J. RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

GABRIELENO / TONGVA TRIBAL COUNCIL

January 19, 2000

Brad Wetstons, CPUC

&io Aspen Environmental Group
30423 Canwood Street, Ste 215
Agoura Hills, CA 91301

RE: Dratt Supelomental ELLR./
Bolea Chica Water Transmisalon Line and Wastewater Service Pian

Dear Mr, Wetstone:

This letter is in response to the Draft Supplemental E1.R. on the above named
project and the following comments and recommendations were formulated after careful

examination of the Cultural Resource section, pages C.7-1 through £.7-21, of that
docurmant.

As the slacted tribal spekesperson for the GabrielenciT engva Tribal Council, it is my
Tespongibility to comment on the proposed project and to reflece the attitudes and cancerns
of our Trikal membership in matters that may pose such a significant impact 1o the culturat
resources of this tribe.

As | examine the Draft 3.E.LR. thers are thras sategories that | will address: {1)
ethnographic ares (tribal boundarias) as described in the dogument and how they pertain 1o
the savergignty of the Gabrigleiwa/Tongva Tribal Council, {2} current archaeclogical analysis
and studies of recorded archaeological sites uir the Boisa Chica Maesa {or fack thereof}, {3)
mitigation measures.

{11 Tha Environment Basefine saction (5.7.1} of the decument currectiy states
that the area of the proposed project is associated with thw Gabrielano
{(Tongva) Indians of Los Angeles and Orange counties. What | must questiur
8nd reguire substantlated evidance of is the azcumntion that the arca of the 121
propossd project also lies within the tribal boundaries nf the Jusneng tndian,
Just where exactly is this proof that the Jusneno Indians’ tribal boundaries
gxtend as far north as Huntington Beach? As the professional archaeclogica!
community considers the traditionat boundary of the Gabrieleno,T ongva fo
extend south to Alisu Creek {Laguna Beachl, why are the Juaneno cited in

TRE EXECUTIVE BOARD OF THE GASRIELENO/TONGVA TRISAL COUNOL
o2nne u sum!l 3 3
Soto, Treammer Detkﬁi&rm Afiaks
Massage Phoae: {626) 286-16T2 Fax: (526) 286-1267
P. Q. BOX 673 = 54N GABRIEL, CA #1778

February 2000 J-68 Final SEIR



J. RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Brad Wetstone, CPUG
January 19, Z000

Page Two

{2}

(3}

February 2000

this document as being 22 miles north, and out of, Thalt triba! jurisdiction?
Couid it be thet the author, MeKeanna st al., hag bean inaccurately influenced
by unsubstantiated ethnographical information that has been circulated in
tha recent past by archaeological contragtors whe have formed politics!
alliances with the Juaneno Indian, with the £6lé purpose of justitying cne
another’s existence. As a Gabriglenc Indian, | abiect to tha sncroachment
upon the sovereignty of the traditional tribal boundaries of the
Gabrielano/Tongva Tribal Council, | request that | receive answers 1o the
questions 1 have so far raised.

The issus of current archaecfogical analysis raises serious questions
fegarding the adeguacy of the archasology most recsntly performed on the
archasoiogicai sites that would be directly impacted by this proposed project.
As stated in the Draft 5.£.1.R., the boundaries of many sites are still in
question. Thus, if archaeclogical site boundaries have not been adequately
defined or the Baiga Chica Mesa, how can the proposed project proceed?
Haw could elearance for construction on the Bolsa Chica Mesa {that hias
already begun in anticipation of this prapused water pipeiine and reservoir
projact] bean given? ! $isid # highly gisturbing that ife arsa in guestion on
the Bolsa Chica Mesa has vet to be adequately addressad on the issue of
archaeological site boundaries, As racorded by d report dsted August B,
1932 by Judy Suchay, Ph.D. {attached), human remains continus to be
unearthed in areas given clearance for construgtias. Discovery of additicigl
human remaing and cultural tems sre of no surprise to me, for any sne who
has had personal experience in the archaeological fisld work an the Solza
Chica Mesa, such as !, in 1993 and 1994, would know that site boundaries
were an issue back than, and would 2lso know the high pntential for
encsuntering human remains could be expected when you are working in an
Indian cemetery. Again, t requost answers to the questions i have raised.

Mitigation measures as defined in section C.7.2 of the Draft S.£.LR. appear
10 be adequate in scope, although the Gabrieteno/Tongva Tribal Counci!
would request that the archaeological consuitant firm responsible for
performing the task of archaeological manitoring and/or fisidwork associated
with the propased project be subjeet 1o approval of the Gabriefeno/Tongva
Tribal Council, Also, as normaify required. the Native American monitor 1o be
utitized on the proposed project should be sanctioned by this trbal council.
The issus of scoessibility and accountabiiity of the Native American monitor
is of foremost importance.
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_ Tha Gabrieleno/Tongva Tribal Council wishes to thark you in advance for being
given the opportunity to commaent on the proposed project and would request that we be
given notice of any future public hearings or notices that noed t6 be addressed. Please feal
free to contact our otfice at any time, or you may reach me 2t (808! 5071058 (voice),

Sincearaly,

Tribal Spokesperson

co: S.C.W.C.
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m? in s{tu examination of skelets] remaing 4t

: construction sfte ( frange County Coreoner Caszp 2e-081TaNE)
. aaa
ren Ttk

n Auguit 4, § went to the coastruction site at the intarsactton of Rolsa Shice
ind Los Patos In Huntingtsn Baach. At this iocatfon skeletal fragesats wera
found mdemeath a Nettve American artiface 1 bullgored ares whera the 'mtrnfﬂen
of condomintums s planned. The archaeciopical comany involved in the mitigntion
19 S5 {Scient!Tic Resourc Sarveys}. This iocation i3 near the formey
krchasatogfeal sits CA-Ora-83 whers 1 did on s sty exenivation of reming on
. Dctober 135 1993, I do not hawe & Coramer's case numbar {n my la for that
WisTtation but I have § one repe report with attachments .

At the site on August & [ talked with Lisz Moodwsr {of SRS} $09-323-5340 wo
oxplatond to mm the situstion surmounding the skelata? frageents. I {deatifiad
them ac hyman {based on the Teft erbtt—largely t1¢" and 1ncisor toath):
”""'ﬂ"‘ (besad on severe dantil sttrition on the tooth. coloration and

wf ‘of bore), The ins extriwe) ta 3% Ing
-f‘:u :::m udeglntinhf:‘n ?:am" ts of ’ﬂlﬁw ﬁey_m romains :.-2
Gms!?tem: with belng from & single Tndtvidual. Moodeird told me that Robert
daer {Prestdant of tha sombiny 909-767-7555) had already phoasa the Kative

Aamrican Meritege Commissioe with a ntative diagnosis.

I tndtcated thas the Orenge County Coroner would be mpkiing officig] mti teation,
David Selardes (Mmative fmricin) wes AT the site at the timg of By visit, _
1 instructod Lise Neodward to ¢a1] the Orange Loy Coroner aguin §¢ addietenal
Mot vomaith are Found 1n the Bree. The conttruction 1s over so 1£ 19 not
1tkaly that there will be sdditional Finds, The plem was 4o remove the ares
§ tha rematne and kmsp thew in the Tab of SRS, The remming would o

held ustil the comstrwction had been Ty Tinalizad and then 9% reminc
214 be reburied.
1f_the Coroner has further Instryctions. Lisa Moodwsrd oan be rotivtad, If new
£a3i3 cam ia regerding rematns | suggest that the investigutor (Meader)
ﬂ:umuuphmmdumm:mttmuummtmr
0 hadls the situstion, The nearty sfte Ore-A3 was s Mghly toitroverstal
Hte Ft.:n mitiple m“s of m ;ngqﬂ :.r'ncu nt“' i t or ufru;tfe
st betusen ronente It [ | a 5. 2 3w & T=-f -]

ix dl'*m the Corenar nesds to keap track of Rumbar of byrials hi“

it this Tocatfon. Movefully, the ome obsarved om Aumist 4 will in
wiy ome.

Photopraphs were Taken Lo dnciwsnt the avidencs.
FURTHER ACTTON REEDED:

Rtie fmrican Meritage Comission Should be rotified by Inv,
or athey Coronew Pl‘l‘lﬂ'lﬂ:i'l. o e e
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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.

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.

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.
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