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RESPONSES TO THE GABRIELENO/TONGVA TRIBAL COUNCIL  
Letter Dated January 19, 2000 
 
12-1 There is no archaeological proof that the Juaneno tribal boundaries extend into the Huntington 

Beach area. However, there is archaeological evidence that tribes of Southern California (San 
Luis Obispo to San Diego) interacted with their neighbors, traded extensively, had kinship ties, 
and traveled throughout the area. Therefore, it is not out of the realm of reason to identify 
evidence of one group (e.g., Juaneno) within an area traditionally identified as another (e.g., 
Gabrieleno). Such remains do not constitute or negate tribal boundaries, only emphasize 
interaction. The EIR’s cultural resource specialist, McKenna et al., holds to the premise that 
the Bolsa Chica Mesa area is within the traditional Gabrieleno/Tongva boundaries and only 
references the Juaneno connection as being identified by other archaeologists who have studied 
the area.  

 
 The references to Juaneno are only presented because for many years, the Juaneno have been 

actively declaring a relationship to the area and because other archaeologists assert that their 
data supports a Juaneno connection (which does not rule out an even stronger 
Gabrieleno/Tongva relationship). Tribal “jurisdiction” is a political reference, not an 
ethnographic or archaeological reference. 

  
12-2 It is a matter of a difference of opinion among archaeologists as to whether sufficient data to 

delineate site boundaries has been compiled and presented. Based on data currently available to 
the EIR’s cultural resource specialist (McKenna et al.), site boundaries are still not firmly 
established. 

 
 In regard to the proposed development on Bolsa Chica Mesa, a previous EIR was certified by 

the County of Orange (the 1996 Recirculated Draft EIR for the Bolsa Chica Local Coastal 
Program), providing clearance for a residential development project on the Mesa. This previous 
EIR addressed impacts to cultural impacts associated with the construction of residential 
development on the Mesa, and mitigation measures were adopted to offset significant impacts. 
The previous EIR, however, did not address the issues specific to the proposed water 
transmission line – hence this supplemental study. This Supplemental EIR addresses impacts 
associated with the proposed water line and includes additional mitigation measures to address 
impacts specific to the proposed water line project. For the status of the mitigation program for 
cultural resources associated with the development project on Bolsa Chica Mesa, you will need 
to contact the County of Orange, which is responsible for monitoring the implementation of 
mitigation. 

 
 Although construction has been started on the portion of the Mesa within the boundaries of the 

City of Huntington Beach, the remainder of the Mesa remains undeveloped pending 
consideration of a revised land use plan by the California Coastal Commission as part of a new 
LCP for the area. The Coastal Commission is expected to consider the new land use plan for 
the Mesa in April 2000.  

 
12-3 Communication and consultation with Native American representatives is becoming more 

important in the environmental processes, especially in southern California, where so many 
Native Americans can rightfully claim associations to prehistoric resources.  Therefore, the 
CPUC is willing to work with the Tribal Council to select a mutually agreeable archaeological 
monitor and Native American monitor. 


