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June 29, 2015 
 
Ken Bernstein 
Office of Historic Resources 
Department of City Planning 
200 N. Spring Street, Room 559 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

 
RE: Request for Public Comments and Information Regarding the East San Fernando Valley 
Transit Corridor Project in the City and County of Los Angeles. 

 
Dear Mr. Bernstein, 
 
The Cities of Los Angeles and San Fernando, in conjunction with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority (Metro) and Federal Transit Agency (FTA), are proposing a public transit project 
along the Van Nuys Corridor in the City and County of Los Angeles. The project would provide 
infrastructure that improves regional transit connectivity and that fosters ridership and transit-oriented 
development along Van Nuys Boulevard and San Fernando Road between the Metro Orange Line and 
the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station. Alternatives that are being considered include: upgrading 
existing transit services; a curb-running Bus Rapid Transit (BRT); a median-running BRT; a low-floor light rail 
transit (LRT)/tram system; and an LRT system.  The project is located within or near the following 
communities: Van Nuys; Valley Glen; Panorama City; North Hills; Arleta; Mission Hills; Pacoima; San 
Fernando; and Lake View Terrace. Please refer to the attached project map for reference. 
 
GPA Consulting, the sub-consultant to Metro, is soliciting comments and information from potentially 
interested parties such as your organization. GPA is interested in information regarding any existing 
significant historic and/or cultural properties, structures, or sites within the project area (see attached 
map) including any that may be located within the public right-of-way. Your response allows us to 
identify potential concerns relating to the proposed project and to gather information on any historic 
resources that may be located within the project area. This information will be used in the 
environmental compliance process pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (36 CFR §800). 
 
We would greatly appreciate any responses by July 15th, 2015, so we can include them in our report. We 
can be reached via e-mail at amanda@gpaconsulting-us.com, by phone at (310) 792-2690, or lastly via 
mail at the following address: 

 
Amanda Yoder, GPA Consulting 
617 S. Olive Street 
Suite 910 
Los Angeles, CA 90014 
 

Thank you very much for your consideration. We look forward to receiving any comments 
you might provide. 

 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Amanda Yoder 
Architectural Historian II 





June 29, 2015 
 
Richard Bruckner 
Director 
Department of Regional Planning 
320 West Temple Street, 13th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA  90012 
 
RE: Request for Public Comments and Information Regarding the East San Fernando Valley 
Transit Corridor Project in the City and County of Los Angeles. 

 
Dear Mr. Bruckner, 
 
The Cities of Los Angeles and San Fernando, in conjunction with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority (Metro) and Federal Transit Agency (FTA), are proposing a public transit project 
along the Van Nuys Corridor in the City and County of Los Angeles. The project would provide 
infrastructure that improves regional transit connectivity and that fosters ridership and transit-oriented 
development along Van Nuys Boulevard and San Fernando Road between the Metro Orange Line and 
the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station. Alternatives that are being considered include: upgrading 
existing transit services; a curb-running Bus Rapid Transit (BRT); a median-running BRT; a low-floor light rail 
transit (LRT)/tram system; and an LRT system.  The project is located within or near the following 
communities: Van Nuys; Valley Glen; Panorama City; North Hills; Arleta; Mission Hills; Pacoima; San 
Fernando; and Lake View Terrace. Please refer to the attached project map for reference. 
 
GPA Consulting, the sub-consultant to Metro, is soliciting comments and information from potentially 
interested parties such as your organization. GPA is interested in information regarding any existing 
significant historic and/or cultural properties, structures, or sites within the project area (see attached 
map) including any that may be located within the public right-of-way. Your response allows us to 
identify potential concerns relating to the proposed project and to gather information on any historic 
resources that may be located within the project area. This information will be used in the 
environmental compliance process pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (36 CFR §800). 
 
We would greatly appreciate any responses by July 15th, 2015, so we can include them in our report. We 
can be reached via e-mail at amanda@gpaconsulting-us.com, by phone at (310) 792-2690, or lastly via 
mail at the following address: 

 
Amanda Yoder, GPA Consulting 
617 S. Olive Street 
Suite 910 
Los Angeles, CA 90014 
 

Thank you very much for your consideration. We look forward to receiving any comments 
you might provide. 

 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Amanda Yoder 
Architectural Historian II 







June 29, 2015 
 
Michelle De Santiago 
Community Development Department 
117 Macneil Street 
San Fernando, CA 91340  
 
RE: Request for Public Comments and Information Regarding the East San Fernando Valley 
Transit Corridor Project in the City and County of Los Angeles. 

 
Dear Ms. De Santiago, 
 
The Cities of Los Angeles and San Fernando, in conjunction with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority (Metro) and Federal Transit Agency (FTA), are proposing a public transit project 
along the Van Nuys Corridor in the City and County of Los Angeles. The project would provide 
infrastructure that improves regional transit connectivity and that fosters ridership and transit-oriented 
development along Van Nuys Boulevard and San Fernando Road between the Metro Orange Line and 
the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station. Alternatives that are being considered include: upgrading 
existing transit services; a curb-running Bus Rapid Transit (BRT); a median-running BRT; a low-floor light rail 
transit (LRT)/tram system; and an LRT system.  The project is located within or near the following 
communities: Van Nuys; Valley Glen; Panorama City; North Hills; Arleta; Mission Hills; Pacoima; San 
Fernando; and Lake View Terrace. Please refer to the attached project map for reference. 
 
GPA Consulting, the sub-consultant to Metro, is soliciting comments and information from potentially 
interested parties such as your organization. GPA is interested in information regarding any existing 
significant historic and/or cultural properties, structures, or sites within the project area (see attached 
map) including any that may be located within the public right-of-way. Your response allows us to 
identify potential concerns relating to the proposed project and to gather information on any historic 
resources that may be located within the project area. This information will be used in the 
environmental compliance process pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (36 CFR §800). 
 
We would greatly appreciate any responses by July 15th, 2015, so we can include them in our report. We 
can be reached via e-mail at amanda@gpaconsulting-us.com, by phone at (310) 792-2690, or lastly via 
mail at the following address: 

 
Amanda Yoder, GPA Consulting 
617 S. Olive Street 
Suite 910 
Los Angeles, CA 90014 
 

Thank you very much for your consideration. We look forward to receiving any comments 
you might provide. 

 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Amanda Yoder 
Architectural Historian II 





June 29, 2015 
 
Kenneth Marcus 
President 
Historical Society of Southern California 
PO Box 93487 
Pasadena, CA 91109 
 
RE: Request for Public Comments and Information Regarding the East San Fernando Valley 
Transit Corridor Project in the City and County of Los Angeles. 

 
Dear Mr. Marcus, 
 
The Cities of Los Angeles and San Fernando, in conjunction with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority (Metro) and Federal Transit Agency (FTA), are proposing a public transit project 
along the Van Nuys Corridor in the City and County of Los Angeles. The project would provide 
infrastructure that improves regional transit connectivity and that fosters ridership and transit-oriented 
development along Van Nuys Boulevard and San Fernando Road between the Metro Orange Line and 
the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station. Alternatives that are being considered include: upgrading 
existing transit services; a curb-running Bus Rapid Transit (BRT); a median-running BRT; a low-floor light rail 
transit (LRT)/tram system; and an LRT system.  The project is located within or near the following 
communities: Van Nuys; Valley Glen; Panorama City; North Hills; Arleta; Mission Hills; Pacoima; San 
Fernando; and Lake View Terrace. Please refer to the attached project map for reference. 
 
GPA Consulting, the sub-consultant to Metro, is soliciting comments and information from potentially 
interested parties such as your organization. GPA is interested in information regarding any existing 
significant historic and/or cultural properties, structures, or sites within the project area (see attached 
map) including any that may be located within the public right-of-way. Your response allows us to 
identify potential concerns relating to the proposed project and to gather information on any historic 
resources that may be located within the project area. This information will be used in the 
environmental compliance process pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (36 CFR §800). 
 
We would greatly appreciate any responses by July 15th, 2015, so we can include them in our report. We 
can be reached via e-mail at amanda@gpaconsulting-us.com, by phone at (310) 792-2690, or lastly via 
mail at the following address: 

 
Amanda Yoder, GPA Consulting 
617 S. Olive Street 
Suite 910 
Los Angeles, CA 90014 
 

Thank you very much for your consideration. We look forward to receiving any comments 
you might provide. 

 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Amanda Yoder 
Architectural Historian II 









June 29, 2015 
 
Adrian Scott Fine 
Director of Advocacy 
Los Angeles Conservancy 
523 W. Sixth St., Suite 826 
Los Angeles, CA 90014 
 
RE: Request for Public Comments and Information Regarding the East San Fernando Valley 
Transit Corridor Project in the City and County of Los Angeles. 

 
Dear Mr. Fine, 
 
The Cities of Los Angeles and San Fernando, in conjunction with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority (Metro) and Federal Transit Agency (FTA), are proposing a public transit project 
along the Van Nuys Corridor in the City and County of Los Angeles. The project would provide 
infrastructure that improves regional transit connectivity and that fosters ridership and transit-oriented 
development along Van Nuys Boulevard and San Fernando Road between the Metro Orange Line and 
the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station. Alternatives that are being considered include: upgrading 
existing transit services; a curb-running Bus Rapid Transit (BRT); a median-running BRT; a low-floor light rail 
transit (LRT)/tram system; and an LRT system.  The project is located within or near the following 
communities: Van Nuys; Valley Glen; Panorama City; North Hills; Arleta; Mission Hills; Pacoima; San 
Fernando; and Lake View Terrace. Please refer to the attached project map for reference. 
 
GPA Consulting, the sub-consultant to Metro, is soliciting comments and information from potentially 
interested parties such as your organization. GPA is interested in information regarding any existing 
significant historic and/or cultural properties, structures, or sites within the project area (see attached 
map) including any that may be located within the public right-of-way. Your response allows us to 
identify potential concerns relating to the proposed project and to gather information on any historic 
resources that may be located within the project area. This information will be used in the 
environmental compliance process pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (36 CFR §800). 
 
We would greatly appreciate any responses by July 15th, 2015, so we can include them in our report. We 
can be reached via e-mail at amanda@gpaconsulting-us.com, by phone at (310) 792-2690, or lastly via 
mail at the following address: 

 
Amanda Yoder, GPA Consulting 
617 S. Olive Street 
Suite 910 
Los Angeles, CA 90014 
 

Thank you very much for your consideration. We look forward to receiving any comments 
you might provide. 

 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Amanda Yoder 
Architectural Historian II 
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4/18/2016:

4/12/2017: 

12/18/2018: 
4/12/2017: 

5/11/2017:

12/18/2018:

4/12/2016:



Native American
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Date of 
First 
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Summary of Conversation

4/12/2017:
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Date of 
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Dates of
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Summary of Conversation

 4/12/2017: 

5/11/2017:
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Sacred Lands File & Native American Contacts List Request 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

Information Below is Required for a Sacred Lands File Search

East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project
Los Angeles

San Fernando and Van Nuys

ICF International
Stephen Bryne
601 W. 5th St.

Los Angeles, CA 90071
(213) 312-1777
(213) 312-1799
Stephen.Bryne@icfi.com

The Federal Transit Administration and Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(Metro) have initiated a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)/Environmental Impact Report
(DEIR) for the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project (Project). Metro, the City of Los
Angeles, and the City of San Fernando will evaluate a range of new public transit service alternatives
that can accommodate future population growth and transit demand, while being compatible with
existing land uses and future development opportunities. All build alternatives would operate over 9.2
miles, either in a dedicated bus lane or guideway (6.7 miles) and/or in mixed-flow traffic lanes (2.5
miles) from the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink station to the north to the Van Nuys Metro Orange
✔



Project Site

San Fernando

Van Nuys

Project Location Map
Van Nuys Corridor Rapidway

±

























From: Bryne, Stephen
To: Anaya, Mario
Subject: FW: East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project
Date: Tuesday, April 12, 2016 4:14:57 PM

See below
 
From: Caitlin Gulley [mailto:cgulley@tataviam-nsn.us] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 12, 2016 4:12 PM
To: Bryne, Stephen <Stephen.Bryne@icfi.com>
Subject: Re: East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project

No problem. If we could review the DEIR before it goes out for the opportunity to add to it,
that'd be greatly appreciated...

On Tue, Apr 12, 2016 at 3:56 PM, Bryne, Stephen <Stephen.Bryne@icfi.com> wrote:

Hi Caitlin,
 
Good to hear from you.  I hope you and Kimia are doing well.
 
Regarding this project, the letter that was sent was not an AB 52 notification since this project
 pre-dates AB 52.  So, my understanding is that the letter seeks tribal input as before AB 52. We
 are in process of preparing the Draft EIS/EIR document. Based on the latest schedule it will be
 ready for release to the public sometime this summer or fall.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or need any additional information and if there are
 any specific concerns that you have with this project.  Sorry for the late notice and best regards,
 
Stephen
 
 
From: Caitlin Gulley [mailto:cgulley@tataviam-nsn.us] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 12, 2016 9:59 AM
To: Bryne, Stephen <Stephen.Bryne@icfi.com>
Subject: East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project

Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians
Tribal Historic & Cultural Preservation

 
 



Stephen,

I hope this email finds you well and that you are enjoying your new employment.
 Thank you for your invitation to consult on the project listed above. The
 Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians (Tataviam) would like it noted in
 your report that (1) we find the project area to be of risk to cultural and tribal
 resources and (2) we would like to consult with the Lead Agency regarding project
 mitigation and adding information to the Cultural Resources section of the EIR.
 
 

Sincerely,

--
Caitlin Gulley, Director
Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation  Department
Cell: (661) 433-0599
Office: (818) 837-0794
cgulley@tataviam-nsn.us

Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians
1019 Second Street
San Fernando, California 91340
Phone: (818) 837-0794 Ext. 208
Website: http://www.tataviam-nsn.us

This e-mail message is confidential, intended only for the named recipient(s) above and may contain information that is privileged, attorney work product or exempt
 from disclosure under applicable law. If you have received this message in error, or are not the named recipient(s), please immediately notify the sender by reply-
email and delete this e-mail from your computer. Also, neither this message nor any attachments to it constitute an offer of any kind, and to the extent this
 communication, or any other communication in connection herewith, is in the context of negotiations regarding a possible agreement or transaction, in no event
 shall Fernandeno Tataviam Band of Mission Indians be bound to anything without a final, signed contract (it being understood that in all cases Fernandeno
 Tataviam Band of Mission Indians shall have the absolute right to terminate any discussions or negotiations at any time and for any reason without any liability
 whatsoever). Thank you.

--
Caitlin Gulley, Director
Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation  Department
Cell: (661) 433-0599
Office: (818) 837-0794
cgulley@tataviam-nsn.us

Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians
1019 Second Street
San Fernando, California 91340
Phone: (818) 837-0794 Ext. 208
Website: http://www.tataviam-nsn.us



This e-mail message is confidential, intended only for the named recipient(s) above and may contain information that is privileged, attorney work product or exempt
 from disclosure under applicable law. If you have received this message in error, or are not the named recipient(s), please immediately notify the sender by reply-
email and delete this e-mail from your computer. Also, neither this message nor any attachments to it constitute an offer of any kind, and to the extent this
 communication, or any other communication in connection herewith, is in the context of negotiations regarding a possible agreement or transaction, in no event shall
 Fernandeno Tataviam Band of Mission Indians be bound to anything without a final, signed contract (it being understood that in all cases Fernandeno Tataviam Band
 of Mission Indians shall have the absolute right to terminate any discussions or negotiations at any time and for any reason without any liability whatsoever). Thank
 you.





Andrew Salas, Chairman                                                                             Nadine Salas, Vice-Chairman                                                                                   Christina Swindall Martinez, secretary                        

Albert Perez, treasurer I                                                                             Martha Gonzalez Lemos, treasurer II                                                                      Richard Gradias,   Chairman of the council of Elders 

   
PO Box 393     Covina, CA  91723                       www.gabrielenoindians@yahoo.com                      gabrielenoindians@yahoo.com 
 

 
GABRIELENO BAND OF MISSION INDIANS – KIZH NATION 

Historically known as The San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians 
Recognized by the State of California as the aboriginal tribe of the Los Angeles basin 

 
 
Dear Stephen Bryan RPA, Senior Planner 
 
Re: Proposed East San Fernando    Valley Transit Corridor Project , Cities of Los Angles and San Fernando 
 
“The project locale lies in an area where the Ancestral & traditional territories of the Kizh(Kitc) Gabrieleño  villages , adjoined and overlapped with each 
other, at least during the Late Prehistoric and Protohistoric Periods. The homeland of the Kizh (Kitc) Gabrieleños , probably the most influential Native 
American group in aboriginal southern California (Bean and Smith 1978a:538), was centered in the Los Angeles Basin, and reached as far east as the San 
Bernardino-Riverside area. The homeland of the Serranos was primarily the San Bernardino Mountains, including the slopes and lowlands on the north and 
south flanks.Whatever the linguistic affiliation, Native Americans in and around the project area echibited similar orgainization and resource procurement 
strategies. Villages were based on clan or lineage groups. Their home/ base sites are marked by midden deposits, often with bedrock mortars. During their 
seasonal rounds to exploit plant resources, small groups would migrate within their traditional territory in search of specific plants and animals. Their 
gathering strategies often left behind signs of special use sites, usually grinding slicks on bedrock boulders, at the locations of the resources. Therefore 
in order to protect our resources we're requesting one of our experienced & certified Native American monitors to be on site during any & all 
ground disturbances (this includes but is not limited to pavement removal, pot-holing or auguring, boring, grading, excavation and trenching).   
 
In all cases, when the NAHC states there are “No" records of sacred sites” in the subject area; they always refer the contractors back to the Native American 
Tribes whose tribal territory the project area is in.  This is due to the fact, that the NAHC is only aware of general information on each California NA Tribe 
they are "NOT " the “experts” on our Tribe.  Our Elder Committee & Tribal Historians are the experts and is the reason why the NAHC will always refer 
contractors to the local tribes.  
 
 In addition, we are also often told that an area has been previously developed or disturbed and thus there are no concerns for cultural 
resources and thus minimal impacts would be expected.  I have two major recent examples of how similar statements on other projects were 
proven very inadequate. An archaeological study claimed there would be no impacts to an area adjacent to the Plaza Church at Olvera Street, 
the original Spanish settlement of Los Angeles, now in downtown Los Angeles. In fact, this site was the Gabrieleno village of Yangna long 
before it became what it is now today.  The new development wrongfully began their construction and they, in the process, dug up and 
desecrated 118 burials. The area that was dismissed as culturally sensitive was in fact the First Cemetery of Los Angeles where it had been 
well documented at the Huntington Library that 400 of our Tribe's ancestors were buried there along with the founding families of Los 
Angeles (Picos, Sepulvedas, and Alvardos to name a few). In addition, there was another inappropriate study for the development of a new 
sports complex at Fedde Middle School in the City of Hawaiian Gardens could commence. Again, a village and burial site were desecrated 
despite their mitigation measures.  Thankfully, we were able to work alongside the school district to quickly and respectfully mitigate a 
mutually beneficial resolution.    
 

Given all the above, the proper thing to do for your project would be for our Tribe to monitor ground disturbing construction work.   Native 
American monitors and/or consultant can see that cultural resources are treated appropriately from the Native American point of view..  
Because we are the lineal descendants of the vast area of Los Angeles and Orange Counties, we hold sacred the ability to protect what little of 
our culture remains.  We thank you for taking seriously your role and responsibility in assisting us in preserving our culture.   

With respect, 
 
Please contact our office regarding this project to coordinate a Native American Monitor to be present. Thank You  
 

 

Andrew Salas, Chairman 
Cell (626) 926-4131 
 
Addendum: clarification regarding some confusions regarding consultation under AB52: 



Andrew Salas, Chairman                                                                             Nadine Salas, Vice-Chairman                                                                                   Christina Swindall Martinez, secretary                        

Albert Perez, treasurer I                                                                             Martha Gonzalez Lemos, treasurer II                                                                      Richard Gradias,   Chairman of the council of Elders 

   
PO Box 393     Covina, CA  91723                       www.gabrielenoindians@yahoo.com                      gabrielenoindians@yahoo.com 
 

 
AB52 clearly states that consultation must occur with tribes that claim traditional and cultural affiliation with a project site.  Unfortunately, this statement 
has been left open to interpretation so much that neighboring tribes are claiming affiliation with projects well outside their traditional tribal territory.  The 
territories of our surrounding Native American tribes such as the Luiseno, Chumash, and Cahuilla tribal entities.  Each of our tribal territories has been well 
defined by historians, ethnographers, archaeologists, and ethnographers – a list of resources we can provide upon request.  Often, each Tribe as well educates 
the public on their very own website as to the definition of their tribal boundaries.  You may have received a consultation request from another Tribe. 
However we are responding because your project site lies within our Ancestral tribal territory, which, again, has been well documented. What does 
Ancestrally or Ancestral mean? The people who were in your family in past times, Of, belonging to, inherited from, or denoting an ancestor or ancestors 
http://www.thefreedictionary.com/ancestral. .  If you have questions regarding the validity of the “traditional and cultural affiliation” of another Tribe, we 
urge you to contact the Native American Heritage Commission directly.  Section 5 section 21080.3.1 (c) states “…the Native American Heritage 
Commission shall assist the lead agency in identifying the California Native American tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project 
area.”    In addition, please see the map below. 
 
 
CC: NAHC 
 
 



Sacred Lands File & Native American Contacts List Request 

Native American Heritage Commission 

Project: ______________________________________________________________________ 

__________County:__ __________________________________________________________ 

USGS Quadrangle Name:_______________________________________________________ 

Township:__________   Range:__________   Section(s):__________ 

___rm/Agency:__ ____________________________________________________ 

eet Address:________________________________________________________________ 

__________City:___ _________________________________   Zip:______________________ 

___________Phone:_ _________________________________ 

Fax:_______________________________________________ 

___________________Email:__ ________________________ 

Project Description: 



 

 

 



 
 

Figure 1-1. Project Location and Area of Potential Effects Overview Map 
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July 24, 2019

Honorable Rudy Ortega, Jr.
President
Fernande o Tataviam Band of Mission Indians
1019 2nd Street
San Fernando, CA 91340

RE: Proposed East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project, Cities of Los Angeles and San Fernando

Dear President Ortega:

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(Metro) prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)/Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
for the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project (Project), which was circulated for public
review and comment for 60 days in September and October of 2017. In the DEIS/DEIR, Metro evaluated
a range of new public transit service alternatives that can accommodate future population growth and
transit demand, while being compatible with existing land uses and future development opportunities.
After much study and consideration of public comments on the DEIS/DEIR, Metro has identified Build
Alternative 4 the Light Rail Transit (LRT) Alternative (without the subway option) as the locally
preferred alternative for the project. The LRT Alternative would operate entirely at grade over 9.2 miles,
in the median of Van Nuys Boulevard (6.7 miles) and within the Metro owned railroad right of way
adjacent to San Fernando Road and Truman Street (2.5 miles), from the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink
station on the north to the Van Nuys Metro Orange Line station on the south. Due to the anticipated use
of federal funds, the project is subject to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA).

Environmental analysis of project elements began in 2016 and correspondence with the Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) occurred at that time as part of the process to prepare
environmental documentation pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). A search of the NAHC’s Sacred Lands File (SLF) at that time
did not identify any Native American cultural resources within the project area.

Letters with project details and a location map was sent on March 18, 2016 to individuals identified by
the NAHC as having an interest or input regarding the proposed project, including the Fernandeño
Tataviam Band of Mission Indians.

As a result of cultural resources studies for this project, one prehistoric archaeological resource, CA LAN
2681 (P 19 002681), has been identified within the project’s Area of Potential Effect. This site, first
recorded in 2001 during archaeological monitoring for the construction of the Pacific Pipeline project,
consists of a diffuse scatter of historic and prehistoric artifacts. Thirteen prehistoric artifacts were found
in backdirt piles. These items included a semi portable rock workstation (possible anvil), a possible
ground stone, a small hammer or pecking stone, a bifacial mano, a scraper, a secondary flake, a
modified cobble, a chopper, and a metate fragment. Prehistoric artifacts were observed within the
backdirt piles only, although archaeological monitor suggested that an intact prehistoric deposit could
be present at a depth of 4 or more feet.



On behalf of the FTA, Metro invites you to consult on this project. FTA and Metro prepared a
Programmatic Agreement (PA) (attached) for the project, as well as a Cultural Resources Monitoring and
Treatment Plan (CRMTP) (attached) for your information. Chairman Ortega and the Tribe are listed as a
Concurring Party in the PA. The CRMTP provides for Native American monitoring during construction in
the vicinity of the identified prehistoric site. These documents are currently under review by the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) and the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO).

Sincerely,

Attachments



June 27, 2019

Honorable Andrew Salas
Chairperson
Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians—Kizh Nation
P.O. Box 393
Covina, CA 91723

RE: Proposed East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project, Cities of Los Angeles and San Fernando

Dear Chairperson Salas:

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(Metro) prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)/Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
for the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project (Project), which was circulated for public
review and comment for 60 days in September and October of 2017. In the DEIS/DEIR, Metro evaluated
a range of new public transit service alternatives that can accommodate future population growth and
transit demand, while being compatible with existing land uses and future development opportunities.
After much study and consideration of public comments on the DEIS/DEIR, Metro has identified Build
Alternative 4 the Light Rail Transit (LRT) Alternative (without the subway option) as the locally
preferred alternative for the project. The LRT Alternative would operate entirely at grade over 9.2 miles,
in the median of Van Nuys Boulevard (6.7 miles) and within the Metro owned railroad right of way
adjacent to San Fernando Road and Truman Street (2.5 miles), from the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink
station on the north to the Van Nuys Metro Orange Line station on the south. Due to the anticipated use
of federal funds, the project is subject to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA).

Environmental analysis of project elements began in 2016 and correspondence with the Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) occurred at that time as part of the process to prepare
environmental documentation pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). A search of the NAHC’s Sacred Lands File (SLF) at that time
did not identify any Native American cultural resources within the project area.

A letter with project details and a location map was sent out on March 18, 2016 to individuals identified
by the NAHC as having an interest or input regarding the proposed project, including the Gabrieleno
Band of Mission Indians—Kizh Nation.

As a result of cultural resources studies for this project, one prehistoric archaeological resource, CA LAN
2681 (P 19 002681), has been identified within the project’s Area of Potential Effect. This site, first
recorded in 2001 during archaeological monitoring for the construction of the Pacific Pipeline project,
consists of a diffuse scatter of historic and prehistoric artifacts. Thirteen prehistoric artifacts were found
in backdirt piles. These items included a semi portable rock workstation (possible anvil), a possible
ground stone, a small hammer or pecking stone, a bifacial mano, a scraper, a secondary flake, a
modified cobble, a chopper, and a metate fragment. Prehistoric artifacts were observed within the
backdirt piles only, although archaeological monitor suggested that an intact prehistoric deposit could
be present at a depth of 4 or more feet.



On behalf of the FTA, Metro invites you to consult on this project. FTA and Metro have prepared a
Programmatic Agreement (PA) for the project (attached), as well as a Cultural Resources Monitoring and
Treatment Plan (CRMTP) (attached). Chairman Salas and the Tribe are listed as a Concurring Party in the
PA. The CRMTP provides for Native American monitoring during construction in the vicinity of the
identified prehistoric site. These documents are currently under review by the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation (ACHP) and the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO).

Sincerely,

Attachments



From: Bryne, Stephen
To: "admin@gabrielenoindians.org"
Cc: Baker, Sarah; Sparks, Shane
Subject: East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project
Date: Wednesday, September 4, 2019 1:27:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Dear Chairman Salas and Brandy Salas,
How are you? I hope you are fine.
I am following up on this project. LA Metro sent a letter to your tribe with the Programmatic
Agreement (PA) and Cultural Resources Monitoring and Treatment Plan (CRMTP) attached back in
June. Does the tribe have any comments or do you need any additional information at this time?
Thanks so much,
Stephen

STEPHEN BRYNE | Senior Archaeologist
stephen.bryne@icf.com | icf.com

ICF | 555 W. 5th Street, Suite 3100, Los Angeles, California 90013 USA | +1.805.794.1150 mobile
Twitter | LinkedIn

 
 
 



From: Jairo Avila
To: Bryne, Stephen
Cc: Fatehi Kimia (kfatehi@tataviam-nsn.us); Baker, Sarah; Sparks, Shane
Subject: Re: East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project
Date: Thursday, September 5, 2019 9:06:11 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Hello Stephen,

Thank you for the email.  Are you available for a call to discuss the CRMTP and PA? I have a
few questions and concerns with the documents.  Is there a day and time that works best for
you and your team?

Respectfully,

On Wed, Sep 4, 2019 at 1:24 PM Bryne, Stephen <Stephen.Bryne@icf.com> wrote:

Hi Kimia & Jairo,

How are you? I hope you both are fine.

I am following up on this project. LA Metro sent a letter to your tribe with the Programmatic
Agreement (PA) and Cultural Resources Monitoring and Treatment Plan (CRMTP) attached
back in June. Does the tribe have any comments or do you need any additional information
at this time?

Thanks so much,

Stephen

STEPHEN BRYNE | Senior Archaeologist

stephen.bryne@icf.com | icf.com

ICF | 555 W. 5th Street, Suite 3100, Los Angeles, California 90013 USA | +1.805.794.1150
mobile

Twitter | LinkedIn

--
Jairo F. Avila, M.A., RPA.



Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation Officer

Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians
1019 Second Street, Suite 1
San Fernando, California 91340 
Office: (818) 837-0794
Website: http://www.tataviam-nsn.us 



From: Jairo Avila
To: Bryne, Stephen
Cc: Fatehi Kimia (kfatehi@tataviam-nsn.us); Baker, Sarah; Sparks, Shane
Subject: Re: East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project
Date: Thursday, September 5, 2019 11:45:07 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Hello Stephen,

The FTBMI would greatly appreciate if the FTA and Metro can be present for this call as it
would constitute government to government consultation.  Can you coordinate this meeting
for a day within the next two weeks?  I can make myself available tomorrow after 12:00pm.

Thank you,

On Thu, Sep 5, 2019 at 11:02 AM Bryne, Stephen <Stephen.Bryne@icf.com> wrote:

Hi Jairo,

Thanks for getting back to me. I am available this afternoon to talk about the project. I have
a call at 12:30 but should be available after that. If you would like to have FTA and Metro to
take part, we will need to set up a conference call and I will have to see when they are
available.

Thanks again,

Stephen

From: Jairo Avila <jairo.avila@tataviam-nsn.us>
Sent: Thursday, September 5, 2019 9:05 AM
To: Bryne, Stephen <Stephen.Bryne@icf.com>
Cc: Fatehi Kimia (kfatehi@tataviam-nsn.us) <kfatehi@tataviam-nsn.us>; Baker, Sarah
<Sarah.Baker@icf.com>; Sparks, Shane <Shane.Sparks@icf.com>
Subject: Re: East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project

Hello Stephen,

Thank you for the email.  Are you available for a call to discuss the CRMTP and PA? I have
a few questions and concerns with the documents.  Is there a day and time that works best
for you and your team?

Respectfully,



On Wed, Sep 4, 2019 at 1:24 PM Bryne, Stephen <Stephen.Bryne@icf.com> wrote:

Hi Kimia & Jairo,

How are you? I hope you both are fine.

I am following up on this project. LA Metro sent a letter to your tribe with the
Programmatic Agreement (PA) and Cultural Resources Monitoring and Treatment Plan
(CRMTP) attached back in June. Does the tribe have any comments or do you need any
additional information at this time?

Thanks so much,

Stephen

STEPHEN BRYNE | Senior Archaeologist

stephen.bryne@icf.com | icf.com

ICF | 555 W. 5th Street, Suite 3100, Los Angeles, California 90013 USA |
+1.805.794.1150 mobile

Twitter | LinkedIn

--

Jairo F. Avila, M.A., RPA.

Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation Officer

Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians

1019 Second Street, Suite 1

San Fernando, California 91340 

Office: (818) 837-0794

Website: http://www.tataviam-nsn.us



--
Jairo F. Avila, M.A., RPA.
Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation Officer

Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians
1019 Second Street, Suite 1
San Fernando, California 91340 
Office: (818) 837-0794
Website: http://www.tataviam-nsn.us 



From: Jairo Avila
To: Bryne, Stephen
Cc: Sparks, Shane; Lisecki, Lee; Baker, Sarah; Davis, Walter; Hughes, Candice (FTA); Baghdasarian, Christina; Joel

Falter; Kimia Fatehi; Stadelmann, Charlotte
Subject: FTBMI East San Fernando Valley Transit Project CRMTP and PA Comments
Date: Thursday, October 24, 2019 3:13:32 PM

Hello Stephen,

On behalf of the Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation (THCP) Department of the
Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians (FTBMI), thank you for coordinating the
meeting between Metro, FTA, ICF, and the FTBMI to discuss the Proposed East San
Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project. The THCP Department had the opportunity to
review the Programmatic Agreement (PA) and Cultural Resources Treatment and Monitoring
Plan (CRTMP) and discuss these documents with the FTBMI Tribal Government to address
all concerns regarding the documents, field procedures, and the Projects potential impact on
Tribal Cultural Resources (TCR) significant to the FTBMI. The Project is located within the
traditional FTBMI ancestral territory which encompasses the lineage-villages from which
members of the FTBMI descend. Therefore, it is important that issues with the CRTMP and
PA are corrected to assure that best efforts are taken to understand the Cultural significance of
the TCRs within the Project and mitigate potential impacts to TCRs. Below is a review of the
items discussed at the meeting, focused on issues the FTBMI have with the CRTMP and the
PA.

The THCP Department takes issue with the way previously recorded cultural resource
information is interpreted in the CRTMP. The FTBMI finds the area in which the Project is
located to be associated with the ethnohistoric Village of Pasekinga. The general location of
the Village is documented in ethnographic accounts and is woven into various Native stories.
Section 2.1 of the CRTMP states that site CA-LAN-2681, located within the Project boundary
in an area where the Village is known to have been, cannot be attributed to Pasekinga because
"no conclusive ethnohistoric period artifacts have been found and no intact village or
residential deposit has been identified" (Pg 15). However, this site exhibited a small but
diverse assemblage of lithic and groundstone artifacts, considering it was identified during
construction monitoring in a narrow 2-meter by 60-meter trench. The diversity of the
assemblage indicates that the site occupants engaged in a wide variety of activities, suggesting
the site represents more than a single-use event and was more likely used by people through
time. While an absence of ethnohistoric artifacts from this assemblage means the site cannot
be confirmed as Pasekinga, there is not currently enough information to rule out that this
location may be part of, or associated with, the Village. Furthermore, the CRTMP indicates
that "because of the disturbed nature of the site context.... artifacts from the ROW would have
limited significance" (Pg 15). The FTBMI finds this statement to be inaccurate as all cultural
resources, in disturbed and undisturbed context, are significant and sacred to its members. 

Please note that this corridor Project is located less than 0.20 miles away from our Tribal
Administration Office in San Fernando, California. The FTBMI represents the families that
were enslaved at San Fernando Mission, and is a coalition of the peoples who descend from
Pasekinga. In the Mexican period, the FTBMI Tribal Captain Rogerio Rocha actually held that
land in Mexican trust and protection. This three-minute video addresses that relationship:
https://vimeo.com/348628953

Given the cultural sensitivity of the area, the FTBMI requests to be present to monitor all



archaeological testing proposed for CA-LAN-2681. The CRTMP does not state that Tribal
monitoring will occur for archaeological testing and the THCP Department would like the
document to be edited to include Tribal Monitoring during all archaeological investigations.
The THCP Department would also like clarification on the methods that the archaeological
consultant will employ to test the site.

1. Because the artifacts were only identified in back dirt during construction monitoring,
the vertical and horizontal extent of this cultural deposit have yet to be defined. Will
there be any attempt to identify the extent of the site outside of the boundary drawn
around where artifacts were identified during construction?

2. Additionally, the THCP Department would like to know if there will be an attempt to
relocate the previously discovered resources which were returned to the trench by the
monitor when the site was initially encountered?

3. Finally, in Section 3.2.2.3 (Isolate Finds) the CRTMP indicates that all isolates of CA-
LAN-2681 will be recorded as part of the site. The THCP Department would like
clarification regarding how TCR finds will be documented and if finds outside of the
site boundary, but within reasonable distance of the current boundary, will be recorded
as part of CA-LAN-2861?

To this point, the FTBMI find the boundary drawn around site CA-LAN-2681 to be arbitrary,
as it only represents where cultural material was observed during construction monitoring of a
narrow trench. There was no testing to identify the full extent of the cultural deposits. It is
highly likely that the site could extend outside of the arbitrary boundary. The FTBMI do not
recognize sites or Villages as being defined by arbitrary boundaries drawn around
archaeological artifacts and features identified during construction monitoring; cultural sites
cannot be defined by a line as they are part of a broader cultural landscape. The Project area is
known to be highly sensitive for cultural resources (see Pg 28) with a previous report
suggesting that an "intact prehistoric deposit could be present at a depth of 4 or more feet" (Pg
13). This indicates that the Project has a high likelihood of inadvertently encountering TCRs.
The THCP Department requests that Archaeological and Tribal monitoring occurs during all
construction ground disturbance along the 9.2-mile railway to assure that all inadvertent
discoveries are documented and mitigated. The goal is to avoid previous incidents of
encountering TCRs in back-dirt piles, after these resources have already been disturbed. All
cultural resources must be documented in real-time.

Lastly, the THCP Department would like to discuss the portion of the CRTMP which
addresses Tribal monitoring methods. The FTBMI take issue with the recommendation in the
CRTMP that Tribal monitoring be conducted on a weekly rotating basis by the various
consulting Tribes. Rotating Tribal monitoring on a weekly basis is inappropriate as it creates
the possibility of miscommunication and can create tension between multiple parties. The
Project area is located within the ancestral territory of the FTBMI and as such, all construction
activities receiving Tribal monitoring should have an FTBMI representative present at all
times. Other consulting Tribes do not represent the FTBMI and do not necessarily have the
same goals or connection to the Project area. It is not acceptable to suggest, as this policy
does, that all consulting Tribes are the same.

As previously stated in our meeting, the goal of these comments is not to cause a delay to
Project implementation but rather to find solutions to potential problems pertaining to cultural
resources and mitigate impacts to TCRs. A proactive approach to addressing these issues is
beneficial to all consulting parties. The THCP Department appreciates the commitment of the



agencies and the archaeological consultant to do their due diligence to address the concerns of
the FTBMI and preserve Tribal heritage.

Please let me know if you have any questions or would like to schedule a meeting to go over
this email.  The FTBMI look forward to continuing to work with you for the protection of
Tribal Cultural Resources. 

Respectfully,
--
Jairo F. Avila, M.A., RPA.
Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation Officer

Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians
1019 Second Street, Suite 1
San Fernando, California 91340 
Office: (818) 837-0794
Website: http://www.tataviam-nsn.us 



December 16, 2019

Jairo F. Avila, M.A., RPA.
Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation Officer
Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians
1019 Second Street, Suite 1
San Fernando, California 91340

Subject: Tribe’s Comments on East San Fernando Transit Corridor Project Cultural Resources Treatment
and Management Plan

Dear Preservation Officer Avila,

Thank you for your comments on the above listed draft document. We understand that the Fernandeño
Tataviam Band of Mission Indians (Tribe) finds the area in which the Project is located to be associated
with the ethnohistoric Village of Pasekinga. The general location of the Village is documented in
ethnographic accounts and is woven into various Native stories. While an absence of ethnohistoric
artifacts from this assemblage means the site cannot be confirmed as Pasekinga, there is not currently
enough information to rule out that this location may be part of, or associated with, the Village.
Furthermore, the Tribe states that all cultural resources, in disturbed and undisturbed context, are
significant and sacred to its members.

In your email of October 24, 2019, you state that the Tribe requests to be present to monitor all
archaeological testing proposed for CA LAN 2681. Metro agrees with this request.

As well, as requested by the Tribe, the Cultural Resources Treatment and Management Plan (CRTMP)
will be edited to include Tribal Monitoring during all archaeological investigations.

In addition, the Tribe requested clarification on the methods that the archaeological consultant will
employ to test the site:

1. Because the artifacts were only identified in back dirt during construction monitoring, the
vertical and horizontal extent of this cultural deposit have yet to be defined. Will there be any
attempt to identify the extent of the site outside of the boundary drawn around where artifacts
were identified during construction?

Response: The archaeological site (CA LAN 2681) was identified during archaeological
monitoring of trenching for the Pacific Pipeline. Because of this, the vertical and horizontal
extents of the site are unknown. We will attempt to define the vertical and horizontal limits of
the site to the extent possible; however, we will not be able to perform any archaeological
testing outside of the Project’s Area of Potential Effect.

2. Additionally, the THCP Department would like to know if there will be an attempt to relocate the
previously discovered resources which were returned to the trench by the monitor when the
site was initially encountered?



Response: It would be difficult to re locate any artifacts in the fill of the Pacific Pipeline
excavation; however, if there is an opportunity to examine or screen the materials in this
location, an attempt will be made to recover any prehistoric artifacts.

3. Finally, in Section 3.2.2.3 (Isolate Finds) the CRTMP indicates that all isolates of CA LAN 2681 will
be recorded as part of the site. The THCP Department would like clarification regarding how TCR
finds will be documented and if finds outside of the site boundary, but within reasonable
distance of the current boundary, will be recorded as part of CA LAN 2861?

Response: Isolated or individual artifacts that are identified within the documented site polygon
will be considered part of CA LAN 2681. As such, they will not be considered isolated finds, but
rather part of the material culture collection from this site.

Finally, the Tribe requested that archaeological and tribal monitoring occurs during all construction
ground disturbance along the 9.2 mile railway to assure that all inadvertent discoveries are documented
and mitigated. Metro agrees with the Tribe’s assertion that the boundary drawn around site CA LAN
2681 is arbitrary, as it only represents where cultural material was observed during construction
monitoring of a narrow trench. As well, there was no testing to identify the full extent of the cultural
deposits and it is highly likely that the site could extend outside of the arbitrary boundary. Metro
proposes that archaeological and tribal monitoring should be expanded to include the area within 300
feet of the boundary of CA LAN 2681. This larger area would likely encompass any cultural materials
associated with this site. However, Metro does not concur that archaeological and tribal monitoring is
warranted for the entire 9.2 mile railway since there is no evidence to indicate archaeological or tribal
cultural resources exist in the highly urbanized remainder of the project’s Area of Potential Effect.

Sincerely,



East San Fernando Valley Transit 
Corridor Finding of No Adverse Effect  Report 
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