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Appendix E  Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment
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1.3 Regulatory Framework 

Numerous laws and regulations require project proponents to consider the effects of a project on cultural resources. These 
laws and regulations stipulate a process for compliance, define the responsibilities of the proposing actions, and prescribe the 
relationships among other involved agencies (e.g., the SHPO and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation [ACHP]). The 
primary federal law governing the treatment of cultural resources is Section 106 of the NHPA. The primary state law in 
California is CEQA. Both require action to consider potential impacts on historic properties from proposed undertakings. 

The GHSC and/or GHCSD are seeking funding to support this Project from the SWRCB’s SRF Loan Program. The SRF loan 
process must meet the requirements of both CEQA and NEPA. NEPA is triggered, because the SRF Program is partially 
funded by the USEPA. In addition, the GHCSD may secure federal funds for construction from the USDA, United States HUD, 
or other agencies. The SWRCB refers to the combined NEPA and CEQA process as “CEQA-Plus.” As its name implies, 
CEQA-Plus uses CEQA as its compliance base; however, as there is also a federal nexus for such projects (due to USEPA 
funding), CEQA-Plus environmental compliance documents also address a several Federal regulations.  

With regard to cultural resources specifically, the SWRCB requires that the CEQA-Plus document and project comply with the 
NHPA. For Section 106 Consultation with the SHPO under the NHPA, the SWRCB requires preparation of a cultural resources 
report, including a records search and Native American and interested party consultation.  

CEQA requires detailed studies that analyze the environmental effects of a proposed project. The purpose of CEQA is to 
evaluate whether a proposed project may have an adverse effect on the environment and, if so, if that effect can be reduced or 
eliminated by pursuing an alternative course of action or through mitigation. All projects, unless eligible for an exemption, may 
be approved only after this requirement has been fulfilled. CEQA includes historic built-environment and archaeological 
resources as important features of the environment. The lead agency is required to determine whether a proposed project may 
have a significant effect on prehistoric and historical resources. A historic resource is a resource listed in, or determined to be 
eligible for listing in, the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) (Section 21084.1), a resource included in a local 
register of historical resources (Section 15064.5(a) (2)), or any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or 
manuscript which a lead agency determines to be historically significant (Section 15064.5 (a) (3)). 
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The project is located in the Tehachapi Mountain Valley, east-southeast of Bakersfield, California and west of the Mojave. The 
Tehachapi Mountains are one of southern California’s Transverse Ranges, which connect the Coast Ranges on the west to 
the southern end of the Sierra Nevada Mountains on the east. This range separates the Mojave Desert from the southernmost 
end of the Great Central Valley (Figure 3).   

Precipitation varies widely though the project area, averaging about 10 inches annually. Rain typically falls in the desert portion 
of the project during winter, although summer monsoons can also bring rain. Snow occurs at the higher elevations. Annual 
rainfall is higher in the Tehachapi Mountains and water can flow year round in the canyons. Southwest winds regularly blow 
through the area, funneled through Oak Creek Pass, the closest pass to the project area through the Tehachapi Mountains, 
which leads out of the Mojave Desert and into the San Joaquin Valley.  In the fall, a reversal of wind direction, Santa Ana 
conditions, frequently occurs. 

Deposition within the project area consists of older Plio-Pleistocene alluvium, and recent Holocene alluvium.  A large part of 
the project area is located within the extensive alluvial fans which extend south and east from the Tehachapi Mountains. 
Alluvial deposition occurs within some of the proposed project area within the Tehachapi Mountains, as well. Plutonic rocks, 
including quartz monzonite, granodiorites, and tonalites, and igneous rocks, such as basalts, andesites, and rhyoites, occur 
within the Project (Dibblee 1967). Prehistoric people utilized these materials for both groundstone and flaked stone. 
Metamorphosed limestone (marble) pendants occur in the area, as well.   

2.1 Biology 

The project area is located within a transition area represented by several native biotic communities, including the Joshua Tree 
Woodland, the Pinyon-Juniper Woodland, the Chaparral, the Riparian Woodland, and the Southern Oak Woodland 
Communities. The following discussions of these different communities are based on Schoenherr (1995), Munz (1974) and the 
California Department of Fish and Game (2003). 

The Pinyon-Juniper Woodland Community, the lowest of the mountain communities or the uppermost desert community, is 
found at 5000 to 8000 feet above mean sea level and annually receives between 12 to 20 inches of precipitation, as rain or 
snow. Plants in this community include the pinyon (Pinus monophylla), juniper (Juniperus californica or Juniperus 
osteosperma), scrub oak (Quercus turbinella), antelope bush (Purshia glandulosa), wild buckwheat (Eriogonum shockleyi), 
Apache  plume (Fallugia paradoxa), mountain mahogany evergreen shrubs (Cerococarpus intricatus and Cerococarpus 
ledifolius), and the Mohave yucca (Yucca schidigera). Two snow tolerant species of prickly pear cactus can be found within 
this community as well. The Pinyon Juniper Woodland community contains many resources utilized by prehistoric peoples, 
including pine seeds, acorns, and juniper berries. Native groups traversed between this area in the summer and fall when the 
adjoining deserts were too hot; they moved back down to the desert areas when the upper elevations grew cold. Animals also 
move seasonally and include many of the species who reside in the Joshua Tree Woodland Community, as well as the 
California bighorn sheep (Ovis canadensis sierrae).     

The Southern Oak Woodland Biotic Community is located in the foothills of many of California’s mountain ranges. Plants in 
this community include the big cone spruce (Pseudotsuga macrocarpa), Coulter pine (Pinus coulteri), California juniper 
(Juniperus californica), California black walnut (Juglans californica), coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia), Englemann oak 
(Quercus englemanni), interior live oak (Quercus wislizenii), gooseberry (Ribes quercetorum), sugar bush (Rhus ovata), 
lemonade berry (Rhus intrgrifolia), squaw bush (Rhus trilobata), bigberry manzanita (Arctostaphylos glauca), wild oats (Avena 
fatua), and wild mountain sunflower (Helianthus gracilentus). Birds include California quail (Callipepla californica), acorn 
woodpecker (Melanerpes formicivorus), scrub jay (Alphelocoma coerulescens), plain titmouse (Parus inornatus), common 
bushtit (Psaltriparus minimus), and black-headed grosbeak (Pheucticus melanocephalus). Mammals in this community include 
the mule deer (Odocoileus hemionus), raccoon (Procyon lotor), gray fox (Urocyon cinereoargenteus), western gray squirrel 
(Sciurus griseus), dusky-footed woodrat (Neotoma fuscipes), California mouse (Peromyscus californicus), and the brush 
mouse (Peromyscus boylii). Reptiles include the western fence lizard (Sceloporus occidentalis), skinks (Eumeces spp.), 
California mountain kingsnake (Lampropeltis zonata), and red rattlesnake (Crotalus ruber).  

2 Natural Setting 
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Figure 3. Project area location on a physiographic provinces and geological map of California 
(http://education.usgs.gov/california/provinces.htm) 
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The Joshua Tree Woodland community is found at 2,500 to 4,000 feet amsl in the extreme west and extreme east of the 
Mojave Desert,. This community sees an average precipitation of 1 to 5 inches, partly as summer showers. Plants in this 
community include the Joshua tree(Yucca brevifolia), bladder sage (Salazaria mexicana), boxthorn (Lycium spp.), thistle sage 
(Salvia carduacea), Mormon tea (Ephedra spp.), Teddy bear cholla (also known as jumping cholla) (Opuntia bigelovii), and 
wild buckwheat (Eriogonum saxatilea californica). 

The Chaparral Biotic Community is located along the foothills of the mountains between 1,000 to 4,000 feet in elevation (3,000 
to 5,000 feet in the desert). Plants in this community include chamise (Adenostoma fasciculatum), scrub oak, foothill ash 
(Fraxinus dipetala), hard tack (Cercocarpus betuloides), wild lilac (Ceanothus spp.), holly-leaf cherry (Prunus ilicifolia), bear 
brush (Garrya fremontii), quinine bush (Garrya flavescens), manzanita (Arctostaphylos spp.), toyon (Heteromeles arbutifolia), 
and sugarbush (Rhus ovata). Mammals include mule deer, coyote (Canis latrans), gray fox, bobcat (Lynx rufus), brush rabbit 
(Sylvilagus bachmanni), dusky-footed woodrat, nimble kangaroo rat (Dipodomys agilis), California pocket mouse (Perognathus 
californicus), and the California mouse. Birds of this community include the mountain quail (Oreortyx pictus), scrub jay 
(Aphelocoma californica), wrentit (Chamaea fasciata), poor-will (Phalaenoptilis nuttallii), Bewick’s wren (Thryomanes bewickii), 
California thrasher (Toxostoma redivivum), rufous-sided towhee (Pipilo erythrophthalmus), and orange-crowned warbler 
(Vermivora celata). The reptiles include the western fence lizard, southern alligator lizard (Gerrhontus multicarinatus), coast 
horned lizard (Phrynosoma coronatum), striped racer (Masticophis lateralis), and the western rattlesnake (Crotalus viridis).  

2.2 Current Land Uses 

The Golden Hills WWTP is located east of the northeast terminus of Monroe Lane in the unincorporated community of Golden 
Hills and is immediately surrounded by natural areas and Brite Creek. Residential lots are located west, south, and east of the 
WWTP. The Golden Highlands mobile home community is located in the northwestern portion of the project area, at the 
terminus of White Pine Drive and Emerald Mountain Drive. The project area also includes a hotel and apartment complex 
along Woodford Tehachapi Road near the intersection of Country Club Drive, as well as the Woodford Tehachapi property 
with Tom Sawyer Lake, which lies east of Woodford Tehachapi Road and north of Westwood Boulevard. 

2.3 Ethnography 

The project area is located in the Kawaiisu tribal group area. Their traditional homeland included portions of the Southern 
Sierra Nevada Mountains to the northeast and by the Tehachapi Mountains to the southwest (Figure 4). The Kawaiisu 
traditionally occupied an area encompassing an approximate 100-mile radius. The environment of this area is diverse and 
includes desert and mountain habitats. The lack of abundant rainwater is common throughout the area. The arid conditions 
required that the Kawaiisu set up villages near permanent water sources. 

The Kawaiisu name for themselves is “nuwu” or ‘new-woo-ah”, which means, “people” (a common Native American translation 
for themselves into English). Neighboring tribes knew this group by several names. While the exact origin of the term, 
Kawaiisu, is unknown, it is known that the Yokuts knew them by this name, and the Tubatulabal knew them as Kawishm. The 
Chemehevi called them Hiima, or Hinienma. The Kitenamuk and the Serrano called them several names, including 
Agutushyam, Agudutsyam, and Akutusyam. The name, Kawaiisu, is still the recognized term for this group of Native 
Americans.   

The Kawaiisu is a western branch of the Numic division of the Uto-Aztekan stock. In California, this includes groups such as 
the Takic, Tubatulabal, and Numic. Kawaiisu homeland was bordered by speakers of non-Numic Uto-Aztecan languages. The 
Kitanemuk to the south spoke Takic, and the Tubatulabal to the north spoke Tubatualabal, which is a linguistic isolate. The 
Yokuts to the west were non-Uto-Aztecan. Since, they also spoke a Southern Numic language, the Chemehuevi to the east 
are the closest linguistic relatives to Kawaiisu. Some scholars believe the Kawaiisu were late migrants into California (around 

A.D. 1400), while other scholars believe they have been in 
California for approximately 2,000 years. In addition, the Kawaiisu 

themselves have stated that their lack of migration story is indicative of their long habitation in California. Kroeber (1925) and 
others consider the Kawaiisu to be Californian, largely due to their settlement pattern. 

The Kawaiisu exhibit some cultural similarities with their indigenous neighbors the Serrano, Kitanemuk, Tubatulabal, Paiute, 
and Shoshone, though there are enough differences to classify them as a distinctly unique culture. According to Kroeber 
(1925), pre-contact population estimates are around 500, with a decline in population into the modern era. 
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Figure 4. Project Location within the California Indian Tribal Groups 
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The Kawaiisu social organization was centered around the nuclear family. On occasion, the larger family group would 
constitute a larger social grouping within the community. In general, the traditional Kawaiisu would have operated with a local 
chief, or several chiefs, but with no real political power, though they did lead warring parties. Also, the chief was given a higher 
social status based on wealth and generosity in dispensing food and organizing activities. 

The Kawaiisu economy was based on hunting and gathering. Family groups were semi-nomadic and would travel seasonally 
to harvest natural resources from different locales. No agriculture was practiced, although there is evidence of the pruning of 
tobacco plants to improve the plant and of the burning of wild seed fields to improve the plant yields for the next year. It is 
generally accepted that many California Native American groups who were thought to engage in simple hunting and gathering, 
actually practiced a form of slash and burn horticulture, where the native plant environment was “tended to” in order to yield 
larger harvests. Acorns were a major staple, as they were for most southern California tribes. A 1981 ethnobotanical survey of 
the Kawaiisu found 233 plant species of utility. Of the 233 plants, 112 provided food and beverage, 94 had medicinal uses and 
27 had supernatural and/or mythological properties. Important sources of food included Manzanita, tickweed (Coreopsis spp.), 
juniper, peppergrass (Lepidium spp.), wild celery and wild parsley (Lomatium spp.), rice grass (Oryzopsis spp.), Indian carrot 
(Perideridia spp.), pinyon, oak, chia (Salvia spp.), speargrass (Stipa spp.), yucca, and Joshua Tree). While the Kawaiisu relied 
heavily on the acorn as a foodstuff, the reliance on particular plants was dependent on nearby environments. The plant 
sources were seasonal, so the degree of use also depended on location and the season when the resource was available 
(Zigmond 1981). 

Individual dwellings of the Kawaiisu consisted of temporary structures comprised of a circular domed structure made of willow 
frames and covered with tule thatching. The Kawaiisu structure was made of juniper boughs forming an oval shape and 
measuring approximately 12 by 10 feet in diameter and approximately 5 feet tall. In addition, earth-covered sweat houses were 
constructed next to water sources. 

Kawiisu material culture included basketry. Some describe this culture as a basketry complex, because of the varied types and 
uses of baskets. Ceramics are uncommon, particularly in late prehistoric sites during which ceramics appear to not have been 
used widely. Principle material culture among the Kawaiisu and of particular importance are those lithic items associated with 
food preparation. These include bedrock mortars, pestles, portable metates, manos, and lithic knives (obsidian). 

2.4 Prehistory 

Native Americans occupied California for thousands of years prior to European contact and settlement. The prehistory of the 
area of the Tehachapi Mountains and extreme southern Sierra Nevada has not been extensively studied in terms of 
archaeological resources, and as a result little data on the regional prehistory of this area is available. The archaeological work 
that has been done has shown that the lithic (stone) artifact assemblages associated with the Early Period in California are 
characterized by the presence of stemmed projectile points, and in some cases, ‘fluted’ and concave based points.  Other 
Early Period lithic artifacts include cobble core and flake tools, a variety of bifaces, and expedient groundstone artifacts 
showing light use wear (Moratto 1984).  General summaries of the prehistory of this area are available in Schiffman and 
Garfinkel (1981) and Moratto (1984). The following is a generally accepted prehistoric chronology of the region. 

Paleo-Indian (10,000 to 8,000 B.P.)  

There have been several terms used to classify the very early human occupations of the west (particularly the Great Basin). 
This includes terminology such as, “Lithic” period (Willey and Phillips 1958), “Paleo – Indian” (Davis 1978; Chartkoff and 
Chartkoff 1984),  “Early Systems Period” (Stickel and Weinman-Roberts 1980), “Early Humans” (Davis 1968), and the 
“Pleistocene Period” (Warren et al. 1980).  In the present understanding of the archaeological record for this time period, the 
term Paleo-Indian will be used to refer to the archaeological material associated to the “Fluted Point Tradition” or earlier, which 
includes those resources belonging to the “Pre-projectile Point Period”. 

The consensus on the earliest known archaeological culture in North America is known as the Clovis period. This period is 
characterized by a particular type of fluted projectile point. The artifactual data is viewed as representing a big game hunting 
tradition exploiting Pleistocene megafauna. There is some data to suggest a Paleo-Indian presence in the Tehachapis and 
Southern Sierras through some isolated Clovis projectile points that have been found (Glennan 1971). These finds suggest 
early use of the region (hunting of megafauna), but an occupation of the area during this time has not been proven. 
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There is no known antecedent to Clovis in the New World though there are some arguments for a “Pre-Projectile Point Period”, 
which argues for an “early” human occupation of the New World. While there have been some claims that such sites exist 
nearby (such as the Mojave Desert), there are no such sites in the Tehachapi Mountains. 

2.5 Holocene Chronology 

The following periods are generally defined by diagnostic artifacts, primarily projectile points and atlatl dart points. The 
Holocene cultural history of the project area is outlined in the following chronology. 

Lake Mojave (8,000 to 6,000 B.P.) 

With the onset of the early Holocene around 10,000 years ago, significant warming and drying occurred in the environment, 
with hunter-gatherers adapting to the changing resource structure along the coast and interior deserts of California. Lakes and 
streams within the interior desert regions gradually dried and shrank compared with late Pleistocene times, resulting in the 
concurrent movement of people— often assigned to the Lake Mojave Tradition —from these once moist inland areas to the 
California coast, where more favorable conditions persisted (Byrd and Raab 2007). The Lake Mojave way of life, that 
emphasized adaptations to lakes and marshes gradually disappeared by 8,000 to 7,000 years B.P. as the environment 
warmed during the warm,-dry Altithermal (Moratto 1984). Evidence for early Holocene occupation within the desert and high 
desert areas is sparse, which, while possibly suggesting low population levels in these dry, interior areas, potentially reflects 
an adaptation by highly mobile groups to sparse resources (Schaefer and Laylander 2007). Alternatively, the paucity of 
evidence for the early Holocene occupation of these desert areas may result from unstable landforms and limited 
archaeological attention. 

Leaf-shaped points like Lake Mojave projectiles and knives, crescents, and scrapers typically characterize the artifact 
assemblages found during this period near Pleistocene lakeshores in California, indicating a dependence on hunting various 
animals and fowling. Moratto (1984) states that Lake Mojave Tradition sites share certain characteristics. These include: 1) “a 
tendency for sites to be located on or near the shores of former pluvial lakes and marshes or along old stream channels”; 2) 
“dependence on hunting various animals, fowling, collecting and gathering vegetal products”; 3) “an absence of ground stone 
artifacts such as milling stones, hence a presumed lack of hard seeds in the diet”; 4) “a developed flaked stone industry, 
marked especially by percussion flaked foliate (leaf shaped) knives or points, Silver Lake and Lake Mojave points, lanceolate 
bifaces, and points similar to the long stemmed variety from Lind Coulee (Hester 1973)”; and 5) “a tool kit which commonly 
includes chipped stone crescents, large flake and core scrapers, choppers, scraper planes, hammerstones, several types of 
cores, drills, gravers, and diverse flakes”. 

Pinto Period (7,000 to 2,000 B.P.) 

Pinto complex sites are fairly widespread compared with the other early cultural periods. The Pinto period is largely an 
extension of the preceding Lake Mojave period, with an emphasis on tool stones other than obsidian and cryptocrystalline 
silica (Sutton et al. 2007). A reduction in the variety of tool stone recovered from these sites suggests a decreased foraging 
range. Leaf-shaped Pinto points vary from large to small, and were used as tips for thrusting spears. Pinto Period toolkits 
usually consist of knives, domed and elongated keeled scrapers, flake scrapers, drills, and engraving tools. A major difference 
between Pinto and Mojave Period sites is the increased use of ground stone later in time. The presence of ground stone in 
early Pinto complex sites indicates that plant processing played an increased role in the subsistence economy as early as 
7000 cal B.P). (Sutton et al. 2007). In fact, some evidence suggests that during the Pinto period, sites were selected based on 
the availability of plant resources and water availability. Camps were likely occupied on a seasonal basis. 

Gypsum Period (2,000 to 1,200 B.P.) 

Archaeological data from the Gypsum Period is uncommon in the Tehachapi area. This period is characterized by the 
presence of Humboldt Concave Base, Elko Eared, or Elko corner notched projectile points. In addition to diagnostic projectile 
point types, the cultural assemblage includes leaf-shaped points, rectangular-based knives, flake scrapers, T-shaped drills, 
and occasionally large scraper-planes, choppers, and hammerstones. Use of milling stones and manos became fairly common 
during this period, and the mortar and pestle were introduced. Additional artifacts include shaft-smoothers; incised slate and 
sandstone tablets and pendants; fragments of drilled slate tubes; Haliotis rings, beads and ornaments of the “Middle Horizon” 
type found in California’s Central Valley; Olivella shell beads; and bone awls. Haliotis rings and Olivella shell beads from the 
coast have been found at several sites in the Great Basin and as far away as the Owens Valley, indicating trade between 
coastal and inland peoples. 
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The beginning of the Gypsum Period coincides with the beginning of the Little Pluvial Climatic period and continues into the 
arid period. Apparently, the moist conditions present at the beginning of the Gypsum Period allowed for more intensive 
occupation of the nearby Mojave Desert. As a result, the higher elevations in the Tehachapi Mountains would have been prime 
locations for fresh water sources and an abundance of game animals. 

Rose Springs (1,200 to 500 B.P.) 

The diagnostic artifacts of the Rose Springs Period include Eastgate and Rose Springs projectiles, with stone knives, drills, 
and milling implements, commonly occurring in these sites (Sutton et al. 2007). These projectile point types at Rose Springs 
Period sites more commonly occur in the western Mojave Desert. The small size of the projectiles suggests they were hafted 
on arrows. The patterning noted for the Gypsum Period generally remained the same into the Rose Springs Period, except for 
differences in the projectile point morphology and technology. Milling stones continued to be used for processing vegetal 
materials. 

Rose Springs Period sites occur in many environmental settings, including washes, near springs, and sometimes lakeshores 
(Sutton et al. 2007). More intensive use of these areas and others is indicated by architectural features such as wickiups, pit 
houses, and other types of structures (Sutton et al. 2007). Furthermore, the presence of structures, an increase in the number 
of recorded sites, and the relatively productive climate seem to indicate an increasing population. Along with the rising 
population, there was an apparent increase in the amount and extent of trading networks. Obsidian obtained from the distant 
Coso Volcanic Field is common in Rose Springs Period sites, and attests to the movement of this tool stone across space. 

Late Prehistoric Period (500 B.P. to Contact [1542]) 

The Late Prehistoric Period followed the Rose Springs Period and lasted until European contact in A.D. 1542. The beginning 
of this period was marked by a likely decline in population (Sutton et al. 2007), probably as a result of the Medieval Climatic 
Anomaly, which was a warm period that lasted from A.D. 800 to 1300 (West et al. 2007). The Late Prehistoric Period is 
noteworthy because many ethnographic groups in the area may be documented archaeologically. 

Material culture increased in complexity during this period, with an increase in the classes and types of artifacts produced. 
Large numbers and several types of small projectile points—particularly the Cottonwood and Desert side-notched varieties—
reflect an elaboration of bow-and-arrow technology. Buffware and brown-ware ceramics were also introduced to the area 
during this time. Other items of material culture, some of them traded from coast to interior, include steatite containers, shell 
fishhooks, shell beads, other ornamental items, asphalt adhesive, perforated stones, and bone tools. Groups in the western 
part of the Mojave Desert continued their reliance, presumably through trade, on Coso obsidian (Sutton et al. 2007). 

During the final centuries before European contact, the archaeological record reveals substantial increases in population. 
Some villages potentially contained as many as 1,500 individuals, and many were occupied throughout the year. This 
settlement strategy was influenced by improvements in food procurement, processing and storage, as well as by an 
elaboration of trading networks based on marriage alliances and ceremonial relationships that integrated people across spatial 
and linguistic divides. 

2.6 Ethnohistoric and Historical Background 

Early European exploration of the coasts and inland trade routes of California began in the 1600s, but more than a century 
passed before Spain mounted a concerted colonization effort in the land they christened Alta California. The historical era in 
California began with Spanish colonization and is often divided into three periods: the Spanish or Mission period (1769 to 
1821), the Mexican or Rancho period (1821 to 1848), and the American period (1848 to present). 

Spanish Period (1769 to 1821) 

The historical period in California began with the establishment of permanent Spanish colonial outposts, the first of which was 
Mission San Diego de Alcalá, built in 1769. During 1770s, the Spanish crown launched several expeditions of exploration, 
religious conversion, and colonization in California and the western United States. In 1772, Lieutenant Pedro Fages led an 
armed group across the western Mojave Desert pursuing deserters from the San Diego Presidio (Beattie and Beattie 1939). 
Fages appears to have traveled as far north as Willow Springs, approximately 15 miles south of Tehachapi, but his accounts 
do not indicate that he traveled into the project vicinity (Boyd et al. 1982). 
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Four years later, in 1776, Franciscan Father Francisco Garcés was the first European to officially contact the native peoples of 
the Tehachapi region for the Spanish crown (Galvin 1965; Barras 1973). Garcés traveled from the Colorado River to the San 
Joaquin Valley searching for an inland desert route from the Sonora Desert to coastal Monterey (Earle 2011a). In April of 
1776, Garcés reached the Tehachapi Mountains, which he called as the Sierra San Marcos (Earle 2011b). According to Earle 
(2011a), Garcés entered Kawaiisu territory when he climbed into Cummings Valley and camped at a lake he named Laguna 
de San Venancio on May 11, 1776. Garcés’ journey took him to a rancheria (a small extensive native settlement) along the 
San Felipe River (present day Kern River), just northwest of the Tehachapi Mountains. He described the rancheria’s 
inhabitants as “kind and generous” people who welcomed him openly and provided him with provisions and a place to rest 
(Galvin 1965). Garcés referred to these kindly native inhabitants as the Noche Indians (Galvin 1965; Barras 1984). Historic 
ethnolinguistic maps and Garcés’ journal entries indicate that the Noche Indians were likely Kawaiisu. According to his journal 
entries, Father Garcés was surprised to find that some Spanish cultural and linguistic transmission had occurred prior to his 
arrival in these communities. As Father Garcés was performing a baptism for a dying infant, a local man pointed toward the 
west and said “pare, pare” or ‘stay, stay’ in Spanish (Galvin 1965). Earlier contact with Spaniards had not been entirely 
peaceful. The local inhabitants described the killing of two Spanish individuals, likely deserters from Spanish outposts in the 
west, for mistreating native women (Galvin 1965). 

Mexican Period (1821 to 1848) 

The conclusion of the Mexican War of Independence from Spain in 1821 marked the end of the Spanish period and Spanish 
rule in California. Subsequently in 1834, the Decree of Secularization ended the Catholic church’s control of vast estates 
associated with the Spanish system of missions and presidios in Alta California. Missions and other property formerly held by 
the church in the name of the Spanish crown were secularized creating dramatic social, political, and demographic upheaval. 
The following years were marked by the proliferation of cattle ranching throughout the region, as the new Mexican Governors 
granted tracts of land to Mexican (and some American) settlers. Mission lands were also opened for grants to citizens who 
wished to develop the land, generally for grazing cattle and sheep (Lech 2004). The proposed project is not located within the 
boundaries of any of these documented Spanish ranchos. Through the 1800s, trappers and explorers such as Jedediah 
Strong Smith, Ewing Young, and Kit Carson, traversed the Tehachapi Mountains, but the proposed project area was not well 
explored by non-native people until the influx of Anglo-American settlers in the mid-1800s (Barras1976). 

American Period (1848 to Present) 

Following the signing of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, on February 2, 1848, the United States took possession of Alta 
California. As a condition of the treaty, the United States vowed to honor the legitimate land claims of Mexican citizens residing 
in the new American territories. The Land Act of 1851 established a board of Land Commissioners to review land title records 
and adjudicate claims, and charged the Surveyor General with surveying confirmed land grants. To investigate and confirm 
titles of California, American officials acquired the provincial records of the Spanish and Mexican governments that were 
located in Monterey, California (Gutierrez and Orsi 1998). From 1852 to 1856, the board of Land Commissioners rejected 
many of the original land claims, which then became public domain lands open to American settlement (Gutierrez and Orsi 
1998). The greatest boom in population growth, though, came as a direct result of the California Gold Rush, which began in 
1848 with the discovery of gold at Sutter’s Mill in Coloma, California. The promise of gold and quick fortune continued to draw 
large numbers of prospectors and settlers to California well into the 1890s. California joined the Union as a free and undivided 
state in 1850, as a condition of the Compromise of 1850. 

The Tehachapi Region 

The shift from Mexican to American rule and the subsequent Gold Rush resulted in a slow but steady increase in non-native 
settlement in the Tehachapi region and along the Kern River (Earle 2011a, 2011b). The first American settlers in the 
Tehachapi Mountains were self-identified Southern Democrats, pro-slavery democrats who emigrated in large numbers from 
the south at the end of the Civil War. From the 1850s to the 1870s, these settlers moved into Tehachapi from El Monte, the 
terminus of the Southern Emigrant Route (Barras 1976; Earle 2011b). Cattle ranching was the most significant economic 
pursuit in the Tehachapi region from the 1850s forward. Mining in the region began in the early 1850s and, by the end of the 
decade, gold, silver, copper, tin, and lead mines stretched from Fort Tejon to San Bernardino (Cleland 1941). Commercial 
agriculture developed in the Tehachapi Mountains quickly at the end of the 1800s. Pears, especially, were grown throughout 
the region (Barras 1976). Concomitantly, sheepherders moved into the area with their flocks. Increasing traffic through the 
Tehachapi Mountains during the 1860s was fueled by the development of new mining and wagon routes. As early as 1857, a 
wagon route from Los Angeles to Kern River Valley was developed by teamster and merchant J. W. Kelso. The route ran 
through Jawbone Canyon, the Kelso Valley, and Kelso Canyon to Keyesville in the Kern River Valley, where J. W. Kelso 
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operated a store (Alta California 1857). This route was an alternative to an established mule-pack route that passed over the 
mountains from the Tehachapi Valley (Earle 2011b). In the summer of 1861, a new Coso Road was created. The Coso Road 
extended over 18 miles of mountainous terrain from Elizabeth Lake to Tehachapi Road, through Oak Creek, over the 
Tehachapi Pass, and onward to Willow Springs (Barras 1976). In 1862, travel to the Coso Mines in Tehachapi increased 
dramatically enough to be mentioned in a Los Angeles newspaper (Barras 1976). 

Between the years of 1861 and 1863, the Owens River Valley region and the Southern Sierras experienced a small mining 
boom as a result of the Civil War, which created a rise in metal prices for munitions and in gold to help finance the war (Earle 
2011a). The influx of miners into the Southern Sierras began to strain the fragile local environment. The Panamint Shoshone 
did not watch passively as their ancestral lands suffered and their traditional food resources were impinged upon by the 
dramatic influx of non-native peoples (Barras 1976; Earle 2011a; Powers 2003). As more miners moved in, the Panamint 
began to retaliate with raids and robberies. On July 4, 1862, Army troops led by Army Captain Moses McLaughlin entered the 
Owens River Valley and set up Camp Independence as a base from which to suppress Native American uprisings. Over the 
course of the next few years, Captain McLaughlin led more than 900 Native Americans into exile, forcing them to resettle at 
the Sebastian Indian Reservation in Tejon Canyon. Many exiles did not survive the long trek (Earle 2011b). 

The embattled and marginalized Tehachapi Native American groups continued to stage periodic raids on local ranches to 
capture livestock for food (Powers 2003). Upon hearing complaints from ranch owners, Captain McLaughlin marched his 
troops to Kern River Valley to stop the raids. What ensued in April 1863 has been immortalized in local Tehachapi history 
(Powers 2003; Mayer 2008). According to various sources (Powers 2003; Earle 2011a; Mayer 2008), Captain McLaughlin and 
his troops from the Second California Calvary, led by Jose Chico, an Indian guide, entered Wofford Heights in Kern County 
and rounded up 35 Native Americans believed to be responsible for the raids. McLaughlin then ordered his soldiers to kill the 
suspects without delay. Captain McLaughlin described the events in his regular report: “Arrived at Keyesville, on Kern River, 
April 18, 1863. Heard that a large party of Indians were encamped a few miles above, and at 2 o’clock in the morning of the 
next day surrounded their camp, and killed thirty-five of them; not a soldier was injured.” The Army soldiers spared women, 
children, and elderly men, who were then left to bury their dead. Following what is locally known as the 1863 Massacre, Native 
Americans mounted several acts of retaliation against the encroaching Anglo-American travelers and settlers. In April 1863, a 
mule team traveling through Kelso Valley was attacked. Two men were killed and three survived. Subsequent testimony from 
Native Americans established that the attack had been in retaliation for the Army massacre (Earle 2011b). These retaliatory 
acts eventually subsided in the late 1860s (Barras 1976; Earle 2011a). 

In the 1860s, a small community known as Williamsburg sprung up at the site of present-day Golden Hills. For some time, this 
community was also known as Tehachapi. In 1875, another town site, Greenwich, was established several miles east of 
Tehachapi by P.D. Greene. Beginning as early as 1872, larger numbers of non-native American families began traveling from 
Los Angeles County to settle in the Tehachapi region and farm the land (Barras 1973). A few intrepid white settlers had 
previously established farming claims in the Tehachapi region, as early as the 1850s. John Moore Brite and Amanda Duty 
Brite arrived in the Tehachapi Valley in 1854 after traveling west with a wagon train. They parted ways with the larger company 
and made the Tehachapi Mountains their new home. The Brites raised stock and farmed crops alongside other early non-
native pioneer families including the Cuddebacks, the Smiths, and the Wiggins. The Brite family helped shape the history of 
Kern County when John Brite signed the original document to form Kern County in 1866 (Barras 1973). 

The near continuous flow of animal-drawn freight transport passing through the Tehachapi region supported a large market in 
hay, barley and flour to feed the draught animals. This opened up commerce for farmers in what was previously an isolated 
area. In 1873, farmers sowed eight times more grain than they had planted in 1872, and sold the resultant crops to the passing 
Owens River freight teams. The frequency at which freight trains traveled the roads of Tehachapi required the constant 
improvement of roads, which resulted in the development of new routes and the construction of toll roads. In 1872, Peter D. 
Greene constructed a toll road that connected Tehachapi Valley to the San Joaquin Valley, and shortened travel time by a day 
(Barras 1973). 

The increase in traffic encouraged an increase in the population of Tehachapi that, in turn, promoted a boom in commerce 
between 1874 and 1877. During the boom years, hotels, saloons, mercantile stores, a school, and a brewery were erected in 
town. In addition, 15 families planted and harvested approximately 1,500 acres; three doctors attended to the sick; and church 
services were regularly available. This unprecedented growth was modest compared to the impact that the completion of the 
Southern Pacific Railroad would have on the region (Barras 1973). Tehachapi first appeared on an 1853 map of the Pacific 
Railroad Survey as Tah-ee-chaypah Pass. The name apparently came from a local Native American name for a nearby creek 
(now known as Tehachapi Creek) (Barras 1984). In 1876, Southern Pacific Railroad crews finished laying the track to the 
summit of Tehachapi Pass, and named the station there Tehachapi Summit (Barras 1973). A new town developed at the rail 
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station and the name was eventually shortened to Tehachapi (Signor 1983). In 1876, the Southern Pacific Railroad came to 
the Tehachapi Valley and established its' own town of “Tehachapi” about a mile east of Greenwich. That same year, 1876, 
southern California endured a severe drought that lasted until 1877. The drought prompted most ranchers to switch from 
sheep to cattle production. The completion of the Southern Pacific Railroad – and the availability of large cargo containers 
suitable for cattle transport – also contributed to the shift to cattle production (Earle 2011b). The railroad extends from 
Tehachapi to Willow Springs, the site of the 1900 gold strike. Eventually, businesses and people moved to the railroad’s town 
of Tehachapi and the former communities faded away.  

In the midst of these changes, stone mining emerged as a viable commercial enterprise in the region. In the summer of 1877, 
a high-quality source of limestone marble was discovered north of Tehachapi and a quarry was established. The claim 
became known as the Golden Vein Marble Works (Barras 1973). The extraction of limestone in Tehachapi has continued to 
shape the development of the region until quite recently. 

John Norboe, a miner responsible for the discovery of various minerals in the Tehachapi region during his lifetime, is credited 
with the earliest commercial limestone extraction for the production of cement. In the summer of 1877, Norboe and his partner 
I. B. Malin, built a kiln in Antelope Canyon south of the Tehachapi Valley and produced 500 barrels of lime for use in the 
production of cement. The lime that Norboe and Malin produced was shipped to Bakersfield and Los Angeles. Following 
Norboe and Malin, F. O. Wyman entered the lime-production business in Tehachapi and operated a limestone quarry from the 
mid-1880s to 1929. Wyman’s limestone business was known as Summit Lime Company (Barras 1973). The town of 
Tehachapi was established legally in 1909, and Greenwich became known as Old Town. In 1946, an Act of the State 
Legislature changed the town's official name to the "City of Tehachapi." 

Construction of Highways 14 and 58 placed the City of Tehachapi within a one-hour commute of Bakersfield, Lancaster and 
Edwards Air Force Base. Because of the favorable climate, many working in these areas wished to live near Tehachapi. This 
led to the development of the nearby communities Golden Hills, Bear Valley Springs, Stallion Springs and Sand Canyon. The 
term “Greater Tehachapi” includes all these additional communities and many more County residents as well. 
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To assess the cultural and paleontological sensitivity of the project area, AECOM conducted customary records searches to 
obtain information about previously documented archaeological, paleontological, and Native American resources within and in 
the vicinity of the project area. The records search results are presented below. 

3.1 Archeological Records Search 

On May 27, 2014, AECOM archaeologist Marie Aquino conducted a records search for prehistoric and historical resources at 
California Historic Resources Inventory System Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center (SSJVIC) at California State 
University, Bakersfield. The records search included the Golden Hills WWTP area and a one-half mile radius around the 
proposed project footprint. Other sources consulted at SSJVIC include historical USGS maps, NRHP, CRHR, California 
Inventory of Historic Resources, California Historical Landmarks, California Points of Historical Interest, and local registers. 
The results of the 2014 records search were used to conduct the archeological survey. To remain in compliance with the 
SWRCB CEQA-Plus timing requirements of this project, an additional records search was conducted. On October 30, 2015, 
the SSJVIC staff performed the records search and presented their findings to AECOM.   

The findings of the 2015 and the 2014 records searches identified 17 previously recorded cultural resources. Two cultural 
resources are located within the project area: one is a site and the other is an isolate. The site is Burgeis Place, an early ranch 
and farm. The other cultural property is an isolated artifact. The remaining 15 cultural resources are not located in the project 
area but are located within ½ mile of the project. Of the remaining cultural resources: 13 are sites, one is an isolated artifact, 
and one is a partially documented site (Table 1).  

Several sites included in the records search are identified as significant resources and include: Old Town Tehachapi (15-
007760), the Errea House (15-007770, NRHP Property Number 103543), the Tehachapi Railroad Depot (15-011130, NRHP 
Property Number 119866), and a multicomponent site (15-002553) (see Confidential Appendix A). Old Town Tehachapi is a 
California Registered Historical Landmark (#643), was established in the 1860s, and was first known as Tehichipa. The town 
became an important freight station between southern California and the San Joaquin Valley.  The Errea House (15-00770) 
was constructed in the 1870’s. The Errea House is the last remaining structure from Tehichipa.  

Old Town Tehachapi began to decline as the movement of freight shifted from the wagon station in Old Town to the rail station 
that was constructed by the Southern Pacific Railroad. The rail station  was constructed about a mile from the former town of 
Greenwich in 1876. The town around the rail station was named Tehachapi and the train station there is still in use today. The 
Tehachapi Railroad Depot (15-011130) consists of a one-story combination passenger-freight station constructed in 1904. The 
depot was built by the Southern Pacific Railroad and is one of more than 60 standard plan No. 23 depots that were built 
between 1896 and 1916. The Tehachapi Depot is one of the oldest surviving depots of this design. The structure is still in use 
by its current owner, the Union Pacific Railroad.  

One multicomponent site of particular importance is 15-002553, which is significant because human remains have been 
identified in the area. The site was initially recorded in 1989 and it was recorded again in 2004. The site consists of bedrock 
milling stations, cupuled rocks, a dark midden, areas with dense lithic scatters, and projectile points. The two burials identified 
at this site are believed to be the remains of Chinese workers that were killed in a railroad accident in the 1800s.  

Table 1. Recorded sites within a ½-mile radius of the Project 

Site Number Resource Description Recorder (Date) Location 

15-002553 Prehistoric and historical site 
containing milling stations, lithic 
scatters, a midden, and human 
remains 

P. Murphy (1989), B. Walker (2004) Within ½-mile of Area 
of Potential Effect 
(APE) 

15-002649 Bedrock milling site, two mortars on Drover and Smith (1989) Within 1/2-mile of 

3 Records Search 
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Site Number Resource Description Recorder (Date) Location 

one boulder APE 

15-002687 Rock art site Knight and Dallons (1991) Within ½ -mile of 
APE 

15-007760 Old Town Tehachapi, California 
Registered Historical Landmark #643 

Lester McDonald Within ½ -mile of 
APE 

15-007770 Errea House, a historic structure on 
the NRHP (Property #103543) 

Troy, Farrell, and Sammis Within ½ -mile of 
APE 

15-010705 Prehistoric lithic scatter A. Wesson et al. (2001) Within ½-mile of APE 

15-011130 Tehachapi Railroad Depot, listed on 
the NRHP (Property # 119866) 

T. Farrell et al. (1999) Within ½-mile of APE 

15-011714 Prehistoric site containing two 
locations of bedrock milling 

S. Hudlow (2004) Within ½-mile of APE 

15-012456 Prehistoric site containing lithic 
debitage, groundstone and midden 
like soils 

J. Schmidt and J. Schmidt (2006) Within ½-mile of APE 

15-012457 Prehistoric  isolate J. Schmidt and J. Schmidt (2006) Within ½-mile of APE 

15-012643 The Burgeis Place, an early century 
ranching and farming complex 

S. Hudlow (2004) In APE (partially 
within APE) 

15-015623 Abandoned irrigation system feature 
dated to the early to mid-twentieth 
century 

J. Schmidt (2011) Within one-½-mile of 
APE 

15-015624 Elements of an abandoned irrigation 
system dated from early to mid-
twentieth century 

J. Schmidt (2011) Within ½-mile of APE 

15-017503 Historical concrete structure with 
unknown function 

R.E. Parr (2013) Within ½-mile of APE 

15-017504 Concrete foundation and irrigation 
feature 

R.E. Parr (2013) Within ½-mile of APE 

PRO-21 Prehistoric site containing rock art 
and bedrock milling 

M. Sutton (1995) Within ½-mile of APE 

No formal record. Prehistoric rock art Unidentified Within ½-mile of APE 

A total of 31 archaeological studies have been conducted within a ½-mile radius of the project area.  A portion of eight studies 
overlaps some part of the proposed project footprint (Table 2). Most of the studies involved archaeological and historic 
property surveys and background research. None of the eight previous studies that cover the proposed project footprint 
(Laylander 1996, 1997; Garfinkel and Schiffman 1979; Schiffman 1998; Hudlow 2004; and Romani 2005, 2007a, 2007b). 
None of the prior studies within the Project area included testing or excavations (Figure 5). 
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Table 2. Previous Archaeological Studies within a ½-mile of the Project 

Report 
Number 

Year Author Title 
Within 
Project 
APE 

KE-00096 1997 D. Laylander Negative Archaeological Survey Report: DOT-09-KER-202, PM 
8.9/12.1, EA 267800 

X 

KE-00107 1996  D. Laylander Negative Archeological Survey Report: DOT 09-ker-202, PM 
8.9/11.4, EA 263401 

X 

KE-00113 1989 C. Drover and D. 
Smith 

A Draft Cultural Resource Assessment: The Keen Ranch, 
Tehachapi Pass, California 

- 

KE-00404 1994 R. Weaver and T. 
Fung 

Negative Archaeological Survey Report DOT-09-KER-202, PM 
11.5/11.6, Charge Unit 09-140, EA 09-27110K for Seismic Refit 

- 

KE-00420 1979 A. Garfinkel and 
R. Schiffman 

Cultural Resources Survey Report for a Proposed Underground 
Telephone Cable in the Tehachapi Valley, Kern County, California 

X 

KE-01073 1979 R. Schiffman Archaeological Overview of the Keene and Broome Ranches, 
Kern County 

- 

KE-01369 1990 R. Schiffman Archaeological Investigation of Loop Ranch Tehachapi, Kern 
County, California 

 

KE-01375 1990 R. Schiffman Archaeological Investigation for Tentative Tract #5165 - 

KE-02194 1998 R. Schiffman Archaeological Investigation for Tract No. 10566, Kern County, 
California 

X 

KE-02299 1999 D. Laylander Negative Archaeological Survey Report: 06-KER-68, PM 90.5 - 

KE-02679 2002 R. Schiffman Archaeological Investigation for Loop Ranch Grading Project, Kern 
County, California 

- 

KE-02723 2003 A. Wesson Supplemental Historic Property Survey Report: 06-KER-202, PM 
8.9/12.1 

- 

KE-02831 2003 C.L. Pruett A Cultural Resources Assessment for the North Side Park Project 
in Tehachapi, Kern County, California 

- 

KE-02933 2004 C. Hacking State Route 202 at Tehachapi Creek Bridge Replacement, 
Tehachapi, California: Supplemental Historic Property Survey 
Report and Extended Phase I Report 

- 

KE-03052 2004 S. Hudlow A Phase I Cultural Resource Survey for Golden Hills Zone 
Change, Tehachapi, Kern County, California 

- 

KE-03142 2005 R. Schiffman and 
A. Gold 

Cultural Resource Survey for a 13.93. Acre Parcel along State 
Highway 58 and North Mill Street in Tehachapi, Kern County, 
California 

- 

KE-03145 2005 J. Romani Archaeological Monitoring Report: Road Improvements along Red 
Apple Avenue, Reeves Street, and Winesap Street, Tehachapi, 
Kern County, California 

X 

KE-03324 2007 S. Hudlow A Phase II Cultural Resource Evaluation for Golden Hills Zone 
Change, Tehachapi, Kern County, California 

- 

KE-03511 2004 S. Hudlow An Architectural Survey Project for Red Apple Land Project, Kern 
County, California 

X 

KE-03727 2007 J. Romani Extended Phase I / Limited Phase II Report: P-15-002553; and 
Kern Roads Tehachapi #2, Proposed Tehachapi Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Path, Tehachapi, Kern County, California 

- 
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Report 
Number 

Year Author Title 
Within 
Project 
APE 

KE-03729 2009 R. Parr Cultural Resource Assessment for the Replacement of Eight 
Deteriorated Power Poles on the Southern California Edison 
Company Caliente 12 kV Circuit Tehachapi and Caliente, Kern 
County, California 

- 

KE-03742 2008 R. Parr Cultural Resource Assessment for the Replacement of Four 
Deteriorated Power Poles on the Southern California Edison 
Caliente 12 kV Circuit Tehachapi Kern County, California 

- 

KE-03800 2007 J.F. Romani Archaeological Survey Report Tehachapi Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Path, Tehachapi, Kern County, California 

X 

KE-03801 2007 J.F. Romani Historic Property Survey Report Tehachapi Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Path, Tehachapi, Kern County, California 

X 

KE-03950 2009 R. Parr Archaeological Assessment for the Replacement of Forty-Two 
Deteriorated Power Poles on the Southern California Edison 
Viento, Cuddeback, Caliente and Discovery 12kV Circuits near 
Keene and Tehachapi, Kern County, California 

 

KE-04016 2008 A.P. Monastero Cultrual Resources Survey for a Proposed Wal-Mart Supercenter 
in Tehachapi, Kern County, California 

- 

KE-04144 2011 G. Romani Archaeological Survey Report for Improvements to Reeves Street 
from Alta Vista Avenue to State Route 202, Tehchapi, Kern 
County California 

- 

KE-04278 2011 R. Orfila A Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment of Telecommunications 
Lines, Subtransmission Extension Lines, and Proposed Substation 
Locations for the Banducci 66/12kV “B” Substation Project in Kern 
County, California. 

 

KE-04517 2013 J. Schmidt Phase I Archaeological Investigation for a 13.9 Acre Parcel 
Located at the Southwest Corner of Tucker Road and Red Apple 
Avenue, Tehachapi, Kern County, California.  

_ 

KE-04518 2014 G. Romani Archaeological Survey Report Antelope Run Bicycle/Pedestrian 
Path, Tehachapi, Kern County California.  

_ 

KE-04697 2014 R. Parr Archaeological Monitoring Report of Southern California Edison 
Deteriorated Pole Replacement Project, TD 738529, Tehachapi, 
Kern County, California. 

_ 
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In addition to site records provided by the SSJVIC, AECOM staff also consulted national, state, and local registers of cultural 
resources to identify possible resources in the vicinity of the proposed project, as listed in Table 3. No additional sites or other 
resources were identified in the registers, but a search of the Bureau of Land Management General Land Office Records, 
available online, revealed that the proposed project location largely belonged to the Southern Pacific Railroad during the early 
1890s. Smaller sections of land were also acquired by Matthew A. Tyler in 1873, Isaac B. Malin in 1874, John Doshier in 1881, 
Jeremiah Shields in 1890, and Anton Pauly in 1890.  

Table 3. Additional Historical Sources Consulted 

Source Results 

National Register of Historic Places Positive 

California Register of Historic Resources Negative 

California Inventory of Historic Resources Negative 

California Historical Landmarks Positive 

California Points of Historical Interest Negative 

Local Historical Register Listings Negative 

Bureau of Land Management General Land Office Records Multiple landowners 

 

3.2 Sacred Lands File Search and Native American Consultation 

On June 3, 2014, AECOM requested that Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) staff perform a search of their 
Sacred Lands File to look for resources documented within and in the vicinity of the proposed project (Appendix B). On June 4, 
NAHC staff responded that the search failed to indicate the presence of Native American traditional sites or places within the 
proposed project APE. NAHC staff recommended that AECOM contact a list of ten Native American parties, provided by 
NAHC, for more information concerning sacred or traditional places (Appendix B).  

On March 11, 2015, letters with project information and location maps were sent to the ten Native American contacts provided 
by NAHC (Appendix B). The letters requested information on any known heritage sites within or adjacent to the project area, or 
any general cultural concerns or comments pertinent to the proposed project vicinity. As of April 2015 no responses were 
received.  

Follow up calls were made on April 23, 2015. Messages were left with eight of the ten Native American contacts, asking them 
to contact AECOM if they had any additional information or concerns with the project. Mr. David Laughinghorse Robinson of 
the Kawaiisu Tribe of Tejon Reservation did not have a phone contact number or email address and, therefore, was not 
contacted.  Mr. John Valenzuela, Chairperson of the San Fernando Band of Mission Indians was contacted on April 23, 2015.  
He said that the project was out of his jurisdiction and that he had no additional information to add.  No responses were 
received, as of May 1, 2015. 

3.3 Paleontology Records Search 

In June 2014, at AECOM’s request, Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County (NHM) staff conducted a paleontological 
records search of the Project and immediate vicinity. The search revealed no paleontological fossil localities within the 
proposed Project boundary (Appendix C). Additionally, AECOM staff conducted a search of the University of California, 
Berkeley paleontological online database (UCMP) on July 28, 2014, and found various plant and vertebrate fossil specimens 
within Tehachapi area. The locational information provided by the online database was not specific enough to identify whether 
any of the resources are within the proposed project footprint Appendix C).  

Bedrock in the elevated terrain in the very northwestern portion of the proposed project area consists of igneous and 
metamorphic rocks that will not contain recognizable fossils. In the very eastern portion of the proposed project area, in slightly 
elevated terrain, there are surface deposits of the Tehachapi Formation, a very coarse alluvial fan deposit that is unlikely to 
contain significant vertebrate fossils. In the lower-lying terrain in the northwestern portion of the proposed project area the 
surface consists of younger Quaternary Alluvium, derived primarily as fluvial deposits from Brite Creek that flows through this 
portion of the proposed project area. These deposits typically do not contain significant vertebrate fossils in the uppermost 
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layers, but are usually underlain at relatively shallow depth by older Quaternary deposits that may contain significant fossil 
vertebrate remains. The remainder of the proposed project area in the Tehachapi Valley has surface deposits composed of 
both younger and older Quaternary deposits derived as alluvial fan deposits from the surrounding elevated terrain and the 
drainages. The closest vertebrate fossil locality from these Quaternary deposits is LACM 3722, immediately east of the 
southeastern portion of the proposed project area and found during excavation for a sewer line within the city of Tehachapi, 
that produced a specimen fossil horse, Equus. 

Excavations in the igneous and metamorphic rocks exposed in the elevated terrain in the very northwestern portion of the 
proposed project area will not encounter recognizable fossils. Excavations in the coarse alluvial fan deposits of the Tehachapi 
Formation are highly unlikely to uncover significant vertebrate fossils. Shallow excavations in the younger Quaternary Alluvium 
exposed in the northwestern and eastern portions of the proposed project area are unlikely to encounter significant fossil 
vertebrate remains. Deeper excavations in those latter areas that extend down into older Quaternary deposits, as well as 
excavations in the exposures of older Quaternary deposits exposed in the central and eastern portions of the Tehachapi 
Valley, however, may uncover significant vertebrate fossils. Substantial excavations in the finer-grained sedimentary deposits 
in the proposed project area, therefore, should be monitored closely to quickly and professionally recover any fossil remains 
discovered while not impeding development. Fossils recovered during mitigation should be deposited in an accredited and 
permanent scientific institution for the benefit of current and future generations.  

Results from the UCMP database indicate the presence of 127 plant fossils and two vertebrate fossils found throughout the 
Tehachapi area (UCMP 2014). These plant fossils (Spec. #1398-1526) are from the classes magnoliopsida, a type of flowering 
plant; sphenopsida, a vascular plant also known as horsetails; pinopsida, or cone-bearing confiers like cedars and junipers; 
liliopsida or lily family; and filicopsida, a group of fern that reproduce via spores. The remaining two mammalia are elephas and 
procamelus representing elephants and an extinct genus of camel respectively. Table 4 below presents the genus and species 
variation from these particular classes (Appendix C). 

Table 4. NHM Fossils Located Near the Project 

Class Name Scientific Classification UCMP Locality ID Within Project 
APE 

Filicopsida Pteris calabazensis  P3643 - 

Liliopsida Erythea californica  P3643 - 

Liliopsida Juncus  P3643 - 

Liliopsida Sabal miocenica  P3643 - 

Liliopsida Typha lesquereuxi  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Amorpha oblongifolia  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Arbutus mohavensis  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Arbutus prexalapensis  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Arctostaphylos mohavensis  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Bumelia florissanti P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Bursera  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Ceanothus precrassifolius  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Ceanothus precuneatus  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Cedrela oregoniana  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Celtis kansana  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Cercocarpus antiquus  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Cercocarpus praeledifolius  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Chamaebatiaria creedensis  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Colubrina lanceolata  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Condalia mohavensis  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Diphysa californica  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Dodonaea californica  P3643 - 
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Class Name Scientific Classification UCMP Locality ID Within Project 
APE 

Magnoliopsida Euphorbia mohavensis  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Ficus  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Forestiera  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Fraxinus mohavensis  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Fremontodendron lobata  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Holodiscus elliptica  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Karwinskia californica  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Leucaena californica  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Lyonothamnus mohavensis  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Mahonia mohavensis  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Myrica mohavensis  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Persea  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Philadelphus bendirei  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Photinia (Heteromeles) P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Phyllites dentatus  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Phyllites mohavensis  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Phyllites petiolaris P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Phyllites tehachapiensis  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Pithecellobium miocenica  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Platanus paucidentata  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Populus alexanderi  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Populus lesquereuxi  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Populus pliotremuloides  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Populus prefremontii  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Populus sonorensis  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Prosopis pliocenica  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Prunus masoni  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Prunus preandersoni  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Prunus prefasciculata  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Prunus prefremontii  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Quercus browni  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Quercus convexa  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Quercus declinata  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Quercus dispersa  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Quercus mohavensis  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Quercus pliopalmeri  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Quercus turneri  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Rhamnus precalifornica  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Rhus preintegrifolia  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Rhus sonorensis  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Rhus tehachapiensis  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Robinia californica  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Rosa miocenica  P3643 - 
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Class Name Scientific Classification UCMP Locality ID Within Project 
APE 

Magnoliopsida Salix coalingensis  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Salix kernensis  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Umbellularia salicifolia  P3643 - 

Magnoliopsida Viburnum  P3643 - 

Mammalia Elephas  1041 - 

Mammalia Procamelus  1041 - 

Pinopsida Cupressus mohavensis P3643 - 

Pinopsida Pinus lindgreni  P3643 - 

Sphenopsida Equisetum  P3643 - 
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On February 2, 2015, an intensive pedestrian survey was conducted by AECOM archaeologist Alec Stevenson. The survey 
methods consisted of an intensive pedestrian survey along the proposed linear corridor, covering the entire project area. The 
corridor was defined by the various work areas, the work areas were used as a centerline for the surveys and a 50-foot 
corridor was added around all areas where impacts are anticipated to occur. Much of the project is located within existing 
paved roads. When possible an intensive pedestrian survey occurred along the shoulder of the road. Ground surfaces were 
always inspected in areas where there was visibility for the presence of historic and prehistoric artifacts and features.  The 
outer extent of the project area and the location of certain landmark features were collected using a hand-held Global 
Positioning System; digital photographs were also taken of the project area and are included in this report.   

4.1 Results of Field Investigation 

The project area is located in existing paved road surfaces and in open, gradual sloping undeveloped landscape with 
moderate ground vegetation.  Land use surrounding the study area includes open undeveloped land, residential and 
commercial development, disturbed open areas, and public infrastructure.      

The intensive pedestrian survey was conducted along the proposed linear project corridor, using linear transects that following 
the proposed routes, the roads and open undeveloped terrain (Figures 6 through 22). The majority of the project area 
surveyed is within paved road surfaces, offering no ground surface visibility. The surrounding areas adjacent to the paved road 
surfaces are heavily developed within residential and commercial areas.    

The portions of the proposed project area that delineated away from the existing road surfaces and cut across natural ground 
surfaces followed the proposed routes in a linear transect.  The natural ground surface is covered by various grasses and 
unidentifiable trees, offering fair (35 to 45 percent) visibility. These portions of the project area do not appear to be previously 
impacted.  The native soils of the project area consist primarily of light brown silt sand mixed with granitic gravels and cobbles.   

Historic property 12643 (The Burgeis Place), consisting of an early century ranching and farming complex, was relocated 
(Figures 16-19).  It appeared to be unaffected since it was recorded by S. Hudlow in 2004.  The historic property is located 
partially within the original easement of Red Apple Avenue, as indicated in the site record. The existing historic property is 
located south of the proposed project location along Red Apple Avenue. No new historic properties were identified with the 
project area. Therefore, no effects to historic properties are anticipated from the proposed project. 

 

4 Field Methods 
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Figure 6. Northeast facing overview of project area. 

 

Figure 7. East facing overview of project area. 



AECOM Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment System 
Improvement Project 

Phase I Cultural Resources 
Assessment 

35

 

 January 2016 
 

 

Figure 8. South facing view of non-historic shed. 

 

Figure 9. North facing overview from project area with pond and shed. 
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Figure 10. Southwest facing overview of project area. 

 

Figure 11. North facing overview of Golden Hills community. 



AECOM Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment System 
Improvement Project 

Phase I Cultural Resources 
Assessment 

37

 

 January 2016 
 

 

Figure 12. North facing overview of project area. 

 

Figure 13. South facing overview of project area. 



AECOM Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment System 
Improvement Project 

Phase I Cultural Resources 
Assessment 

38

 

 January 2016 
 

 

Figure 14. West facing view of rundown bathroom structure. 

 

Figure 15. South facing overview of 12457 location. 
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Figure 16. West facing overview of 12643. 

 

Figure 17. South facing overview of 12643. 



AECOM Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment System 
Improvement Project 

Phase I Cultural Resources 
Assessment 

40

 

 January 2016 
 

 

Figure 18. South facing overview of 12643. 

 

Figure 19. South facing overview of 12643. 
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Figure 20. Northeast facing overview of old proposed project area. 

 

Figure 21. North facing overview of project area. 
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Figure 22. North facing overview of project area. 
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Since the majority of the project area had not been surveyed and portions previously surveyed had not been survey since 
2007 resulting in identifying one historic property, it was determined necessary to conduct a pedestrian survey of the proposed 
project area. The intensive pedestrian survey relocated historic property 12643 (The Burgeis Place), consisting of an early 
century ranching and farming complex.  The historic property is located adjacent and south of Red Apple Avenue, and was 
previously impacted by the original easement of Red Apple Avenue, as indicated in the site record.  Since the proposed 
project area is within Red Apple Avenue, the project will not affect the historic property. No new historic properties were noted 
within the project area and no effects are anticipated from the proposed project.  As a result, no further work is recommended 
concerning effects on historic properties (cultural resources listed, eligible, or potentially eligible for listing on the CRHR).    

The proposed project APE contains areas of low to high paleontologically sensitive areas. Therefore, substantial excavations 
in the finer-grained sedimentary deposits in proposed project area should be monitored closely to quickly and professionally 
recover any fossil remains discovered while not impeding development. Fossils recovered during mitigation should be 
deposited in an accredited and permanent scientific institution for the benefit of current and future generations. 

5.1 Recommendations 

Given no newly identified historic properties, significant or otherwise, were found within the proposed project area, and the 
existing historic property (12643) is located south of the proposed project location along Red Apple Avenue; no effects to 
historic properties are anticipated as a result of implementation of the proposed project and therefore no mitigation measures 
are recommended.   

Although the cultural resources survey was conducted in a thorough a manner, there is always the possibility that previously 
unidentified historic properties could be discovered during ground disturbance.  In addition, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 
15064.5(f), the following steps should be taken in the event previously undiscovered historic properties are encountered during 
project implementation: 

 In the unlikely event that historic properties (chipped or ground stone lithics, animal bone, ashy midden soil, 
structural remains, historic glass or ceramics, etc.) are discovered during the course of ground disturbance, work 
will be redirected and work within the vicinity of the find must halt, until an archaeologist evaluates the 
significance of the find.  Depending on the significance of the discovery, a program of monitoring and/or 
mitigation may be necessary.  

 If human remains are discovered, the Kern County Coroner’s office must be notified immediately under state law 
(California Health and Safety Code 7050.5) and all activities in that area must cease until appropriate and lawful 
measures have been implemented. If the Coroner determines that the remains are Native American, the NAHC 
must be contacted (California Public Resources Code 5097.98). The NAHC will designate a Most Likely 
Descendent who will make recommendations concerning the disposition of the remains in consultation with the 
property owner and project archaeologist.  

Paleontological resources are nonrenewable scientific and educational resources. The legislative framework for impacts on 
paleontological resources is contained in Appendix G (Environmental Checklist Form) of the CEQA Guidelines and includes 
paleontological resources under the general heading “Cultural Resources”. Projects subject to CEQA must determine whether 
the project would “directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource”. 

An impact to paleontological resources would be considered a significant impact if a project results in the direct or indirect 
destruction of a unique or important paleontological resource or site. A resource is deemed unique or important if: 1) it has 
fossils that have previously been recovered from a particular geologic unit; 2) there are recorded fossil localities within the 
same geologic units as occur within the project area; and 3) the types of fossil materials that have been recovered from the 
geologic unit are unique or important. 

5 Conclusions 
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Due to the potential for subsurface archaeological and/or paleontological resources within the Project area, we recommend 
that archaeological and paleontological monitors should be present when ground disturbance activities occur in locations 
where cultural or paleontological resources might be encountered.  
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Confidential Records are on file at the Golden Hills Community Services District 

Appendix A.  
Archaeological Records Search 
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 AECOM 

901 Via Piemonte, 5
th
 Floor 

Ontario, CA 91764 

www.aecom.com 

  

July 17, 2014 

 

Delia Dominguez, Chairperson 

Kitanemuk & Yowlumne Tejon Indians 

115 Radio Street 

Bakersfield, CA 93305 

 

 

RE: Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment Plant Upgrade 

 

 

Dear Ms. Dominguez: 

 

The County of Kern is preparing an Initial Study (IS) for the proposed Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment 

Plant  Project, Tehachapi, California. Under contract with the County of Kern, AECOM is  compling with 

CEQA requirements to assess potential project impacts to historical, archaeological, and Native American 

cultural resources. The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) identified you as a party who might be 

interested in this project and suggested that we contact you at this time to inform you of the planned project and 

to solicit any information or comments you may have. 

The proposed Golden Hills Waste Water Treatment Plant Upgrade Project (proposed project) will entail 

upgrading the existing treatment plant and construction of a new pump and force main line tying into the City of 

Tehachapi's sewer system. The treatment plant is located in the Golden Hills residential development 

community, adjacent to the city of Tehachapi. For the proposed project, two alternative force main line routes 

are under consideration, as shown in the attached proposed project map (Figure 1). The proposed routes of the 

lines tying together the Golden Hills service area to the Tehachapi Wastewater Treatment facility are each 

approximately 2.9 miles.  

The potential project alignment will start in the community of Golden Hills, Kern County, California and align 

its way southeast 3 miles and end in  the city-town of Tehachapi, Kern County, California. The project 

alignment is all located east of the State Route 58 Freeway, in the Tehachapi Valley. 

In June 2014, a records search conducted by the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center of the 

California Historical Resources Information System identified seventeen sites within a one-mile buffer of the 

proposed project alignment. Two of those sites are patially within the Area of Potential Effect (APE). Several 

sites other sites within the one-mile buffer are historically significant including Old Town Tehachapi (15-

007760), the Errea House (15-007770), and the Tehachapi Railroad Depot (15-011130).  

 

The purpose of this letter is to solicit your input and recommendations concerning the proposed project. We 

would like to know if you have any questions, comments, or concerns. A project map has been included for 

your convenience. Providing comments now does not limit your ability to comment at a later time. Please call 

or email by August 8, 2014 so that we may include your views in our report. 

Regards, 
 
 



 

 
 
Marie Aquino 
Archaeologist 
AECOM 
901 Via Piemonte, 5

th
 Floor 

Ontario, CA 91764 
 
Cell 657-217-9161 
Desk 909-579-3760 
 
marie.aquino@aecom.com 
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July 17, 2014 

 

Joey Garfield, Tribal Archaeological 

Tule River Indian Tribe 

PO Box 589 

Porterville, CA 93258 

 

 

RE: Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment Plant Upgrade 

 

 

Dear Mr. Garfield: 

 

The County of Kern is preparing an Initial Study (IS) for the proposed Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment 

Plant  Project, Tehachapi, California. Under contract with the County of Kern, AECOM is  compling with 

CEQA requirements to assess potential project impacts to historical, archaeological, and Native American 

cultural resources. The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) identified you as a party who might be 

interested in this project and suggested that we contact you at this time to inform you of the planned project and 

to solicit any information or comments you may have. 

The proposed Golden Hills Waste Water Treatment Plant Upgrade Project (proposed project) will entail 

upgrading the existing treatment plant and construction of a new pump and force main line tying into the City of 

Tehachapi's sewer system. The treatment plant is located in the Golden Hills residential development 

community, adjacent to the city of Tehachapi. For the proposed project, two alternative force main line routes 

are under consideration, as shown in the attached proposed project map (Figure 1). The proposed routes of the 

lines tying together the Golden Hills service area to the Tehachapi Wastewater Treatment facility are each 

approximately 2.9 miles.  

The potential project alignment will start in the community of Golden Hills, Kern County, California and align 

its way southeast 3 miles and end in  the city-town of Tehachapi, Kern County, California. The project 

alignment is all located east of the State Route 58 Freeway, in the Tehachapi Valley. 

In June 2014, a records search conducted by the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center of the 

California Historical Resources Information System identified seventeen sites within a one-mile buffer of the 

proposed project alignment. Two of those sites are patially within the Area of Potential Effect (APE). Several 

sites other sites within the one-mile buffer are historically significant including Old Town Tehachapi (15-

007760), the Errea House (15-007770), and the Tehachapi Railroad Depot (15-011130).  

 

The purpose of this letter is to solicit your input and recommendations concerning the proposed project. We 

would like to know if you have any questions, comments, or concerns. A project map has been included for 

your convenience. Providing comments now does not limit your ability to comment at a later time. Please call 

or email by August 8, 2014 so that we may include your views in our report. 

Regards, 
 
 



 

 
 
Marie Aquino 
Archaeologist 
AECOM 
901 Via Piemonte, 5

th
 Floor 

Ontario, CA 91764 
 
Cell 657-217-9161 
Desk 909-579-3760 
 
marie.aquino@aecom.com 
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July 17, 2014 

 

Robert L. Gomez, Jr., Tribal Chairperson 

Tubatulabals of Kern Valley 

PO Box 226 

Lake Isabella, CA 93240 

 

 

RE: Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment Plant Upgrade 

 

 

Dear Mr. Gomez: 

 

The County of Kern is preparing an Initial Study (IS) for the proposed Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment 

Plant  Project, Tehachapi, California. Under contract with the County of Kern, AECOM is  compling with 

CEQA requirements to assess potential project impacts to historical, archaeological, and Native American 

cultural resources. The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) identified you as a party who might be 

interested in this project and suggested that we contact you at this time to inform you of the planned project and 

to solicit any information or comments you may have. 

The proposed Golden Hills Waste Water Treatment Plant Upgrade Project (proposed project) will entail 

upgrading the existing treatment plant and construction of a new pump and force main line tying into the City of 

Tehachapi's sewer system. The treatment plant is located in the Golden Hills residential development 

community, adjacent to the city of Tehachapi. For the proposed project, two alternative force main line routes 

are under consideration, as shown in the attached proposed project map (Figure 1). The proposed routes of the 

lines tying together the Golden Hills service area to the Tehachapi Wastewater Treatment facility are each 

approximately 2.9 miles.  

The potential project alignment will start in the community of Golden Hills, Kern County, California and align 

its way southeast 3 miles and end in  the city-town of Tehachapi, Kern County, California. The project 

alignment is all located east of the State Route 58 Freeway, in the Tehachapi Valley. 

In June 2014, a records search conducted by the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center of the 

California Historical Resources Information System identified seventeen sites within a one-mile buffer of the 

proposed project alignment. Two of those sites are patially within the Area of Potential Effect (APE). Several 

sites other sites within the one-mile buffer are historically significant including Old Town Tehachapi (15-

007760), the Errea House (15-007770), and the Tehachapi Railroad Depot (15-011130).  

 

The purpose of this letter is to solicit your input and recommendations concerning the proposed project. We 

would like to know if you have any questions, comments, or concerns. A project map has been included for 

your convenience. Providing comments now does not limit your ability to comment at a later time. Please call 

or email by August 8, 2014 so that we may include your views in our report. 

Regards, 
 
 



 

 
 
Marie Aquino 
Archaeologist 
AECOM 
901 Via Piemonte, 5

th
 Floor 

Ontario, CA 91764 
 
Cell 657-217-9161 
Desk 909-579-3760 
 
marie.aquino@aecom.com 
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July 17, 2014 

 

Neil Peyron, Chairperson 

Tule River Indian Tribe 

P.O. Box 589 

Porterville, CA 93258 

 

 

RE: Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment Plant Upgrade 

 

 

Dear Mr. Peyron: 

 

The County of Kern is preparing an Initial Study (IS) for the proposed Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment 

Plant  Project, Tehachapi, California. Under contract with the County of Kern, AECOM is  compling with 

CEQA requirements to assess potential project impacts to historical, archaeological, and Native American 

cultural resources. The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) identified you as a party who might be 

interested in this project and suggested that we contact you at this time to inform you of the planned project and 

to solicit any information or comments you may have. 

The proposed Golden Hills Waste Water Treatment Plant Upgrade Project (proposed project) will entail 

upgrading the existing treatment plant and construction of a new pump and force main line tying into the City of 

Tehachapi's sewer system. The treatment plant is located in the Golden Hills residential development 

community, adjacent to the city of Tehachapi. For the proposed project, two alternative force main line routes 

are under consideration, as shown in the attached proposed project map (Figure 1). The proposed routes of the 

lines tying together the Golden Hills service area to the Tehachapi Wastewater Treatment facility are each 

approximately 2.9 miles.  

The potential project alignment will start in the community of Golden Hills, Kern County, California and align 

its way southeast 3 miles and end in  the city-town of Tehachapi, Kern County, California. The project 

alignment is all located east of the State Route 58 Freeway, in the Tehachapi Valley. 

In June 2014, a records search conducted by the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center of the 

California Historical Resources Information System identified seventeen sites within a one-mile buffer of the 

proposed project alignment. Two of those sites are patially within the Area of Potential Effect (APE). Several 

sites other sites within the one-mile buffer are historically significant including Old Town Tehachapi (15-

007760), the Errea House (15-007770), and the Tehachapi Railroad Depot (15-011130).  

 

The purpose of this letter is to solicit your input and recommendations concerning the proposed project. We 

would like to know if you have any questions, comments, or concerns. A project map has been included for 

your convenience. Providing comments now does not limit your ability to comment at a later time. Please call 

or email by August 8, 2014 so that we may include your views in our report. 

Regards, 
 
 



 

 
 
Marie Aquino 
Archaeologist 
AECOM 
901 Via Piemonte, 5

th
 Floor 

Ontario, CA 91764 
 
Cell 657-217-9161 
Desk 909-579-3760 
 
marie.aquino@aecom.com 
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July 17, 2014 

 

Katherine Montes Morgan, Chairperson 

Tejon Indian Tribe 

1731 Hasti-acres Drive 

Bakersfield, CA 93309 

 

 

RE: Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment Plant Upgrade 

 

 

Dear Ms. Morgan: 

 

The County of Kern is preparing an Initial Study (IS) for the proposed Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment 

Plant  Project, Tehachapi, California. Under contract with the County of Kern, AECOM is  compling with 

CEQA requirements to assess potential project impacts to historical, archaeological, and Native American 

cultural resources. The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) identified you as a party who might be 

interested in this project and suggested that we contact you at this time to inform you of the planned project and 

to solicit any information or comments you may have. 

The proposed Golden Hills Waste Water Treatment Plant Upgrade Project (proposed project) will entail 

upgrading the existing treatment plant and construction of a new pump and force main line tying into the City of 

Tehachapi's sewer system. The treatment plant is located in the Golden Hills residential development 

community, adjacent to the city of Tehachapi. For the proposed project, two alternative force main line routes 

are under consideration, as shown in the attached proposed project map (Figure 1). The proposed routes of the 

lines tying together the Golden Hills service area to the Tehachapi Wastewater Treatment facility are each 

approximately 2.9 miles.  

The potential project alignment will start in the community of Golden Hills, Kern County, California and align 

its way southeast 3 miles and end in  the city-town of Tehachapi, Kern County, California. The project 

alignment is all located east of the State Route 58 Freeway, in the Tehachapi Valley. 

In June 2014, a records search conducted by the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center of the 

California Historical Resources Information System identified seventeen sites within a one-mile buffer of the 

proposed project alignment. Two of those sites are patially within the Area of Potential Effect (APE). Several 

sites other sites within the one-mile buffer are historically significant including Old Town Tehachapi (15-

007760), the Errea House (15-007770), and the Tehachapi Railroad Depot (15-011130).  

 

The purpose of this letter is to solicit your input and recommendations concerning the proposed project. We 

would like to know if you have any questions, comments, or concerns. A project map has been included for 

your convenience. Providing comments now does not limit your ability to comment at a later time. Please call 

or email by August 8, 2014 so that we may include your views in our report. 

Regards, 
 
 



 

 
 
Marie Aquino 
Archaeologist 
AECOM 
901 Via Piemonte, 5

th
 Floor 

Ontario, CA 91764 
 
Cell 657-217-9161 
Desk 909-579-3760 
 
marie.aquino@aecom.com 
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July 17, 2014 

 

David Laughinghorse Robinson 

Kawaiisu Tribe of Tejon Reservation 

P.O. Box 1547 

Kernville, CA 93238 

 

 

RE: Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment Plant Upgrade 

 

 

Dear Mr. Robinson: 

 

The County of Kern is preparing an Initial Study (IS) for the proposed Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment 

Plant  Project, Tehachapi, California. Under contract with the County of Kern, AECOM is  compling with 

CEQA requirements to assess potential project impacts to historical, archaeological, and Native American 

cultural resources. The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) identified you as a party who might be 

interested in this project and suggested that we contact you at this time to inform you of the planned project and 

to solicit any information or comments you may have. 

The proposed Golden Hills Waste Water Treatment Plant Upgrade Project (proposed project) will entail 

upgrading the existing treatment plant and construction of a new pump and force main line tying into the City of 

Tehachapi's sewer system. The treatment plant is located in the Golden Hills residential development 

community, adjacent to the city of Tehachapi. For the proposed project, two alternative force main line routes 

are under consideration, as shown in the attached proposed project map (Figure 1). The proposed routes of the 

lines tying together the Golden Hills service area to the Tehachapi Wastewater Treatment facility are each 

approximately 2.9 miles.  

The potential project alignment will start in the community of Golden Hills, Kern County, California and align 

its way southeast 3 miles and end in  the city-town of Tehachapi, Kern County, California. The project 

alignment is all located east of the State Route 58 Freeway, in the Tehachapi Valley. 

In June 2014, a records search conducted by the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center of the 

California Historical Resources Information System identified seventeen sites within a one-mile buffer of the 

proposed project alignment. Two of those sites are patially within the Area of Potential Effect (APE). Several 

sites other sites within the one-mile buffer are historically significant including Old Town Tehachapi (15-

007760), the Errea House (15-007770), and the Tehachapi Railroad Depot (15-011130).  

 

The purpose of this letter is to solicit your input and recommendations concerning the proposed project. We 

would like to know if you have any questions, comments, or concerns. A project map has been included for 

your convenience. Providing comments now does not limit your ability to comment at a later time. Please call 

or email by August 8, 2014 so that we may include your views in our report. 

Regards, 
 
 



 

 
 
Marie Aquino 
Archaeologist 
AECOM 
901 Via Piemonte, 5

th
 Floor 

Ontario, CA 91764 
 
Cell 657-217-9161 
Desk 909-579-3760 
 
marie.aquino@aecom.com 
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July 17, 2014 

 

Robert Robinson, Co-Chairperson 

San Fernando Band of Mission Indians 

PO Box 401 

Weldon, CA 93283 

 

 

RE: Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment Plant Upgrade 

 

 

Dear Mr. Robinson: 

 

The County of Kern is preparing an Initial Study (IS) for the proposed Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment 

Plant  Project, Tehachapi, California. Under contract with the County of Kern, AECOM is  compling with 

CEQA requirements to assess potential project impacts to historical, archaeological, and Native American 

cultural resources. The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) identified you as a party who might be 

interested in this project and suggested that we contact you at this time to inform you of the planned project and 

to solicit any information or comments you may have. 

The proposed Golden Hills Waste Water Treatment Plant Upgrade Project (proposed project) will entail 

upgrading the existing treatment plant and construction of a new pump and force main line tying into the City of 

Tehachapi's sewer system. The treatment plant is located in the Golden Hills residential development 

community, adjacent to the city of Tehachapi. For the proposed project, two alternative force main line routes 

are under consideration, as shown in the attached proposed project map (Figure 1). The proposed routes of the 

lines tying together the Golden Hills service area to the Tehachapi Wastewater Treatment facility are each 

approximately 2.9 miles.  

The potential project alignment will start in the community of Golden Hills, Kern County, California and align 

its way southeast 3 miles and end in  the city-town of Tehachapi, Kern County, California. The project 

alignment is all located east of the State Route 58 Freeway, in the Tehachapi Valley. 

In June 2014, a records search conducted by the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center of the 

California Historical Resources Information System identified seventeen sites within a one-mile buffer of the 

proposed project alignment. Two of those sites are patially within the Area of Potential Effect (APE). Several 

sites other sites within the one-mile buffer are historically significant including Old Town Tehachapi (15-

007760), the Errea House (15-007770), and the Tehachapi Railroad Depot (15-011130).  

 

The purpose of this letter is to solicit your input and recommendations concerning the proposed project. We 

would like to know if you have any questions, comments, or concerns. A project map has been included for 

your convenience. Providing comments now does not limit your ability to comment at a later time. Please call 

or email by August 8, 2014 so that we may include your views in our report. 

Regards, 
 
 



 

 
 
Marie Aquino 
Archaeologist 
AECOM 
901 Via Piemonte, 5

th
 Floor 

Ontario, CA 91764 
 
Cell 657-217-9161 
Desk 909-579-3760 
 
marie.aquino@aecom.com 
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July 17, 2014 

 

Julie Turner, Secratery 

Kern Valley Indian Council 

PO Box 1010 

Lake Isabella, CA 93240 

 

 

RE: Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment Plant Upgrade 

 

 

Dear Ms. Turner: 

 

The County of Kern is preparing an Initial Study (IS) for the proposed Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment 

Plant  Project, Tehachapi, California. Under contract with the County of Kern, AECOM is  compling with 

CEQA requirements to assess potential project impacts to historical, archaeological, and Native American 

cultural resources. The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) identified you as a party who might be 

interested in this project and suggested that we contact you at this time to inform you of the planned project and 

to solicit any information or comments you may have. 

The proposed Golden Hills Waste Water Treatment Plant Upgrade Project (proposed project) will entail 

upgrading the existing treatment plant and construction of a new pump and force main line tying into the City of 

Tehachapi's sewer system. The treatment plant is located in the Golden Hills residential development 

community, adjacent to the city of Tehachapi. For the proposed project, two alternative force main line routes 

are under consideration, as shown in the attached proposed project map (Figure 1). The proposed routes of the 

lines tying together the Golden Hills service area to the Tehachapi Wastewater Treatment facility are each 

approximately 2.9 miles.  

The potential project alignment will start in the community of Golden Hills, Kern County, California and align 

its way southeast 3 miles and end in  the city-town of Tehachapi, Kern County, California. The project 

alignment is all located east of the State Route 58 Freeway, in the Tehachapi Valley. 

In June 2014, a records search conducted by the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center of the 

California Historical Resources Information System identified seventeen sites within a one-mile buffer of the 

proposed project alignment. Two of those sites are patially within the Area of Potential Effect (APE). Several 

sites other sites within the one-mile buffer are historically significant including Old Town Tehachapi (15-

007760), the Errea House (15-007770), and the Tehachapi Railroad Depot (15-011130).  

 

The purpose of this letter is to solicit your input and recommendations concerning the proposed project. We 

would like to know if you have any questions, comments, or concerns. A project map has been included for 

your convenience. Providing comments now does not limit your ability to comment at a later time. Please call 

or email by August 8, 2014 so that we may include your views in our report. 

Regards, 
 
 



 

 
 
Marie Aquino 
Archaeologist 
AECOM 
901 Via Piemonte, 5

th
 Floor 

Ontario, CA 91764 
 
Cell 657-217-9161 
Desk 909-579-3760 
 
marie.aquino@aecom.com 
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July 17, 2014 

 

John Valenzuela, Chairperson 

San Fernando Band of Mission Indians 

PO Box 221838 

Newhall, CA 91322 

 

 

RE: Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment Plant Upgrade 

 

 

Dear Mr. Valenzuela: 

 

The County of Kern is preparing an Initial Study (IS) for the proposed Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment 

Plant  Project, Tehachapi, California. Under contract with the County of Kern, AECOM is  compling with 

CEQA requirements to assess potential project impacts to historical, archaeological, and Native American 

cultural resources. The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) identified you as a party who might be 

interested in this project and suggested that we contact you at this time to inform you of the planned project and 

to solicit any information or comments you may have. 

The proposed Golden Hills Waste Water Treatment Plant Upgrade Project (proposed project) will entail 

upgrading the existing treatment plant and construction of a new pump and force main line tying into the City of 

Tehachapi's sewer system. The treatment plant is located in the Golden Hills residential development 

community, adjacent to the city of Tehachapi. For the proposed project, two alternative force main line routes 

are under consideration, as shown in the attached proposed project map (Figure 1). The proposed routes of the 

lines tying together the Golden Hills service area to the Tehachapi Wastewater Treatment facility are each 

approximately 2.9 miles.  

The potential project alignment will start in the community of Golden Hills, Kern County, California and align 

its way southeast 3 miles and end in  the city-town of Tehachapi, Kern County, California. The project 

alignment is all located east of the State Route 58 Freeway, in the Tehachapi Valley. 

In June 2014, a records search conducted by the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center of the 

California Historical Resources Information System identified seventeen sites within a one-mile buffer of the 

proposed project alignment. Two of those sites are patially within the Area of Potential Effect (APE). Several 

sites other sites within the one-mile buffer are historically significant including Old Town Tehachapi (15-

007760), the Errea House (15-007770), and the Tehachapi Railroad Depot (15-011130).  

 

The purpose of this letter is to solicit your input and recommendations concerning the proposed project. We 

would like to know if you have any questions, comments, or concerns. A project map has been included for 

your convenience. Providing comments now does not limit your ability to comment at a later time. Please call 

or email by August 8, 2014 so that we may include your views in our report. 

Regards, 
 
 



 

 
 
Marie Aquino 
Archaeologist 
AECOM 
901 Via Piemonte, 5

th
 Floor 

Ontario, CA 91764 
 
Cell 657-217-9161 
Desk 909-579-3760 
 
marie.aquino@aecom.com 
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July 17, 2014 

 

Kerri Vera, Environmental Department 

Tule River Indian Tribe 

PO Box 589 

Porterville, CA 93258 

 

 

RE: Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment Plant Upgrade 

 

 

Dear Ms. Vera: 

 

The County of Kern is preparing an Initial Study (IS) for the proposed Golden Hills Wastewater Treatment 

Plant  Project, Tehachapi, California. Under contract with the County of Kern, AECOM is  compling with 

CEQA requirements to assess potential project impacts to historical, archaeological, and Native American 

cultural resources. The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) identified you as a party who might be 

interested in this project and suggested that we contact you at this time to inform you of the planned project and 

to solicit any information or comments you may have. 

The proposed Golden Hills Waste Water Treatment Plant Upgrade Project (proposed project) will entail 

upgrading the existing treatment plant and construction of a new pump and force main line tying into the City of 

Tehachapi's sewer system. The treatment plant is located in the Golden Hills residential development 

community, adjacent to the city of Tehachapi. For the proposed project, two alternative force main line routes 

are under consideration, as shown in the attached proposed project map (Figure 1). The proposed routes of the 

lines tying together the Golden Hills service area to the Tehachapi Wastewater Treatment facility are each 

approximately 2.9 miles.  

The potential project alignment will start in the community of Golden Hills, Kern County, California and align 

its way southeast 3 miles and end in  the city-town of Tehachapi, Kern County, California. The project 

alignment is all located east of the State Route 58 Freeway, in the Tehachapi Valley. 

In June 2014, a records search conducted by the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center of the 

California Historical Resources Information System identified seventeen sites within a one-mile buffer of the 

proposed project alignment. Two of those sites are patially within the Area of Potential Effect (APE). Several 

sites other sites within the one-mile buffer are historically significant including Old Town Tehachapi (15-

007760), the Errea House (15-007770), and the Tehachapi Railroad Depot (15-011130).  

 

The purpose of this letter is to solicit your input and recommendations concerning the proposed project. We 

would like to know if you have any questions, comments, or concerns. A project map has been included for 

your convenience. Providing comments now does not limit your ability to comment at a later time. Please call 

or email by August 8, 2014 so that we may include your views in our report. 

Regards, 
 
 



 

 
 
Marie Aquino 
Archaeologist 
AECOM 
901 Via Piemonte, 5

th
 Floor 

Ontario, CA 91764 
 
Cell 657-217-9161 
Desk 909-579-3760 
 
marie.aquino@aecom.com 
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Appendix C.  
Paleontology Records Search 



 AECOM 

901 Via Piemonte, 5th Floor 

Ontario, CA 91764 

www.aecom.com 

  

Dr. Sam McLeod 
Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County 
Vertebrate Paleontology 
900 Exposition Blvd. 
Los Angeles, CA 90007 
 
June 2, 2014 
 
Subject: Paleontological Resources Check for the Golden Hills Waste Water Treatment Plant 
Upgrade Project, Kern County, California (60317952) 
 
Dear Dr. McLeod:  
 
AECOM is requesting a paleontological resources check and assessment for the Golden Hills Waste 
Water Treatment Plant Project and the immediate vicinity, AECOM Project Number 60317952. The 
Golden Hills Waste Water Treatment Plant is located in Kern County, in the community of Golden 
Hills, west of SR-58 and northwest of the City of Tehachapi. . The proposed project area is located on 
the Keene, Tehachapi North, and Tehachapi South 7.5-minute Topographic Series USGS 
Quadrangles. The proposed Golden Hills Waste Water Treatment Plant Upgrade Project will entail 
upgrading the existing treatment plant and construction of a new pump and a force main line tying 
into the City of Tehachapi's sewer system. For the proposed project, two alternative force main line 
routes are under consideration, as shown in the attached proposed project map (Figure 1). 
 
Please direct any questions and the invoice to me at the above AECOM address. Feel free to call or 
email me if you require further information to complete this search.  

 
Regards, 
 
 
 
Marie Aquino 
Archaeologist 
AECOM 
901 Via Piemonte, 5th Floor 
Ontario, CA 91764 
 
Cell 909-749-3411 
Desk 909-579-3766 
 
marie.echevarria-delgado@aecom.com 
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Vertebrate Paleontology Section
Telephone: (213) 763-3325

Fax: (213) 746-7431
e-mail: smcleod@nhm.org

18 June 2014

AECOM
901 Via Piemonte, 5th Floor
Ontario, CA   91764

Attn: Marie Aquino, Archaeologist

re:  Paleontological resources for the proposed Golden Hills Waste Water Treatment Plant Project,
AECOM Project # 60317952, in the community of Golden Hills near Tehachapi, Kern County,
project area

Dear Marie:

I have conducted a thorough search of our paleontology collection records for the locality and
specimen data for the proposed Golden Hills Waste Water Treatment Plant Project, AECOM Project
# 60317952, in the community of Golden Hills near Tehachapi, Kern County, project area
 as outlined on the portion of the Tehachapi North USGS topographic quadrangle map that you sent
to me via e-mail on 2 June 2014.  We do not have any vertebrate fossil localities that lie directly
within the proposed project area boundaries, but we do have localities nearby in the same sediments
that occur in the proposed project area.

Bedrock in the elevated terrain in the very northwestern portion of the proposed project area
consists of igneous and metamorphic rocks that will not contain recognizable fossils.  In the very
eastern portion of the proposed project area, in slightly elevated terrain, there are surface deposits of
the Tehachapi Formation, a very coarse alluvial fan deposit that is unlikely to contain significant
vertebrate fossils.  In the lower lying terrain in the northwestern portion of the proposed project area
the surface deposits consist of younger Quaternary Alluvium, derived primarily as fluvial deposits
from Brite Creek that flows through this portion of the proposed project area.  These deposits
typically do not contain significant vertebrate fossils in the uppermost layers, but are usually



underlain at relatively shallow depth by older Quaternary deposits that may well contain significant
fossil vertebrate remains.  The remainder of the proposed project area in the Tehachapi Valley has
surface deposits composed of both younger and older Quaternary deposits, derived as alluvial fan
deposits from the surrounding elevated terrain and the drainages.  Our closest vertebrate fossil
locality from these Quaternary deposits is LACM 3722, immediately east of the southeastern portion
of the proposed project area and found during excavation for a sewer line within the city of
Tehachapi, that produced a specimen of fossil horse, Equus.  

Excavations in the igneous and metamorphic rocks exposed in the elevated terrain in the very
northwestern portion of the proposed project area will not encounter any recognizable fossils. 
Excavations in the coarse alluvial fan deposits of the Tehachapi Formation are highly unlikely to
uncover any significant vertebrate fossils.   Shallow excavations in the younger Quaternary Alluvium
exposed in the northwestern and eastern portions of the proposed project area are unlikely to
encounter significant fossil vertebrate remains.  Deeper excavations in those latter areas that extend
down into older Quaternary deposits, as well as any excavations in the exposures of older Quaternary
deposits exposed in the central and eastern portions of the Tehachapi Valley, however, may well
uncover significant vertebrate fossils.  Any substantial excavations in the finer-grained sedimentary
deposits in proposed project area, therefore, should be monitored closely to quickly and
professionally recover any fossil remains discovered while not impeding development.  Any fossils
recovered during mitigation should be deposited in an accredited and permanent scientific institution
for the benefit of current and future generations.

This records search covers only the vertebrate paleontology records of the Natural History
Museum of Los Angeles County.  It is not intended to be a thorough paleontological survey of the
proposed project area covering other institutional records, a literature survey, or any potential on-site
survey.

Sincerely,

Samuel A. McLeod, Ph.D.
Vertebrate Paleontology

enclosure: invoice



 

Appendix F  Greenhouse Gas Emissions Impact Analysis































































































 

Appendix G  Noise Technical Report 





Funding for this plan has been provided in full or in part through an 

agreement with the State Water Resources Control Board.  The 

contents of this document do not necessarily reflect the views and 

policies of the State Water Resources Control Board, nor does 

mention of trade names and commercial products constitute       

endorsement or recommendation for use. (Gov. Code, §  7550; 40 

CFR §  31.20) 

Golden Hills Wastewater System  

Noise Technical Report 
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