19/2011

All California tribes

FRA hosted an informal tribal teleconference to discuss comments
on the draft PA and next steps.

Teleconference

2/24/2011

Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians

Tribe responded to FRA'’s letter summarizing the 12/15/2010
teleconference and invitation to attend next teleconference planned
for 1/19/2011.

Letter

3/8/2011

Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians

Tribe responded to letter initiating government-to-government
consultation that was mailed from FRA to federally recognized tribes
on 2/25/2010.

Letter

3/21/2011

San Manuel Band of Mission Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam
of San Manuel Nation)

Tribe responded to letter initiating government-to-government
consultation that was mailed from FRA to California federally
recognized tribes on 2/25/2010.

Letter

5/27/2011

All California federally recognized tribes

Letter sent from FRA to California federally recognized tribes inviting
them to consult with FRA about the California HSR System; meeting
to be held between 6/20/2011 and 6/24/2011.

April 2024
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Communication
Type

Date | Consulting/Concurring Party

Fax; Letter 10/26/2011 | Counties in Palmdale to Los Angeles Union Station Build NAHC sent URS Corporation updated contact list and Sacred Lands
Alternatives File search results.

Letter 12/28/2011 | All California federally recognized tribes Letter from FRA to federally recognized tribes summarized the
12/15/2010 conference call and issued an invitation to a second
telephone conference planned for 1/19/2011.

Letter; Email 2/16/2012 | Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation; San Manuel Band of Consultant sent outreach letter soliciting comments and/or

Mission Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel information from tribes.
Nation); Gabrielino/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians;

San Fernando Band of Mission Indians; Kitanemuk and Yowlumne

Tejon Indians; Los Angeles City/County Native American

Commission; Fernandefo Tataviam Band of Mission Indians; other

individuals with no tribal affiliation

Phone Call 3/2/2012 Individuals with no tribal affiliation Response to 2/16/2012 letter. An individual with no tribal affiliation
was concerned with the area between Palmdale and Santa Clarita
and requested that both archaeological and Native American
monitors be present during construction. Another individual wanted
to have Native American monitors present throughout all stages of
construction, either on site or on call. They mentioned that there are
a few sites in the area and that they would like to be involved in the
process; can provide Native American monitors if needed.

Presentation; 5/16/2012 | Caltrans Native American Advisory Committee Quarterly meeting held in Woodland; an overview of the California

Meeting HSR System and tribal participation was presented to NAAC
meeting members.

Meeting 6/13/2012 NAHC NAHC quarterly meeting; overview and status of the HSR program
and tribal involvement were presented to the commissioners and
public participants at the meeting.

Presentation; 8/1/2012 Caltrans Native American Advisory Committee Quarterly meeting hosted; presentation by the Authority, held in Los

Meeting Angeles.

Letter 8/13/2012 | All California tribes Updated NAHC contact list obtained for purposes of statewide tribal

outreach.

California High-Speed Rail Authority
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Communication
Type

Date | Consulting/Concurring Party

Letter prepared collaboratively by of the Authority and the NAHC.

Letter 8/20/2012 | All California tribes
The purpose of the letter was to heighten awareness and encourage
tribal participation in the HSR program. NAHC sent the letter on its
letterhead to bolster participation.
Letter; Phone 8/28/2012 | Barbarefio-Venturefio Band of Mission Indians Authority sent a copy of the PA with portions highlighted that
Call specifically address tribal involvement.
Presentation 3/20/2013 | Caltrans Native American Advisory Committee Presentation at the quarterly Caltrans NAAC meeting in Woodland,
and providing an update and status of the California HSR System to
5/8/2013 NAAC participants.
Presentation; 6/12/2013 | Bureau of Indian Affairs Bureau of Indian Affairs, Central California Tribal Leadership
Conference Conference; a representative of CalSTA gave a brief presentation
about the California HSR System on behalf of the Authority.
Presentation 7/31/2013 | Caltrans Native American Advisory Committee Presentation at the quarterly Caltrans NAAC meeting in Valley
Center (Southern California), providing an update and status of the
California HSR System to NAAC members who represent tribal
governments statewide.
Email 8/7/2013 Caltrans Native American Advisory Committee The Authority sent NAAC members information about the Authority’s
Small/DBE program.
Meeting 9/3/2013 All California tribes invited CalSTA Tribal Consultation Policy Listening Forum.
Presentation; 10/23/2013 | Caltrans Native American Advisory Committee The California HSR System status and update presentation made to
Meeting members of the NAAC.
Presentation 1/17/2014 | NAHC NAHC quarterly meeting.
Fax 2/19/2014 NAHC NAHC conducted Sacred Land File search and provided contact list
and for Los Angeles County tribes.
3/3/2014
Meeting 3/12/2014 | Caltrans Native American Advisory Committee The Authority provided an update and status of the California HSR
System for the NAAC membership.
April 2024 California High-Speed Rail Authority
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Communication
Type

| Consulting/Concurring Party

Email 5/13/2014 | Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians; Gabrielefio Band Notification to members of the local tribal community regarding
of Mission Indians Kizh Nation; Gabrielino/Tongva San Gabriel upcoming community open house meetings taking place for the
Band of Mission Indians; Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Palmdale to Los Angeles Project Section.
Tribal Council; Gabrielino/Tongva Nation; Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe;
Kern Valley Indian Community; Kitanemuk and Yowlumne Tejon
Indians; Los Angeles City/County Native American Commission;
San Fernando Band of Mission Indians; San Manuel Band of
Mission Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel
Nation); Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation
Meeting 5/28/2014 | Caltrans Native American Advisory Committee The Authority provided an update/status of the California HSR
System.
Email 7/25/2014 | Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians; Gabrielefio Band Notification to members of the local tribal community regarding the
of Mission Indians Kizh Nation; Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe; publication of the NOI and NOP for the Palmdale to Burbank Project
Gabrielino/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians; Section.
Gabrielino/Tongva Nation; Kern Valley Indian Community; San
Manuel Band of Mission Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam of
San Manuel Nation); San Fernando Band of Mission Indians;
Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation; Los Angeles City/County
Native American Commission; Kitanemuk and Yowlumne Tejon
Indians; Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council
Email 8/11/2014 | NAHC NAHC provided a contact list for Los Angeles County tribes.
Letter; Email 8/26/2014 | Barbarefio-Venturefio Band of Mission Indians; Coastal Band of Letter invitation to an Authority-hosted tribal information meeting (for

the Chumash Nation; Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal
Council; Gabrielino/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians;
Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians Kizh Nation; Fernandefio
Tataviam Band of Mission Indians; Kern Valley Indian Community;
Kitanemuk and Yowlumne Tejon Indians; Los Angeles City/County
Native American Commission; Owl Clan; San Manuel Band of
Mission Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel
Nation); San Fernando Band of Mission Indians; Santa Ynez Band
of Chumash Indians/Santa Ynez Elders Council; Tongva Ancestral
Territorial Tribal Nation; Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe;
Gabrielino/Tongva Nation; other individuals with no tribal affiliation

tribal representatives, by invitation only) to discuss matters of
cultural resources concern for the Palmdale to Burbank and Burbank
and Los Angeles Project Sections.

California High-Speed Rail Authority
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Communication

Date |

Type Consulting/Concurring Party

Meeting 8/27/2014 | Caltrans Native American Advisory Committee Authority staff gave an overview and update of the California HSR
System to NAAC members at quarterly meeting, which included
representatives from tribes statewide.

Letter; Email 9/12/2014 Caltrans Native American Advisory Committee Email/letter sent to Committee Chairman (copied to all NAAC
members) addressing HSR small business goals and employment
opportunities for tribes.

Meeting; 9/25/2014 | Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians; Gabrielefio Band Authority-hosted tribal information meeting (for tribal representatives,

Teleconference of Mission Indians Kizh Nation; San Manuel Band of Mission by invitation-only) to discuss matters of cultural resources concern

Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel Nation); for the Palmdale to Burbank and Burbank to Los Angeles Project
Gabrielino/Tongva Nation; Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Sections.
Nation; other individuals with no tribal affiliation

Email 10/1/2014 | Barbarefio-Venturefio Band of Mission Indians Authority and the Tribe exchanged emails regarding the meeting in
Sylmar on 9/25/2014 and about ways the Tribe can participate.

Email 10/7/2014 | Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians; Gabrielefio Band The Authority provided a summary of the tribal information meeting

of Mission Indians Kizh Nation; San Manuel Band of Mission that took place on 9/25/2014.
Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel Nation);

Gabrielino/Tongva Nation; Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal

Nation; other individuals with no tribal affiliation

Email 10/9/2014 | Statewide Notification to tribes statewide that CalSTA will be hosting a tribal
consultation meeting to discuss matters of concern to the tribal
community.

Presentation 10/17/2014 | NAHC Presentation to the commissioners of the NAHC during the public
session of its quarterly meeting.

Email 10/27/2014 | Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians; Gabrielefio Band Email outreach to the Palmdale to Los Angeles Project Section tribal

of Mission Indians Kizh Nation; Gabrielino Tongva Indians of representatives, reiterating that the Authority is moving forward with

California Tribal Council; Gabrielino/Tongva San Gabriel Band of planning efforts to identify suitable Build Alternatives.

Mission Indians; Barbarefio-Venturefio Band of Mission Indians;

San Fernando Band of Mission Indians; San Manuel Band of

Mission Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel

Nation); Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation; other individuals

with no tribal affiliation
April 2024 California High-Speed Rail Authority
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Communication
Type

Date | Consulting/Concurring Party

Presentation 11/12/2014 | Caltrans Native American Advisory Committee Authority staff gave an overview and update of the California HSR
System to NAAC members at its quarter meeting, which included
representatives from tribes statewide.

Email 11/12/2014 | Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians The Tribe responded to email sent as a follow-up to the 9/25/2014
meeting. The Authority provided tribal consulting party information.

Meeting 11/20/2014 | Statewide The Governor’s quarterly agency/department tribal liaison meeting
involved updates and information from the Office of the Governor's
Tribal Liaison regarding consultation policies, legislative updates,
and training opportunities.

Email 12/3/2014 | Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians; Gabrielefio Band Tribal representatives for the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section.

of Mission Indians Kizh Nation; San Manuel Band of Mission Email notification to tribes regarding the upcoming community open
Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel Nation); house meetings scheduled for the Palmdale to Burbank Project
Gabrielino/Tongva Nation; Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Section.
Nation; other individuals with no tribal affiliation
Email 12/7/2014 | Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians Kizh Nation Email exchange with Chairman, who expressed interest in becoming
and a Section 106 consulting party.
12/8/2014

Phone Call; 12/10/2014 | Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council Phone call and email exchange with Chairman regarding the status

Email of the Palmdale to Burbank and Burbank to Los Angeles Project
Sections.

Email 12/16/2014 | Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians Emails exchanged to follow up on 12/8/2014 teleconference. The
Authority and the Tribe discussed a time to meet.

Letter; Email 1/6/2015 Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians Tribe signed and sent consulting party form on 1/6/15. On
1/23/2015, the Authority confirmed receipt and stated that it cannot
reimburse for Section 106 consultation.

Email 1/9/2015 Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians Kizh Nation Authority confirmed receipt of the tribe’s consulting party form. Tribe
becomes a consulting party.

Email 1/26/2015 Barbarefio-Venturefio Band of Mission Indians The Authority and the Tribe exchanged emails regarding tribal

consulting party paperwork.

California High-Speed Rail Authority
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Fax 2/10/2015 | NAHC NAHC conducted Sacred Land File search and provided contact list
for Los Angeles County tribes.
Presentation; 2/18/2015 | Caltrans Native American Advisory Committee Authority staff gave an overview and update of the California HSR
Meeting System to NAAC members at its quarterly meeting, which included
representatives from tribes statewide.
Email 5/8/2015 Barbarefio-Venturefio Band of Mission Indians; Fernandefio Email from Authority Tribal Liaison to tribes, notifying them of the
Tataviam Band of Mission Indians; Gabrielefio Band of Mission May/June public open house meeting series for the Paimdale to
Indians Kizh Nation; Gabrielino/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Burbank Project Section.
Mission Indians; Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal
Council; San Fernando Band of Mission Indians; San Manuel Band
of Mission Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel
Nation); Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation; other individuals
with no tribal affiliation
Email 512/2015 | Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council Email follow-up to a phone call received from the Tribal Council’s
Chairman regarding the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section.
Conference Call | 5/13/2015 | Caltrans Native American Advisory Committee Authority staff gave an overview and update of the California HSR
System to NAAC members at its quarterly meeting, which included
representatives from tribes statewide.
Letter 6/4/2015 Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians The Tribe requested government-to-government consultation in
response to the 5/29/2015 outreach letter. The Authority responded
to the Tribe on 06/16/2015.
Letter; Email 6/17/2015 | Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians Email with attached letter stating that the Fernandefio Tataviam
Tribe opposes the Refined SR14 alignment and favors the E1 and
E2 Build Alternatives through the ANF.
Presentation/ 6/18/2015 | Statewide CalSTA hosted an annual tribal consultation meeting to which all
Discussion Callifornia tribal leaders and representatives were invited. Tribal
leaders had the opportunity to discuss statewide transportation
issues.
April 2024 California High-Speed Rail Authority
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Type Date | Consulting/Concurring Party

Letter 6/18/2015 | San Manuel Band of Mission Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam | Received letter from Tribe requesting formal notification about the
of San Manuel Nation) California HSR System under AB 52. The Authority responded to the

Tribe’s letter on 06/30/2015.

Email 7123/2015 Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians Kizh Nation Tribe formally requested consultation/notification under AB 52 (Tribe
is a consulting party under Section 106; see 1/9/2015).

Presentation/ 8/12/2015 | Statewide NAAC members and agency representatives. Authority staff gave an

Discussion overview and update of the HSR program to NAAC members at its
quarterly meeting, which included representatives from tribes
statewide.

Email 11/17/2015 | Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation Tribe requested formal consultation under AB 52.

Meeting 11/18/2015 | Caltrans Native American Advisory Committee Authority provided project status and updates to the committee to

help keep the tribal community informed, raise awareness,
encourage tribal participation, and lay the groundwork for future
consultations with tribes.

Meeting 2/24/2016 Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians Focused meeting with Tribe to discuss Bakersfield to Palmdale
Project Section; PL.P2K (Palmdale to Burbank); and PL.K2L
(Burbank to L.A. Union Station). The Authority sent the Tribe a
summary of the consultation meeting of 2/24/2016. The Authority
also sent tribal monitor designation form.

Email 3/3/2016 Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians Kizh Nation Tribe sent the Authority signed designated monitor forms. Tribe
selected designated monitors.
Teleconference 3/8/2016 Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians Kizh Nation Phone meeting with members of the Gabrielefio Kizh Tribe to
discuss their concerns, involvement in the project, and opportunities
to participate.
Meeting; 3/9/2016 Caltrans Native American Advisory Committee The Authority gave a presentation about the California HSR System,
Presentation including an overview and status/schedule of the various project
sections.
California High-Speed Rail Authority April 2024
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Meeting; 3/25/2016 | All tribes statewide were invited. Pechanga Band of Luisefio The second of three statewide tribal listening sessions aimed at

Presentation Indians attended the meeting. reaching out to California tribes that may be interested in the cultural
resources investigations for the California HSR System. Tribes
statewide were invited to attend. Meeting held in San Diego. The
Pechanga Band of Mission Indians was the only attendee.

Email 3/29/2016 | Tribes statewide were invited to attend. Table Mountain Rancheria; | The third and final of three statewide tribal listening sessions aimed

Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians/Santa Ynez Elders Council; | at reaching out to California tribes that may be interested in the
Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla; Big Sandy Rancheria of Western cultural resource investigations for the California HSR System.
Mono Indians of California; Susanville Indian Rancheria; Wuksache

Indian Tribe/Eshom Valley Band

Email 3/30/2016 Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation Authority provided section-specific project updates and inquired
whether the Tribe is interested in becoming a consulting party.

Email 51412016 Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians Authority confirmed that the Tribe is a consulting party for the
Bakersfield to Palmdale, Palmdale to Burbank, and Burbank to Los
Angeles Project Sections. Tribe provided the Authority with an
ethnographic article.

Email 51412016 Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians Kizh Nation The Authority followed up regarding the Tribe’s desire to contribute
to ethnography for sections it is consulting on.

Phone Call; 5/13/2016 Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians Kizh Nation The Tribe will be preparing its ethnographic contributions to the

Email and cultural technical reports for the sections on which the Tribe is

6/1/2016 consulting.

Email 5/23/2016 | Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians Email exchange between the Authority and the Tribe regarding
section-specific project consultation and an invitation to the 6/2/2016
meeting.

Teleconference 6/2/2016 Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians Topics of the teleconference included contact information for tribal
monitors and tribal authorship of ethnography section for technical
documents.

Email; Phone 6/3/2016 San Manuel Band of Mission Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam | Tribe has attended information meetings and intends to participate

Call of San Manuel Nation) as a consulting party.

April 2024 California High-Speed Rail Authority
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Email 6/9/2016 Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians This confirms that the Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission
Indians is a consulting party for the following Project Sections: (1)
Bakersfield to Palmdale; (2) Palmdale to Burbank; and (3) Burbank
to Los Angeles.

Email 6/27/2016 | Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians Kizh Nation Tribe provided the Authority with DBE and MBE certification.

Email 7/5/2016 San Manuel Band of Mission Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam | The Authority sent the new Cultural Resources Director background

of San Manuel Nation) info on the California HSR System.

Email 7/29/2016 | Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians Tribe indicated a desire to contribute ethnography to the ASR.

Email 8/16/2016 | Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians Kizh Nation Tribe reached out to the Authority to provide a reference for the
tribe’s past participation with a different rail project.

Email; GIS 8/29/2016 | Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians Kizh Nation Email exchange between the Authority and the Tribe regarding
village locations in relation to the alignments.

Email 9/1/2016 Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians Kizh Nation Tribe received invitation to community open house and asked for
more information.

Email 9/12/2016 | San Manuel Band of Mission Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam | The Authority reached out to the Tribe to continue outreach efforts

9/20/2016 | of San Manuel Nation) with the tribe.

Email 9/26/2016 | Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians Kizh Nation Tribe added a monitor to the tribe’s designated monitor list.

Email 9/29/2016 Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians Tribe sent the Authority an updated tribal monitor designation form.
The Tribe designated the main contact for tribal monitor recruitment.

Email 10/6/2016 | Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians The Authority confirmed receipt of the tribe’s tribal monitor
designation forms. The Authority sent the Tribe site record for the
Chavez Site (19-000902).

Email 10/18/2016 | San Manuel Band of Mission Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam | The Authority and the Tribe continued their dialogue regarding the

10/26/2016 | of San Manuel Nation) Tribe’s continued interest in participation.
Email 10/19/2016 | Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians Kizh Nation The Authority updated the Tribe on the status of project section

ASRs and inquired if the tribe were still interested in contributing its
ethnohistory.
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Email 10/19/2016 | Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians The Authority confirmed receipt of tribal ethnohistory and asked
permission to use it for the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section.
The Tribe granted permission to use the ethnohistory for the
Palmdale to Burbank Project Section.
Email 10/25/2016 | San Manuel Band of Mission Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam | Email chain between San Manuel USFS regarding fill during
of San Manuel Nation) construction of the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section in the Una
Lake area.
Email 10/27/2016 | San Manuel Band of Mission Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam | Section-specific teleconference meeting for the San Manuel Tribe
10/28/2016 | of San Manuel Nation) and additional follow-up conversations via email.
11/10/2016
Email 11/14/2016 | Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians The Authority provided the tribes with maps and a copy of the site
record for the Chavez Site.
Email 11/15/2016 | San Manuel Band of Mission Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam | Tribe plans to review the ethnography section in the Paimdale to
of San Manuel Nation) Burbank Project Section ASR for accuracy.
Meeting 11/16/2016 | Caltrans Native American Advisory Committee The Authority participated in the quarterly meeting of the Caltrans
NAAC to provide status updates on the California HSR System to
NAAC members.
Email 11/21/2016 | San Manuel Band of Mission Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam | Tribe transmitted a letter signed by Chairwoman, confirming the
of San Manuel Nation) Tribe's consulting party status.
Phone Call 11/26/2016 | Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians The Authority attempted to call the Tribe to discuss the Chavez Site
and a potential tour of the Palmdale to Burbank alignment.
Email 11/28/2016 | San Manuel Band of Mission Indians (now known as Yuhaaviatam | Transmittal of GIS files for HSR alignments and cultural data.
of San Manuel Nation)
Phone Call; 11/29/2016 | Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians Tribe confirmed receipt of Chavez Site record. The Au