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SECTION 1.0

INTRODUCTION

The Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) has initiated an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Tejon
Indian Tribe’s (Tribe’s) proposed Trust Acquisition and Casino Project. The Proposed Action consists of
the following: 1) the federal trust acquisition of a property in Kern County, California on behalf of the
Tribe; 2) issuance of a two-part determination by the Secretary of the Interior (Secretary) under Section
20 of IGRA that states gaming on the trust property would be in the best interest of the Tribe and not
detrimental to the surrounding community (25 USC 82719 [b][1][A]); and 3) the subsequent development
of a casino, hotel, and associated facilities. This scoping report describes the EIS scoping process,
identifies cooperating agencies, explains the purpose and need of the Proposed Action, describes project
alternatives, and summarizes the issues raised during the scoping process.

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) integrates environmental considerations into the
planning process and decisions of federal agencies. NEPA provides an interdisciplinary framework to
ensure that federal agency decision-makers consider environmental factors. NEPA requires the
preparation of an EIS for major federal actions that may significantly affect the quality of the
environment. Public involvement, which is an important aspect of NEPA, is provided for at various steps
in the EIS process. The first opportunity for public involvement is typically the EIS scoping process.

11 SCOPING PROCESS

The “scope” of an EIS is the range of environmental issues to be addressed, the types of project effects to
be considered, and the range of project alternatives to be analyzed. The EIS scoping process is designed

to provide an opportunity for the public and government agencies to have input into the scope of the EIS

and alternatives.

111 PuBLIC NOTICE

The first formal step in the preparation of an EIS is publication of a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an
EIS. The BIA published the NOI for the Proposed Action in the Federal Register on August 13, 2015
(Appendix A). The NOI described the Proposed Action and announced the initiation of the formal
scoping process and the 30-day public scoping comment period that concluded on September 14, 2015.
A notice was also published in the Bakersfield Californian on August 13 and August 16, 2015 and online
at www.tejoneis.com that announced the public scoping comment period and the date and location of the
public meeting (Appendix A). Direct mailings were sent to the State of California Office of Planning
and Research Clearing House, public agencies, tribal governments, and interested parties.

February 2019 1-1 Tejon Indian Tribe Trust Acquisition and Casino Project
Scoping Report



Section 1.0 Introduction

The project website (www.tejoneis.com) was launched on August 13, 2015. The website provides
information on the Proposed Action, EIS process, and comment opportunities. It also provides
documents developed to date, including the NOI and this Scoping Report. Additional documents,
including the Draft and Final EIS, will be added to the website as they are completed and released by the
BIA.

1.1.2 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Through the public scoping notices, the public was invited to submit comments during the public scoping
comment period. During the scoping period, 164 comment letters, including one form letter submitted by
135 individuals, were submitted via mail, e-mail, or hand-delivery. A list of commenters and all
comments received during the scoping process are included as Appendix B.

A public scoping meeting was conducted at 6:00 pm on September 1, 2015, at the East Bakersfield
Veteran’s Building to provide project information and to solicit public input on the EIS scope and
alternatives. The meeting was intended to obtain input early in the NEPA process on issues and potential
impacts to be assessed in the EIS, the purpose and need for the proposed action, and alternatives to
consider or eliminate from detailed analysis. The public scoping meeting was conducted in the format of
a formal public hearing. Approximately 66 people attended the public meeting, 9 of whom provided oral
comments. A court reporter/stenographer was available at the public scoping meeting to record oral
comments. A transcript of the public scoping meeting is provided as Appendix C. Comment forms were
available for attendees to provide input during the scoping meeting or to take home and mail to the BIA at
a later date.

1.2 COOPERATING AGENCIES

Under NEPA, the BIA is the lead agency for the evaluation of the Proposed Action consistent with
Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] 1500-
1508). The BIA may request that another agency having jurisdiction by law or having special expertise
with respect to anticipated environmental issues be a “cooperating agency.” Cooperating agencies
participate in the scoping process and, at the lead agency’s request, may develop information to be
included in the EIS.

On September 1, 2015, Kern County requested cooperating agency status, which was approved by the
BIA on September 10, 2015. Subsequently, the BIA formally invited the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA), National Indian Gaming Commission (NIGC), California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans), and the Tribe to serve as cooperating agencies for the EIS. As of the date of
this Scoping Report, the Tribe and USEPA have accepted cooperating agency status for the EIS; while
NIGC and Caltrans have not responded. Cooperating agency invitations and acceptance letters are
included in Appendix D.
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SECTION 2.0

PURPOSE AND NEED AND ALTERNATIVES

2.1 BACKGROUND

The Tribe is landless and, as a landless tribe, is not able to generate any meaningful governmental
revenues to provide for the health and welfare of its citizens. The Tribe has submitted an application for
land to be taken into federal trust for gaming purposes to meet the following objectives:

= Reestablish a homeland for the Tribe;

= Strengthen the socioeconomic status of the Tribe by fostering the Tribe’s ability to develop and
generate a revenue source that will be used to: fund essential tribal government operations;
deliver essential social, housing, governmental, administrative, educational, health and welfare
services to promote and protect the health and welfare of the Tribe and its members; and provide
capital for other economic development and investment opportunities, which would decrease the
Tribe’s and the surrounding community’s reliance on federal, state, and local funding and
assistance programs;

= Provide business and job opportunities for tribal members and non-tribal members;

= Provide housing, a health clinic and other infrastructure; and

= Improve local communities through economic opportunities.

Each of these purposes is consistent with the limited allowable uses for gaming revenues, as specified in
the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act (IGRA; 25 USC § 2710[b][2][A]).

2.2 FEDERAL PURPOSE AND NEED

The federal Proposed Actions are 1) the acquisition of the Site in trust pursuant to the Secretary's
authority under the Indian Reorganization Act, 25 USC 5108, and 2) issuance of a Secretarial
Determination (also known as a Two-Part Determination) to determine whether the Site is eligible for
gaming pursuant to the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act (IGRA), 25 U.S.C. § 2719 (b)(1)(A). The purpose
of the Proposed Actions is to facilitate tribal self-sufficiency, self-determination, and economic
development, thus, satisfying both the Department’s land acquisition policy as articulated in the
Department’s trust land regulations at 25 C.F.R. Part 151, and the principle goal of IGRA as articulated in
25 U.S.C. § 2701. The need for the Department to act on the Tribe’s application and the Tribe's request
for a Two-Part Determination is established by the Department’s regulations at 25 C.F.R. §§ 151.10(h)
and 151.12, and the Department’s regulations implementing Section 2719 of IGRA at 25 C.F.R.

8§ 292.18 and 292.21.
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Section 2.0 Purpose and Need and Alternatives

2.3 ALTERNATIVES IDENTIFIED DURING SCOPING

As described in Section 3.2, several alternative uses were suggested during scoping, including gaming
and non-gaming alternatives on a 306-acre property near Mettler, California (Mettler Site); a casino on
another site in Kern County; and the No Action Alternative. Alternatives to be evaluated in the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) are discussed in Section 2.4, and alternatives eliminated from
consideration are described in Section 2.5.

2.4 ALTERNATIVES TO BE ANALYZED WITHIN THE EIS

The EIS will evaluate a reasonable range of alternatives to meet the purpose and need. Table 2-1
summarizes the development alternatives to be analyzed in detail in the EIS that are described further
below. Alternative Al is the Tribe’s Proposed Project. However, the BIA (Lead Agency) may not

determine a Preferred Alternative until completion of the environmental analysis. If it is clearly known at
the time, a Preferred Alternative may be identified in the Draft EIS; otherwise, BIA will do so in the Final

EIS or Record of Decision (ROD). As described in NEPA Section 1502.14(e), a Preferred Alternative is

the alternative that the agency believes would fulfill its statutory mission and responsibilities, considering

economic, environmental, technical, and other factors.

TABLE 2-1
PROJECT ALTERNATIVES
EIS Alternative Al A2 A3 B C
o Casino Redu_ced Organic Alternative No Action
DESET e Resort S Farmin Location Alternative
Resort 9
Project Site Mettler Site Mancopg Highway -
Site
Fee-to-Trust Acreage? 306 acres 118 acres -
Casino? 166,500 sf | 147,000 sf - 166,500 sf -
Hotelt 226,000 sf | 177,500 sf ) 226,000 sf )
400 rooms | 300 rooms 400 rooms
Restaurants? 73,300 sf 56,700 sf - 73,300 sf -
Entertainment/Retail* 38,000 sf 33,000 sf - 38,000 sf -
Meeting Rooms? 53,000 sf 32,000 sf - 53,000 sf -
Parking Spaces? 4,500 3,600 - 4,500 spaces -
spaces spaces
Water/Wastewater Facilities? 13 acres 13 acres - 2 acres -
RV Parking* 22 acres - - 5 acres -
Organic Farm?! - - 306 acres - -
Notes:
1 — Values are approximate.
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Section 2.0 Purpose and Need and Alternatives

2.4.1 CASINO RESORT ON THE METTLER SITE

The Tribe currently owns an approximately 306-acre site near the community of Mettler in Kern County,
California, herein referred to as the Mettler Site. The regional location of the Mettler Site is shown in
Figure 1, while its immediate vicinity is shown in Figure 2. The Proposed Action under this alternative
includes: 1) the federal trust acquisition of the Mettler Site on behalf of the Tribe; 2) issuance of a two-
part determination by the Secretary of the Interior (Secretary) under Section 20 of IGRA; and 3) the
subsequent development of a portion of the trust property with a variety of commercial uses including,
but not limited to, a casino, hotel and spa, meeting rooms, live entertainment venue, restaurants, bars,
retail facilities, parking, and other supporting facilities. The remainder of the Mettler Site would remain
undeveloped in the near term, but could eventually developed at the discretion of the Tribe. Potential
future land uses on the Mettler Site could include residential, commercial, and agricultural uses, as well as
a community park, tribal administration office, health center, or public areas. Potential development of
the remainder of the Mettler Site will be evaluated in the cumulative analysis of the EIS. A site plan for
this alternative, including potential future uses, is shown in Figure 3.

2.4.2 REDUCED CASINO RESORT ON THE METTLER SITE

As with the alternative described in Section 2.4.1, this alternative would also involve the fee-to-trust
transfer of the Mettler Site, two-part determination by the Secretary, and subsequent development of a
casino and hotel resort complex; however, most project components would be reduced in size under this
alternative. The remainder of the Mettler Site would remain undeveloped in the near term, but could

eventually be developed at the discretion of the Tribe. A site plan for this alternative, including potential
future uses, is shown in Figure 4.

2.4.3 ORGANIC FARMING ON THE METTLER SITE

This alternative would involve the fee-to-trust transfer of the Mettler Site and subsequent operation of an
organic farm. A two-part determination by the Secretary would not be required as no gaming would
occur on the site once it was in trust.
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Section 2.0 Purpose and Need and Alternatives

244 CASINO RESORT ON AN ALTERNATIVE SITE

The EIS will evaluate at least one additional site for the development of a casino resort. This alternative
would be similar in nature to the casino resort described above for the Mettler Site (refer to Section 2.4.1
above), as it would also involve: 1) the federal trust acquisition of the alternative site on behalf of the
Tribe; 2) issuance of a two-part determination by the Secretary; and 3) the subsequent development of a
casino resort, including a hotel and spa, meeting rooms, live entertainment venue, restaurants, bars, retail
facilities, parking, and other supporting facilities.

Potential locations for alternative sites that may be able to meet the purpose and need described in
Section 2.2 are currently being considered. At this time, one potential alternative site/area has been
identified: the Maricopa Highway Site (Figure 1) as described below.

Maricopa Highway Site

The approximately 118-acre Maricopa Highway Site is located within the Historic 1851 Tejon Treaty
Area, approximately 0.75 west of the Mettler Site at the southwest corner of the I-5 and State Route 166
(SR-166) intersection. The Maricopa Highway Site and its immediate vicinity is shown in Figure 5. A
site plan for this alternative, including potential future uses, is shown in Figure 6.

2.4.5 NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE

Under the No Action Alternative, as required by NEPA Section 1502.14(d), none of the development
alternatives considered within the EIS would be implemented. The No Action Alternative assumes that
none of the alternative sites considered would be taken into trust and existing uses on the alternative sites
would not change in the near term.

2.5 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED BUT ELIMINATED FROM
FURTHER CONSIDERATION

Alternatives, other than the No Action Alternative, were screened based on four criteria: 1) extent to
which they meet the purpose and need for the Proposed Action, 2) feasibility, 3) ability to reduce
environmental impacts, and 4) ability to contribute to a reasonable range of alternatives. The intent of the
analysis of alternatives in the EIS is to present to decision-makers and the public a reasonable number of
alternatives that are both feasible and sufficiently different from each other in critical aspects. Several
alternatives were considered and rejected for full EIS analysis based on the above criteria, and these are
summarized below.
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Section 2.0 Purpose and Need and Alternatives

25.1 NON-GAMING DEVELOPMENT FOR EACH OF THE ALTERNATIVE LOCATIONS
WITHIN THE TRIBE'S TRADITIONAL TERRITORY

This alternative was suggested by a commenter during the public scoping period. The Mettler and
Maricopa Highway sites are located within the central portion of the Historic 1851 Tejon Treaty Area.
These alternative sites are described above in Section 2.4. Analyzing non-gaming alternatives at the
alternative sites would not meaningfully add to the range of alternatives as environmental impacts would
be similar to the gaming alternatives evaluated on the same sites and socioeconomic impacts would be
similar to the non-gaming alternative at the Mettler Site. There are no characteristics at the alternative
sites that would make non-gaming development substantially more profitable than the Mettler Site.

252 FUTURE EXPANSION ALTERNATIVE

This alternative was suggested by a commenter during the public scoping period. This alternative would
include future expansion plans of the proposed casino beyond what is being currently proposed by the
Tribe. The respective sizes of the proposed alternatives described above were determined based on a
market demand analysis; therefore, a casino larger than those proposed would not be feasible and this
alternative was eliminated from consideration. As described in Section 2.4, potential future non-gaming
development will be considered within the EIS.

2.5.3 TEJON INDUSTRIAL COMPLEX SITE

This alternative would be located on the Tejon Industrial Complex Site south of the Outlets at Tejon at the
junction of 1-5 and South Wheeler Ridge Road. Gaming and non-gaming options were considered for this
site; however, this alternative site was eliminated from consideration due to land availability.

254 TAFT HIGHWAY SITE

This alternative would be located on the Taft Highway Site, northeast of the I-5 and SR-119 intersection.
A casino resort development similar to Alternative A1 was considered on this site; however, as the Taft
Highway Site is not located within the Tribe’s Historic 1851 Tejon Treaty Area, this site was eliminated
from further consideration.
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SECTION 3.0
ISSUES IDENTIFIED DURING SCOPING

3.1 INTRODUCTION

A process referred to as “scoping” is used consistent with applicable federal regulations for determining
the range of issues to be addressed during the environmental review of a Proposed Action (25 Code of
Federal Regulations [CFR] 81501.7; 59 IAM 3-H). The scoping process entails a determination of
relevant issues by soliciting comments from agencies, organizations, and individuals. The public scoping
comment period for the Tejon Indian Tribe’s (Tribe’s) Trust Acquisition and Casino Project (Proposed
Project’s) Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) began with the publication of the Notice of Intent (NOI)
on August 13, 2015. The comment period closed on September 14, 2015. The issues that were raised
during the public scoping comment period are summarized in this Scoping Report.

The following section lists each of the major issue areas raised during the scoping process. Specific
issues and questions are discussed in each section and will be further addressed in the EIS. General
comments, concerns, and questions not falling within one of the major issue areas below, or topics that do
not fall within the scope of the EIS, are discussed in Section 3.2.16. Additional issues not specifically
raised but which the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) intends to address in the EIS also are discussed.
Copies of the comment letters received during the scoping process appear in Appendix B. A transcript of
the public scoping meeting held at the East Bakersfield Veteran’s Building in Bakersfield, CA, on
September 1, 2015, is provided in Appendix C.

3.2 ISSUES IDENTIFIED DURING SCOPING

This section contains a summary of comments received during the EIS scoping process. These comment
summaries are categorized by issue area. A general summary of the expected scope of the EIS for each
issue area category is also provided.

3.2.1 PURPOSE AND NEED AND ALTERNATIVES

Comments

The following comments and questions regarding the purpose and need statement and scope of the
alternatives were provided during scoping:

= The project description should identify development of supporting facilities, including parking,
transportation improvements, water and wastewater facilities, and other utilities upgrades.
= The project must include housing developments also proposed by the Tribe.
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Section 3.0 Issues Identified During Scoping

= Are there going to be homes next to the casino for tribal members? Will there be a cultural
center?

= Will the project site be used for growing and harvesting marijuana?

= Utilize the Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) standard for green building.
Separate smoking sections to allow the remainder of the facility to pursue LEED certification.

= Describe the use of all acres on the project site, including the undeveloped portions.

= Why was this project site chosen? Did the Tejon Ranch influence the site selection?

= The BIA should consider the Indian Reorganization Act and Indian Gaming Regulatory Act
(IGRA) gaming eligibility determination.

= |s the project a two-part determination?

= The purpose and need should be carefully considered and written by the BIA, and should
incorporate the need to promote the Tribe’s economic development, self-sufficiency, and self-
government; and the need to avoid detrimental effects to the surrounding community.

= What will the casino revenue be used for (e.g. tribal housing, State commerce)?

= |s there a need for a casino within a one-hour drive of another casino?

= Why does the Tribe need 306 acres for this project?

= The EIS should consider more than one alternative, including an off-site alternative.

= Alternatives in several off-Reservation locations within the Tribe’s traditional territory should be
considered. Each location should be evaluated for gaming and non-gaming development.

= Different development scenarios for the same location should not be considered separate
alternatives if the federal action is the same.

= Alternatives should not be chosen for the purpose of rejecting the location as unsuitable for
development.

= The EIS should consider a gaming alternative in the Tribe’s traditional territory.

= A project alternative should consider the possibility of future expansion.

= The Proposed Project’s National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process cannot be segmented
by not considering future expansion onto adjacent lands.

= Evaluate the No Action Alternative.

= Quantify the differences between the Proposed Project and Alternatives in terms such as area of
land disturbed, quantity of impervious surfaces, vegetation affected, etc. Provide a comparison
table of alternatives.

= The enforceability of mitigation measures should be discussed.

EIS Scope

Pursuant to the BIA’s NEPA Guidebook (59 IAM 3-H) dated August 2012, the EIS will include an
explanation of the purpose of and need for the proposed action. Similar to Section 2.2 of this Scoping
Report, the purpose and need of the EIS will describe what the underlying issues are that the BIA is
attempting to address with the action. The EIS will evaluate a reasonable range of alternatives to meet the
purpose and need, including the No Action alternative.
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Section 3.0 Issues Identified During Scoping

Alternatives expected to be analyzed within the EIS are described in Section 2.0. The EIS will provide a
description of the necessary federal action(s) and reasonably foreseeable development under each
alternative. This description will contain sufficient detail to conduct the required analysis including
descriptions of supporting facilities, including parking, transportation improvements, water and
wastewater facilities, and other utilities upgrades. Additionally, the EIS will provide a description of any
alternatives eliminated from further analysis with the rationale for elimination. Each of the alternatives
will be thoroughly analyzed to an equal level within the EIS and, if warranted, mitigation measures
specific to each alternative shall be recommended. The enforceability of mitigation measures will be
discussed.

3.2.2 GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Comments

The following comments and questions regarding geology and soils were provided during scoping:

= Geology and soils should be studied.
= Discuss seismic conditions.
= Include information regarding earthquake faults near the project site.

EIS Scope

In support of the EIS, relevant federal, state, and local documents and literature will be reviewed; a site
visit will be conducted to evaluate the existing landform and soil conditions on site; and land resource
opportunities and constraints will be identified. The EIS will include a description of the geological,
seismic, topographic, site drainage, and soil conditions on each of the alternative sites, as well as an
analysis of potential impacts on these resources resulting from each alternative. Mitigation measures, if
warranted, will be discussed in the EIS.

3.2.3 WATER RESOURCES
Comments

The following comments and questions regarding water resource issues were provided during scoping:

= Describe all Waters of the U.S. that could be affected by the project alternatives, and provide
maps of such waters within the project area. Include acreages, channel lengths, habitat types,
values, and functions of these waters.

= Identify nonpoint sources of pollution, and minimize project footprint to reduce impervious
surfaces.

= Discuss on-site water supply, water quality, and reclaimed water use.
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= Discuss the source of drinking water, including whether the development of an on-site drinking
system is proposed. Specify if the system will be classified as a public water system (PWS) or
Non-Transient/Non-Community (NTNC) system and discuss the requirements.

= Will water need to be purchased?

= How many gallons can the on-site well provide?

= Include the purchase, installation, and implementation of water-efficient measures as part of the
project.

= Alter the project design to avoid water features as possible. Minimize project footprint and
reduce impervious surfaces.

= Will Pleito Creek or other streams need to be altered? If so, permits will be required.

= Divert runoff into stormwater treatment structures and other low impact development (LI1D)
features.

= Discuss the potential for local groundwater overdraft and the effects of pumping on nearby wells.

= |dentify nearby land subsidence resulting from groundwater pumping.

= Discuss the drought and evaluate impacts on California’s scarce water resources.

= The EIS should address the water usage impacts of air quality Best Management Practices
(BMPs), particularly from watering down construction areas.

= Flooding and runoff of debris (including agricultural chemicals and mine debris) should be
accounted for.

= The Tribe should develop agreements with surrounding communities to address groundwater
issues and local groundwater sustainability plans.

= Coordinate with the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) whether a Clean Water
Act (CWA) 404 permit is required.

EIS Scope

In support of the EIS, existing documentation regarding surface water and groundwater, including aerial
photographs, will be reviewed; the County and federal government will be consulted; and on-site and
adjacent drainage facilities and flooding potentials will be evaluated. The EIS will include a description
of watersheds, water features (including acreages, channel lengths, habitat types, values, and functions of
these waters), drainage patterns, floodplains, groundwater conditions, and water quality for each of the
alternative sites, as well as analysis of potential impacts resulting from all alternatives on these resources
resulting from each alternative. The EIS will address issues related to stormwater runoff, nonpoint
sources of pollution, creation of impervious surfaces, and flooding, including impacts to surface water
and groundwater quality. If on-site groundwater wells are determined to be a feasible option for water
supply, the EIS will analyze the potential for local groundwater overdraft and the effects of pumping on
nearby wells. If on-site wastewater treatment and disposal is determined to be a feasible option for
wastewater services, the EIS will analyze the potential for impacts to groundwater quality and the
potential for reclaimed water use. Mitigation measures to avoid or reduce impacts to water quality and
water resources, if warranted, will be recommended in the EIS.

February 2019 3-4 Tejon Indian Tribe Trust Acquisition and Casino Project
Scoping Report



Section 3.0 Issues Identified During Scoping

3.24 AIR QUALITY AND GREENHOUSE GASES

Comments

The following comments and questions regarding air quality issues were provided during scoping:

= Discuss the contribution of dust storms to poor visibility and bad air quality, especially in relation
to construction.

= Discuss ambient air quality conditions, National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS),
criteria pollutant nonattainment areas, and potential air quality impacts for each alternative.

= The project site is located in a nonattainment area for 2008 8-hour 0zone NAAQS and 24-hour
PM.5 NAAQS, and in a maintenance area for PMy,.

= Kern County has poor air quality, which results in increased risk of lung cancer, asthma attacks,
heart attacks, and premature death.

= Address Clean Air Act (CAA) Section 176 and general conformity regulations 40 CFR Part 51
and 93.

» The San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD) should be consulted with for
air quality standards and significance thresholds.

= Greenhouse gases (GHGSs) should be addressed.

= Discuss construction related impacts, including emissions of criteria air pollutants (CAPs) and
contributions to dust storms. Quantify project emissions during building and grading.

= Discuss air pollution from increased traffic.

=  Provide emissions estimates of all criteria pollutants and diesel particulate matter (DPM),
including ozone and PMs.

= Address air quality impacts to elderly citizens and citizens sensitive to contaminated air and
disclose health risks associated with vehicle and mobile emissions.

= Consider available mitigations for PM1o, PM25, DPM, NOx, and volatile organic compounds
(VOCs), and include on-site air quality mitigation measures.

= Evaluate energy conservation possibilities and GHG emissions associated with energy use.
Include energy efficiency measures as BMPs to reduce GHG emissions.

= Consider alternative power sources. Consider utilizing solar energy, including rooftop
photovoltaics (PV) and/or PV carports over parking lots. Shading parking areas would also
reduce evaporative emissions of air pollutants form parked vehicles.

= Consider using combined heat and power to meet heating and energy loads.

= Include a Construction Emissions Mitigation Plan (CEMP) for fugitive dust and DPM for
adoption into the Record of Decision (ROD). Within the CEMP, include the following mitigation
measures:

0 Prepare an inventory of all equipment prior to construction and identify the suitability of
add-on emission controls for each piece of equipment before groundbreaking. Control
technologies such as particle traps and specialized catalytic converters can significantly
reduce emissions.
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0 Ensure that diesel-powered construction equipment is properly tuned and maintained, and
shut off when not in direct use.

o Prohibit engine tampering to increase horsepower, except when meeting manufacturer’s
recommendations.

0 Locate diesel engines, motors, and equipment staging areas as far as possible from
residential areas and sensitive receptors (schools, daycare centers, and hospitals).

0 Reduce construction-related trips of workers and equipment, including trucks. Develop a
construction traffic and parking management plan that minimizes traffic interference and
maintains traffic flow.

0 Lease or buy newer, cleaner equipment (1996 or newer model), using a minimum of 75
percent of the equipment’s total horsepower.

0 Use lower-emitting engines and fuels, including electric, liquefied gas, hydrogen fuel
cells, and/or alternative diesel formulations.

o0 Implement the following Fugitive Dust Source Controls:

= Stabilize open storage piles and disturbed areas by covering and/or applying
water or chemical/organic dust palliative where appropriate, to both inactive and
active sites, during workdays, weekends, holidays, and windy conditions.

= Install wind fencing and phase grading operations where appropriate, and operate
water trucks for surface stabilization under windy conditions.

= When hauling material and operating non-earthmoving equipment, prevent
spillage and limit speeds to15 miles per hour (mph). Limit speed of earth-
moving equipment to 10 mph.

EIS Scope

The EIS will include a description of the regional climate, existing ambient air quality, toxic air emission
sources, NAAQS, criteria pollutant nonattainment areas, and pollutants of concern in the vicinity of the
alternative sites. The latest version of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) approved
California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) will be used to quantify project emissions during
both construction and operational phases. The calculated construction emissions will include an analysis
of fugitive dust and DPM. The calculated operational emissions will include increases due to increased
vehicle traffic based on trip generation. The EIS will discuss the need to conduct a general conformity
analysis pursuant to CAA Section 176 and general conformity regulations 40 CFR Part 51 and 93.
Potential impacts associated with GHGs and climate change will be analyzed within the cumulative
section of the EIS. Mitigation measures, if warranted, will be recommended in the EIS.

3.2.5 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Comments

The following comments and questions regarding biological resources were provided during scoping:
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= Identify and provide a study locating all petitioned and listed threatened and endangered species
and critical habitat that might occur within the project area. Quantify direct effects.

= Are there migration corridors from the lower Sierra Nevada and Transverse Ranges? Are there
migration corridors for elk near the Grapevine?

= Describe all Waters of the U.S. that could be affected by project alternatives. Include maps that
identify all waters in the area.

= Consultation may be required under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and Migratory Bird
Treaty Act (MBTA). The project site is within a migratory corridor. Include a description of any
consultation.

= Describe how the project will meet the requirements of Executive Order (EO) 13112 regarding
new landscaping, including the use of native or invasive species. Incorporate pollinator-friendly
practices into new landscaping.

= Address impacts to cactus, San Joaquin coachwhip, burrowing owl, San Joaquin Kit fox, birds of
prey, and Atriplex tularenses.

= |dentify nighttime lighting impacts to nocturnal species.

EIS Scope

In support of the EIS, aerial photographs and local, state, and federal documents will be reviewed; site
visits and field reviews will be performed; biological resources will be mapped and documented; and, if
warranted, wetland areas and Waters of the U.S. will be delineated. The EIS will include a description of
the habitat, Waters of the U.S., migration corridors, and plants and wildlife (including federal and state
listed threatened/endangered species and critical habitat) on the alternative sites, as well as the assessment
of reasonably foreseeable impacts of the alternatives on these resources, including potential impacts to
nocturnal species from nighttime lighting. Consultation with United States Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) and other relevant agencies will occur as appropriate. Mitigation measures, if warranted, will
be discussed in the EIS.

3.2.6 CULTURAL AND PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Comments

The following comments and questions regarding cultural and paleontological resources was provided
during scoping:

» The project site contains extensive archeological sites from the Kern Lake Yokuts (Hometwoli)
villages. Removing artifacts to the Bakersfield University will not prevent the sites from being
destroyed.

= Will artifacts or bodily remains halt the project?

= Non-Tejon Indian geologists should study the area prior to excavation and during construction.
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EIS Scope

In support of the EIS, a cultural records search will be conducted; local, state, and federal documents will
be reviewed; site visits and field review will be performed; and cultural resources will be mapped and
documented. The EIS will include a cultural resources analysis that identifies historical and
archaeological resources, if any, located within the alternative sites. Any reasonably foreseeable impacts
to historical and archaeological resources will be analyzed in the EIS, including potential impacts to as-
yet unknown archaeological sites could be uncovered during ground-disturbing activities at the alternative
sites. The EIS process will include consultation under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act (NHPA). Mitigation measures, including procedures in case of a find during construction, will be
discussed in the EIS.

3.2.7 SOCIOECONOMICS AND ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

Comments

Specific socioeconomic comments and questions raised during scoping include:

= Public health and safety must be addressed, including domestic violence, divorce, bankruptcy,
drug and alcohol abuse, risky or illicit sexual behavior, problem gambling, child neglect, and
family problems.

= Crime will increase, including money laundering, organized crime, street crime, DUI-related
accidents, home robberies, and mail theft. Address increased robberies from criminals following
casino winners home.

= Address the increase in need for child protection, marriage counseling, and other social service
programs, including for methamphetamine addiction, teenage pregnancy, and low education rates.

= Kern County is one of the poorest in the nation, and the poor tend to spend a greater percentage of
their income on gambling. The community of Mettler is a very low-income area; this is an
environmental justice issue.

= Identify impacts to the economy and private property rights.

= Socioeconomic impacts to landowners, businesses, and local and state governmental entities
should be addressed.

= The fiscal impact to the State of California and local jurisdictions must be addressed, including
the loss of sales tax, property tax, and State General Fund revenues.

= The EIS should consider the effects of leasing regulations and tax exemptions on the project site.

= The EIS should not assume that unemployed people within the region will be hired for
construction and operation of the project. Instead, the EIS should determine whether there is
sufficient skilled labor in the project region.

= Casino construction and operation does not always result in job creation and growth.

= Consider the impacts of people relocating into the area, including available housing and schools.

= Consider the affordability of moving, especially if the jobs created will be low wage.

= How will additional social services and workers be funded?
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= Will money be set aside for programs to address problem gambling?

EIS Scope

The EIS will include a description of the socioeconomic conditions of the Tribe and surrounding
communities, including the existing demographics, housing, employment, and income of the City of
Bakersfield, community of Mettler, and Kern County. The EIS will analyze reasonably foreseeable and
disproportionate impacts of the alternatives on minority and low-income populations, and analyze
socioeconomic issues such as employment, housing, tax revenues, local business revenue, property value,
problem gambling, crime rates, and fiscal impacts to established gaming facilities in the region.
Mitigation measures, if warranted, will be discussed in the EIS.

3.2.8 TRANSPORTATION

Comments

Specific comments and questions related to transportation raised during scoping include:

= A traffic study should be conducted, which should include a discussion of traffic circulation.

= |dentify transit access to the site, and discuss transportation to the site for employees and the local
community.

= Discuss increases traffic during construction and operation of the Proposed Project. Evaluate the
impacts of commuter traffic generated by employees, and how that traffic will affect the Proposed
Project.

= Evaluate the impacts of special event traffic, including weekend and evening peak hours for the
casino and hotel.

= Discuss the site access options (Wild Flower Street, South Sabodan Street, Valpredo Avenue,
and/or the unnamed road on the western Mettler Site boundary), traffic safety (including access to
private property in the area, increased accident potential, and increased incidents of drunk
driving), traffic congestion, and existing collision data.

= Address parking requirements and transportation infrastructure for guests and employees.

= Minimize traffic hazards and facilitate traffic flows to the site. Identify mitigation such as
upgrades to local roads, signage, and signaling.

= Discuss if freeway reconstruction is needed. Improvements should not be funded by taxpayer
dollars.

EIS Scope

The EIS will include a description of transportation systems currently serving the area, including an
analysis of existing study area roadways and intersections with the potential to be significantly impacted
by project traffic. In addition, pedestrian and transit conditions in the vicinity of the alternative sites will
be described. The EIS will provide an estimate of the total daily trips and peak hour trips generated by
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the alternatives, and include an analysis of any reasonably foreseeable impacts to site accesses and study
area roadways and intersections. Additionally, an analysis of special event traffic will be provided.
Mitigation measures, if warranted, will be discussed in the EIS.

3.2.9 LAND USE

Comments

The following comments and questions regarding land use were provided during scoping:

= |dentify potential impacts to land use within the County.

= Discuss the project’s consistency with the objectives of federal, state, tribal, and local land use
plans, policies, and controls applicable to the site.

= The casino will not be consistent with the rural character of the area.

= The project site is within some of the richest farmland in the world. This land is needed as
agricultural land for food production.

= Assess impacts on prime or unique agricultural lands, and to farmland of statewide or local
importance. Will farmland loss be replaced at a 1:1 ratio?

= The EIS needs to address the land use requirements and other issues associated with converting
agricultural land to commercial uses.

= Address the Williamson Act contractual obligations. Is the project site subject to Williamson Act
restrictions? If so, what financial consequences would result if the land is removed from
agricultural use?

= The project may affect nearby military bases.

= What, if any, community enhancement will occur?

EIS Scope

The EIS will identify existing public policies, including zoning and land use regulations (from County
Land Use Plans) currently applicable to the alternative sites. Agricultural lands on and in the vicinity of
the alternative sites will be identified and potential project related impacts, including those related to
Williamson Act contracts, will be analyzed. The potential for land use conflicts to be caused by the
alternatives will also be included within the EIS analysis. Mitigation measures, if warranted, will be
discussed in the EIS.

3.2.10 PUBLIC SERVICES AND UTILITIES

Comments

The following comments and questions regarding public services and utilities were raised during scoping:
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= Specify projected sanitary waste volumes, treatment strategies, disposal methods, and potential
impacts.

= Discuss on-site reclamation of wastewater as the area has no municipal sewer access. Will a
sewer facility or wastewater treatment plant (WWTP) be constructed? Discuss soil types should
infiltration for effluent disposal be chosen.

= Address increased demand for police and fire protection services. Local cities will have to
increase fire, police, and ambulance services.

= Address solid waste disposal. Will the casino recycle? What will be done with generated waste?

= A mitigation measure promising negotiations of a mitigation agreement is not acceptable.

EIS Scope

The EIS will include a description of the existing private and municipal services provided to the
alternative sites, either on-site or within the affected municipalities, including water supply, wastewater
treatment, utilities, solid waste collection and disposal, law enforcement, fire protection and emergency
medical services, electrical and natural gas service, telecommunications, schools, libraries, recreation and
parks. The EIS will provide an analysis of reasonably foreseeable impacts to these services within the
study area. Mitigation measures, if warranted, will be discussed in the EIS.

3.2.11 NoOIsSE

Comments

The following comments and questions regarding potential noise impacts were provided during scoping:

= Noise impacts must be considered, including traffic noise impacts during construction and
operation.

= Construction will create substantial impacts in the existing quiet area.

= Noise from commercial activity will be unusual given the surrounding land uses.

= Nighttime noise will disturb local residents.

EIS Scope

The EIS will include a description of noise terminology and methodology, as well as the ambient noise
surrounding the alternative sites. The EIS will provide an analysis of any reasonably foreseeable impacts
to sensitive noise receptors in the vicinity of the alternative sites from project construction and operation.
The analysis of operational noise will include traffic noise generation on local roadways, which will be
calculated using applicable trip generation data. Mitigation measures, if warranted, will be discussed in
the EIS.
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3.2.12 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Comments

The following comments and questions regarding hazardous materials were provided during scoping:

= Discuss soil contamination and pesticide residues present in project site soils. ldentify any
pesticide mixing on site, such as by interviewing individuals familiar with the site.

= Discuss the exposure of casino visitors to Valley Fever (the inhalation of Coccidioides fungus
spores released from the soil). Discuss the impacts of construction on disrupting fungus spores
and causing additional cases of Valley Fever. Valley Fever spores should be surveyed for on the
project site.

EIS Scope

The EIS will include a description of the potential hazardous materials on-site and in the vicinity of the
alternative sites, including Valley Fever spores. Public health issues will be identified for the proposed
facilities and surrounding area, including through site visits and review of local, state, and federal
documents and databases for incidences of past and current hazardous materials incidents and
involvements, including pesticides. Additionally, the EIS will address the potential for impacts
associated with hazardous materials, or the use of these materials during construction and operation of the
alternatives. Mitigation measures, if warranted, will be discussed in the EIS.

3.2.13 AESTHETICS
Comments

The following comments and questions regarding aesthetics were provided during scoping:

= The project site and surrounding land is undeveloped; this project will constitute a substantial
alteration to the landscape and will be visible for miles.

= Discuss the amount of artificial light from the project and affects to the dark skies in the Frazier
Park area. Light pollution will occur 24/7, which will be a new impact to the region.

= Lighting impacts to wildlife should be addressed, including migratory birds and nocturnal
animals.

= Lighting should be fully shielded. The International Dark Sky Association guidelines should be
included as conditions of development.

EIS Scope

The EIS will include a description of the alternative sites and surrounding land uses and community
character. Viewsheds will be identified and photographs of the site will be provided. Architectural
renderings will be utilized during analysis of potential aesthetic impacts. Scenic resources within the
County will be identified, including scenic highways. The EIS will provide an analysis of any reasonably
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foreseeable impacts to aesthetics within the study area, including from increased light and glare.
Mitigation measures, if warranted, will be discussed in the EIS.

3.2.14 INDIRECT EFFECTS / GROWTH INDUCING IMPACTS
Comments

The following comments and questions regarding potential project related indirect impacts were provided
during scoping:

= Analyze indirect impacts from land alteration of water features on agricultural lands and
farmland, biological resources, and air quality for each alternative.

= Assess growth-inducing indirect impacts to noise.

=  The casino will be a magnet for future development.

EIS Scope

The EIS will provide an analysis of any reasonably foreseeable indirect and growth inducing effects from
project implementation. Indirect effects from traffic mitigation, utilities improvements, and/or other off-
site mitigation measures will be discussed and analyzed. Mitigation measures, if warranted, will be
discussed in the EIS.

3.2.15 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS
Comments

The following comments and questions regarding potential project related cumulative impacts were
provided during scoping:

= Define the geographic boundary for each resource analyzed, also describe its health and historic
context.

= |dentify other on-going, planned, and reasonably foreseeable projects in the County and
surrounding areas.

= Future trust acquisitions should be considered in the cumulative scenario, including by the Tribe.

= Focus cumulative discussions on resources with significant impacts before mitigation.

= |dentify which resources are analyzed under a cumulative setting, which are not, and why.

= Use methodology developed by Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) for assessing cumulative impacts.

= Evaluate cumulative impacts to wetlands and Waters of the U.S., air quality, biological resources,
and prime agricultural land.

= Evaluate cumulative traffic impacts from special events at the project site and other nearby
venues.
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= Propose mitigation when cumulative impacts are identified. Clearly state the BIA’s, Tribe’s, and
other entities’ mitigation responsibilities and mechanisms for implementation.

EIS Scope

The EIS will address the cumulative impacts of the alternatives in connection with reasonably foreseeable
actions and projects. “Cumulative impacts” refer to the effects of two or more projects that, when
combined, are considerable or compound other environmental effects. Cumulatively considerable
projects that have been proposed, approved, or described in the General Plan will be considered in the
cumulative year analysis. The EIS will define the geographic boundary for each resource analyzed, also
describe its health and historic context. The EIS will discuss cumulative impacts and identify appropriate
mitigation measures, as required by NEPA. Mitigation measures, if warranted, will be discussed in the
EIS.

3.2.16 PROCEDURAL AND NON-EIS ISSUES
Comments

The following comments and questions regarding the NEPA process and non-EIS related issues were
provided during scoping:

= The BIA should hold a second scoping meeting to correct errors stated in the first meeting.

» The anticipated EIS schedule is unrealistic.

= California voters oppose off-Reservation gaming.

= Permits should be acquired prior to approval of the trust request.

= The outcome of negotiations between the County and the Tribe should be made public before the
project is approved.

= The Tribe has no actual ancestral or cultural ties to the Kern Lake Indian peoples; tribes native to
the area should be allowed a determining voice in what happens to the project site.

= The casino is tearing up Indian families, and the Tribe is refusing membership to those who
should be allowed to be in the Tribe.

= Indian casinos throughout the country are dis-enrolling members.

= The Tribe claims to have poor members, but receives Revenue Sharing Trust Fund payments.

= What dollar percentages from revenue will be spent on what items?

= |dentify payments the Tribe receives since recognition.

= Choose the No Action Alternative.

= Expressions of opinion in favor or against the Proposed Project.

EIS Scope

The EIS will be prepared in accordance with applicable requirements, including those set out in NEPA
(42 United States Code [USC] 4321 et seq.); the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Regulations

February 2019 3-14 Tejon Indian Tribe Trust Acquisition and Casino Project
Scoping Report



Section 3.0 Issues Identified During Scoping

for Implementing NEPA (40 CFR 8 1500 — 1508); and the BIA’s NEPA Guidebook (59 IAM 3-H) dated
August 2012. These issues will be discussed to the extent required under the NEPA process. While
generally these are legal and policy issues, sufficient information will be provided to allow public
understanding of the background, issues and processes involved, and to encourage informed comment by
the public and consideration of decision makers. The NOI was published in the Federal Register and
scoping period was conducted pursuant to 40 CFR 1501.7, 40 CFR 1506.6, and 59 IAM 3-H. A
newspaper notice was published in the Bakersfield Californian. Approximately 66 citizens attended the
public scoping meeting, and 164 total comment letters were received. Therefore, the public scoping
process adequately informed the public and collected scoping comments. The public will have an
additional opportunity to comment during the public review period of the Draft EIS.
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EIS SCHEDULE AND PUBLIC REVIEW

The current schedule anticipates that the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be available
for public review in 2019. The public review period for the Draft EIS will be at least 45 days. A public
hearing on the Draft EIS will be held during the review period. After public comment on the Draft EIS,
the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) will publish a Final EIS. The BIA will wait at least 30 days after the
Final EIS is released before issuing a decision on the Proposed Action.
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AGENCY CONTACTS AND DOCUMENT PREPARERS

5.1 LEAD AGENCY

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS PACIFIC REGIONAL OFFICE

Amy L. Dutschke, Regional Director
Chad Broussard, Environmental Protection Specialist

2800 Cottage Way # W2820
Sacramento, CA 95825
www.bia.gov

(916) 978-6000

5.2 COOPERATING AGENCIES
U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY REGION 9

Kathleen Martyn Goforth, Manager, Environmental Review Office

KERN COUNTY
Lorelei H. Oviatt, AICP, Director

TEJON INDIAN TRIBE

Octavio Escobedo, Chairman

5.3 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS
ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES (AES)

www.analyticalcorp.com

Project Director: David Zweig, P.E.

Project Manager: Bibiana Alvarez

Technical Staff: Aileen Mahoney
Dana Hirschberg
Glenn Mayfield
Casey Bodden

Marcus Barrango
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NOTICE OF INTENT



AUTHENTICATED
us.
i
GPO,

Federal Register/Vol. 80, No. 156/ Thursday, August

13, 2015/ Notices

48559

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Indian Affairs

[156A2100DD/AAKC001030/
AO0A501010.999900 253G]

Notice of Intent To Prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement for
the Tejon Indian Tribe’s Proposed
Trust Acquisition and Casino Project,
Kern County, California

AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs,
Interior.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice advises the public
that the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA)
as lead agency and the Tejon Indian
Tribe (Tribe) as cooperating agency
intend to gather information necessary
to prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the Tribe’s Proposed
Trust Acquisition and Casino Project,
Kern County, California. This notice
also opens public scoping to identify
potential issues, concerns and
alternatives to be considered in the EIS.
DATES: To ensure consideration during
the development of the EIS, written
comments on the scope of the EIS
should be sent as soon as possible and
no later than September 14, 2015. The
date of the public scoping meeting will
be announced at least 15 days in
advance through a notice to be
published in the local newspaper (the
Bakersfield Californian) and online at
http://www.tejoneis.com.

ADDRESSES: You may mail or hand-
deliver written comments to Amy
Dutschke, Regional Director, Bureau of
Indian Affairs, Pacific Region, 2800
Cottage Way, Sacramento, California
95825. Please include your name, return
address, and “NOI Comments, Tejon
Indian Tribe Project” on the first page
of your written comments. The location
of the public scoping meeting will be
announced at least 15 days in advance
through a notice to be published in the
local newspaper (the Bakersfield
Californian) and online at http://
www.tejoneis.com.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
John Rydzik, Chief, Division of
Environmental, Cultural Resource
Management and Safety, Bureau of
Indian Affairs, Pacific Regional Office,
2800 Cottage Way, Sacramento, Room
W=2820, Sacramento, California 95825,
telephone (916) 978—6051, email
john.rydzik@bia.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
proposed action and a reasonable range
of alternatives, including a no-action
alternative, will be analyzed in the EIS.
The Tribe has submitted a request to the

Department of the Interior (Department)
for the placement of approximately 306
acres of fee land in trust by the United
States upon which the Tribe would
construct a gaming facility. The facility
would initially be approximately
250,000 square feet, and in a subsequent
phase, an approximately 300-room hotel
and banquet space would be added.
Accordingly, the proposed action for the
Department is the acquisition requested
by the Tribe. The proposed fee-to-trust
property is located in unincorporated
Kern County, immediately west of the
town of Mettler and approximately 14
miles south of the City of Bakersfield.
The property is comprised of four
parcels, Assessor’s Parcel Numbers
(APN’s) 238—204—-02, 238-204—-04, 238—
204-07 and 238-204—14. The purpose of
the proposed action is to improve the
economic status of the Tribal
government so it can better provide
housing, health care, education, cultural
programs, and other services to its
members.

The proposed action encompasses the
various Federal approvals which may be
required to implement the Tribe’s
proposed economic development
project, including approval of the
Tribe’s fee-to-trust application. The EIS
will identify and evaluate issues related
to these approvals, and will also
evaluate a range of reasonable
alternatives. Other possible alternatives
currently under consideration are a
reduced-intensity casino alternative, an
alternate-use (non-casino) alternative
and one or more off-site alternatives.
The range of issues and alternatives may
be expanded based on comments
received during the scoping process.

Areas of environmental concern
preliminarily identified for analysis in
the EIS include land resources; water
resources; air quality; noise; biological
resources; cultural/historical/
archaeological resources; resource use
patterns; traffic and transportation;
public health and safety; hazardous
materials and hazardous wastes; public
services and utilities; socioeconomics;
environmental justice; visual resources/
aesthetics; and cumulative, indirect, and
growth-inducing effects. Additional
information, including a map of the
project site, is available by contacting
the person listed in the FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT section of this
notice.

Public comment availability:
Comments, including names and
addresses of respondents, will be
available for public review at the BIA
address shown in the ADDRESSES
section, during regular business hours, 8
a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except holidays. Before

including your address, telephone
number, email address, or other
personal identifying information in your
comment, you should be aware that
your entire comment—including your
personal identifying information—may
be made publicly available at any time.
While you can ask in your comment that
your personal identifying information
be withheld from public review, BIA
cannot guarantee that this will occur.

Authority: This notice is published in
accordance with sections 1503.1 and
1506.6 of the Council on Environmental
Quality Regulations (40 CFR parts 1500
through 1508) implementing the
procedural requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as
amended (42 U.S.C. 43214345 et seq.),
and the Department of the Interior
National Environmental Policy Act
Regulations (43 CFR part 46), and is in
the exercise of authority delegated to the
Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs by
209 DM 8.

Dated: August 6, 2015.
Kevin K. Washburn,
Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs.
[FR Doc. 2015-19973 Filed 8—12-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4337-15-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Indian Affairs

[156A2100DD/AAKC001030/
A0A501010.999900 253G]

Indian Gaming

AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of Tribal-State Class III
Gaming Compacts taking effect.

SUMMARY: The Department provides
notice that the Indian Gaming Compact
between the State of New Mexico and
Ohkay Owingeh governing Class III
gaming (Compact) is in effect pursuant
to the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act.
DATES: Effective Date: August 13, 2015.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Paula L. Hart, Director, Office of Indian
Gaming, Office of the Deputy Assistant
Secretary—Policy and Economic
Development, Washington, DC 20240,
(202) 219-4066.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under
section 11 of the Indian Gaming
Regulatory Act (IGRA) Public Law 100—
497, 25 U.S.C. 2701 et seq., the
Secretary of the Interior shall publish in
the Federal Register notice of approved
Tribal-State compacts for the purpose of
engaging in Class III gaming activities
on Indian lands. As required by 25 CFR
293.4, all compacts are subject to review
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The BAKERSFIELD CALIFORNIAN Ad Number: 13944628 PO #: )
P. 0. BOX 440 Edition: TBC Run Times 2
BAKERSFIELD. CA 93302 Class Code Public Notices
Start Date  8/13/2015 Stop Date 8/16/2015
BIBIANA ALVAREZ Billing Lines 80 Inches 6.60
1801 7TH STREET.STE 100 Total Cost % 867.20 Account 98485969
SACRAMENTO C}\ 95811 Billing BIBIANA ALVAREZ
’ Address 1801 7TH STREET,STE 160
SACRAMENTO,CA 95811
STATE OF CALITORNIA otctorin: 0
First Text

1 AM A CITIZEN OF THE UNITED STATES AND A RESIDENT
OF THE COUNTY AFORESAID: I AM OVER THE AGE OF
EIGHTEEN YEARS, AND NOT A PARTY TO OR INTERESTED
IN THE ABOVE ENTITLED MATTER. I AM THE ASSISTANT
PRINCIPAL CLERK OF THE PRINTER OF THE BAKERSFIELD
CALIFORNIAN, A NEWSPAPER OF GENERAL CIRCULATION,
PRINTED AND PUBLISHED DAILY IN THE CITY OF
BAKERSFIELD COUNTY OF KERN,

AND WHICH NEWSPAPER HAS BEEN ADJUDGED A
NEWSPAPER OF GENERAL CIRCULATION BY THE SUPERIOR
COURT OF THE COUNTY OF KERN, STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
UNDER DATE OF FEBRUARY 5, 1952, CASE NUMRBER 57610,
THAT THE NOTICE, OF WHICH THE ANNEXED IS A PRINTED
COPY, HAS BEEN PUBLISHED IN EACH REGULAR AND
ENTIRE 1SSUE OF SAID NEWSPAPER

ANDNOT IN ANY SUPPLEMENT THEREOF ON THE
FOLLOWING DATES, TO WIT: 8/16/15

8/13/15

ALL IN YEAR 2015

1 CERTIFY (OR DECLARE) UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY
THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

DATED AT BAKERSFIELD CALIFORNIA

AUG 17 2018

Printed on &/17/2015 at 9:03:01AM

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIORBureau of Indi

Ad Number 13944628

) |
DEFARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Burean of Indlan Affalrs

Notlee of Intent Fo Prepare nn Environmental lmpact Statement for the TeJon Indlan
{ Trlbe's Proposed Trust Acqulsltlon and Casiuo Project, Kern Cousty, Callfornla

AGENCY: Burcau of Indlan Aféalrs, lnterlor,
ACTION: Notlee.

SUMMARY: This notlee advises the public that the Bureaw of Indian Afairs (B1A) as fead
agency and the Tejon Indlan Tribe (Tribe) as cooperating agency Intend to gather
Information necessary to prepare mn Envlronmental Impart Statement (B1S} for the Trlbe's
Propased Tnast Acgulsltion and Caslno Project, Kern Cnundy, Californla, This notlce alsn
i)pctl:.s Ei:é:licscophw 10 1dentlfy potentlal issves, concerns and alternatives to be considered
- In {he EIS,
DATES: To cnsure conslderation durlug the development of the KIS, wrltten commnents on
the scope of the EIS should by sent as soon as possible and no fater than Monday, September
14, 2015. The publle scoplng mecting will be held en Tuesday, Septcmber 1, 2015, from
6:00 p.nt, until the last public comment 1s recelved.
ADDRESSES: You may mall or hand-deliver written comments to Amy Dutschike,
Reglonal Dlrector, Burcaw of fndian Affatrs, Paclfle Reglon, 2800 Cottage Way,
Sacramento, California 98825, Please Include your umne, return address, and "NO1
Comments, Tejon Lndlan Tribe Project" on the first page of your written comments. The
scoplng meettng wifl be held at East Bakersdield Veteran's Bulldlng, Room 1, 21 2101 Rldge
Rond, Bakersflekd, Californla 93305.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John Rydzik, Chief, Dlvision of
: Envitoruniental, Cultural Resource Mnl{%gcmcnt and Snfeiar. Burenu of Ind]an Affalrs,
Paclfle Reglonal Office, ZB00 Cotiage Wiy, Sacramento, Room W-2820, Sucramento,
California 95 825, telephone (31619786051, e-mall john.rydzik@@hta.gov. Luformation
Ls also avallable online at www.telonels.com,

UPFLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The proposed actton and a reasonable range of
aliernatives, Including ¢ no-actlon alternailve, will e analyzed In the E1S. The Ttbe has
submitted a request to the Department of the Interlor (Department) for the plarement of
approximately 306 acres of fre land in trust by the United States upon which the Tribe
would construet & gaming facility. The facility would tnltfally be approximately 250,000
squarc fect, and In a subscquent phase, an approximately 300-room lotel and barquet

-space would be added, Aecordingly, the proposed acHo for the Department 1s the
acqulsition requested by the Tribe. The proposed fee-to-trust property is located in 1
unincorporated Kern County, Immedlately tvest of the town of Mett)ér and approximately |
.14 miles south of the City of Bakersfleld. The property ts comptised of four parecls, :
:Assessor's Parcel Numbers (APN's) 238-204-02, 238.204-04, 238-204-07 and
-238-204-14. The purpose of ihe proposed action ts to improve the econemie status of the
i Tribal government so {t can better provide housing, swealth care, edueation, cultural

| nrograms, and other services to lts members.

i The proposed action encompasses the varlous Federal approvals which may be required to
implement the Trihe's Emposed economic development project, including approval of the
Tribe's fee-to-trust applicatton. The EIS will identtfy and evaluate tssucs Telated to these
approvals, and will also evaluate a range of reasonable alternatives.

Other possible alternatives currently under conslderation ate a reduced-tntenstty casino
alternative, an altemate-use (non-casine) alternative and one or more off-site alternatlves.
The range of {ssues and alternatives may be expanded based on comments recelved during
the scoping process.

" Areas of environmental concern prelilnarily tdentlfled for analysls tn the E1S tnclude
land resources; water resources: air quality; notse; blelogleal resources;
cultural/hlstorical/archaeologleal resonrces; resource use patterns; traffic and
transportatlon; public health and safety; hazardous materials and hazardous wastes; public
services and utilitles; socloeconomics; environmental justice; visnal resources/aesthetics;
and cuniulative, indirect, and growth-lndueing effects. Addlilonal tnformation, iucluding a
n;&p of the project site, ts avatlable by contacting the person2sted in the FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION section of this hotice.

+PUBLIC COMMENT AVAILABILITY: Comments, includtng names and addresses of
cespondents, will be available for public review at the BIA address shown In the ;
ADDRESSES section, durlng regular business hours, 8 a.m, to 4:30 p.m.. Monday through
Friday, except holidays. Before inciuding %r{mr address, telephione nember, e-mail address,
ot other persomal tdentifying tnformation in your comunent, you should be aware that your
entlre cummcnt-mcludl‘?]g ﬂ{ourpersonal tdentifying informatt on-may be made publicly
evatlable at any thne. While you can ask In yoor comment that your personal ldentifying

‘informatior be withheld from public review, the BfA cannot guaraniee that this will eecar,
AUTHORITY: This notice ts published in accordance with secttons 1503.1 and 1506.6
of the Councll on Environmental Quality Regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508

lementing the procedural requirements of the Nadonal Envirazmental Policy Act of
1969, as amended (4211.5.C. 4321-4345 et seq,), and the Department of the Interior
National Environmental Pellcy Act Regulztions[43 CFR part 46), and is in the exercise of
authority delegated to the Assistant Secretary-lndian Affairs by 209 DM 8.

AUGUST 13,16 2015
13944628
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LIST OF COMMENTERS



Tejon Indian Tribe Trust Acquisition and Casino Project
Scoping Comments Recieved

Agency Comments

Title/Position

Agency/Organization

Environmental Review Section, USEPA

Membel

A-1 |Karen Vitulano Region ¢

A-2 |Lorelai H Oviatt Director :Kg/neﬁ gumng tpézr‘;r;g?nzrd Community
Group/Organization Comments

G-1 |Katherine King Secretary Tri-County Watchdogs

G-2 |Renee Donato Nelson Clean Water and Air Matter

G-3 |Cheryl Schmit Director Stand Up for California

G-4 |Gurcharan Singh General Secretary Punjabi American Senior Citizen Center

G-5 |Lorraine L. Unger Executive Committee Sierra Club Kern-Kaweah Chapter

Public/Individual Comments

P-1 |Linda Peterson
P-2 |lllenis Fox
P-3 |Mary Giriffin
P-4 |Gayle Lundberg
P-5 |Catherine J. Nelson
P-6 |Kim Dodge
P-7  |Harry Marroquin Reverend
P-8 |Jerrickson Ajex Palvannon Pastor
P-9 |Thomas D. Pavich
P-10 |Darrell Vera
P-11 |Bob Hurst
P-12 |Breanne Gaona
P-13 |M. Dean Haddock Psy.D.
P-14 |LaDonna Dodge
P-15 |Leonard Manuel Sr
P-16 |David Vivas Pastor
P-17 |Teresa Hurst
P-18 |Carol Crocker
P-19 |Tom Crocker
P-20 |David Laughing Horse Robinson Kawaiisu Tribe of Tejon
P-21 |Delia 'Dee' Dominguez Kitanemuk and Yowlumne Tejon Indians
P-22 [Delia Dominguez Kitanemuk and Yowlumne Tejon Indians
Form Comments
F1
F1-1 |Kamaljit Dhillon
F1-2 |Chambreet Singh
F1-3 |Jayden Sepheesal
F1-4 |[Harjeip Sinph
F1-5 |Joginder Singh
F1-6 |[Lakhvir Singh
F1-7 |Narinder Kaur
F1-8 [Mohinder Singh
F1-9 |Baljinder Singh
February 2019 1 Tejon Indian Tribe Trust Acquisition and Casino Project
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Tejon Indian Tribe Trust Acquisition and Casino Project

Scoping Comments Recieved

Title/Position Agency/Organization

F1-10

Haham Singh Button

F1-11

Sukjit Singh

F1-12

Rajinder S. Rai

F1-13

Hardinder Singh

F1-14

Mandip Singh Kanx

F1-15

Edmond Ball

F1-16

Sukhwinder Kumboj

F1-17

Arther Singh

F1-18

Devinder Gill

F1-19

Charansif Singh

F1-20

Rajinder Pal Singh

F1-21

Jaspal S Majli

F1-22

Sukhwinder Kaur

F1-23

Amber Kit Kaur

F1-24

Harbinder S Gill

F1-25

Jatinder Singh

F1-26

Nalhrattar Gill

F1-27

Harbinder Singh Gill

F1-28

Parvinder Kaur Gill

F1-29

Pargeat Singh

F1-30

Curpreet K Gill

F1-31

Inderjeet Singh

F1-32

Jungmohan Singh

F1-33

Manijeet Singh

F1-34

Sukchan Singh

F1-35

Charnjeet Kaur

F1-36

Mohurder Kaur Brar

F1-37

Emerji S. Ban

F1-38

Resident

F1-39

Jamer Singh

F1-40

Jagjit S Brar

Fl-41

Harpal Singh

F1-42

Balvinder Kaver

F1-43

Suellyn Ldera

F1-44

Kulwinder Kaur

F1-45

Balis Singh

F1-46

Rupinder Sidhu

F1-47

Surjit S Langia

F1-48

Gourdon Kaur Langia

F1-49

Hanan Sandhu

F1-50

Janjit Rai

F1-51

Gursharan Prvet Singh

F1-52

Gauruir Singh

February 2019
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Tejon Indian Tribe Trust Acquisition and Casino Project

Scoping Comments Recieved

Title/Position

Agency/Organization

F1-53

Gurdeep Singh

F1-54

Rajinder K Ramlhsus

F1-55

Som Natl

F1-56

Balpreet Randhawa

F1-57

Rasn Pal Singh

F1-58

Artar Bingh Pannu

F1-59

Lakhbir Singh

F1-60

Jagjit Brar

F1-61

Lakhuir Kaur

F1-62

Jaswinder Singh

F1-63

Aman

F1-64

Gurdip Singh

F1-65

Jagjit Singh Gill

F1-66

Harcharan Singh

F1-67

Darshan Singh

F1-68

Parminder Sol

F1-69

Mohuinder Singh Dhaliwal

F1-70

Rajwant Kaur

F1-71

Binarjit Singh

F1-72

Sinvan Randnawa

F1-73

Rej Ganden

F1-74

Harinder Singh

F1-75

Sukwinder Kaur

F1-76

Jason Singh

F1-77

Japreet Kaur

F1-78

Amrik Singh

F1-79

Davin Singh

F1-80

Gurmail Singh

F1-81

Pardeep Singh

F1-82

Avtar Grewal

F1-83

Harbams Singh

F1-84

Aur Jashob Preet

F1-85

Kulwinder Kaur

F1-86

Jasbir Singh

F1-87

Sukhdis Radaus

F1-88

Learhuit Singh

F1-89

Chhimdel Primn

F1-90

Shinder Kaur

F1-91

Jagras S Sidnu

F1-92

Balraj Singh

F1-93

Gurdial Simlh

F1-94

Arjinder Singh

F1-95

Jagtar Singh

February 2019
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Tejon Indian Tribe Trust Acquisition and Casino Project
Scoping Comments Recieved

Title/Position

Agency/Organization

F1-96

Sanders Singh

F1-97

Ajmer S Dhillon

F1-98

Ramanpreet Kaur

F1-99

Paul Singh

F1-100

Sukhdeep Kaur

F1-101

Sukhvir S Rai

F1-102

Jokayil

F1-103

Lakhvrer Singh

F1-104

Jessi K,

F1-105

Karter Kaur

F1-106

*RESIDENT*

F1-107

Prabhijit Singh

F1-108

Jagdish Singh

F1-109

Baldwinder Kaun

F1-110

Kulbir Kaur

F1-111

Sukhwinder Kaur Dhoot

F1-112

Gurcharan Singh

F1-113

Harpreet Singh

F1-114

Jarnail Singh

F1-115

Manpreet Singh

F1-116

H. K. Gill

F1-117

Joswinder Kaur

F1-118

Sukhwinder Kaur

F1-119

Amandeep Kaur Maan

F1-120

Jaswinder Singh

F1-121

Kulwinder Kaur

F1-122

Gurjit Kaur

F1-123

Malkiat Singh

F1-124

Gurdeep Kaur

F1-125

Marmall Singh

F1-126

Resident

F1-127

Charanijit Singh

F1-128

Charan Singh

F1-129

Resident

F1-130

Seth Bir Singh Sonel

F1-131

Sudhir Singh

F1-132

Kurldel Pannu

F1-133

Balwinder Singh

F1-134

Ranbinder Singh

F1-135

Jaskanan Kooner

Public H

earing Speakers

1

Kathryn Morgan

Chairperson

Tejon Indian Tribe

2

Craig Murphy

Division Chief

Kern County Planning and Community
Development Departmel

February 2019
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Tejon Indian Tribe Trust Acquisition and Casino Project
Scoping Comments Recieved

Log # Name Title/Position Agency/Organization
3 Delia Dominguez Kitanemuk and Yowlumne Tejon Indians
4 Annie Ortega-Chavez
5 Thomas Edmonds
6 R. Gregg Mechelin
7 Linda Peterson Tribal Elder Tule River Tribe
8 Jacquie Sullivan Member Bakersfield City Council
9 Lorraine Unger Sierra Club Kern-Kaweah Chapter
February 2019 5 Tejon Indian Tribe Trust Acquisition and Casino Project
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Comment Letter A-1

3 o UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
i m REGION IX
% 7 75 Hawthorne Street

A prgtt® San Francisco, CA 94105

September 3, 2015

Amy Dutschke

Regional Director

Bureau of Indian Affairs

2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, California 95825

Subject: EPA Scoping Comments for the Tejon Indian Tribe’s Proposed Trust Acquisition and
Casino Project, Kern County, California

Dear Ms. Dutschke:

The Environmental Protection Agency has reviewed the Federal Register Notice published on August
13, 2015 requesting comments on the Bureau of Indian Affair’s (BIA) decision to prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement for the above-referenced project. Our comments are provided pursuant
to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on Environmental Quality regulations (40
CFR Parts 1500-1508) and our NEPA review authority under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act.

The proposed project includes a 306-acre trust acquisition and development of a gaming facility in
unincorporated Kern County immediately west of the Town of Mettler and approximately 14 miles
south of Bakersfield, California. EPA requests consideration of the following issues:

Scope of Analysis

The Notice of Intent does not mention development of any supporting facilities. The EIS should
identify all supporting facilities to ensure potentially connected actions are included in the
environmental impact analyses (40 CFR 1508.25). The project description should identify needed
parking facilities, transportation improvements, drinking water and/or wastewater treatment facilities,
and other utilities upgrades that would be associated with the project.

Alternatives Analysis

The CEQ NEPA Regulations instruct agencies to present the environmental impacts of the proposal and
the alternatives in comparative form, thus sharply defining the issues and providing a clear basis for
choice among options by the decision-maker and the public (40 CFR 1502.14). We recommend against
characterizing the environmental effects of the alternatives to the Proposed Action as being “similar to
the proposed action” without attempting to quantify the differences. Area of land disturbed, quantity of
impervious surfaces, vegetation affected, etc. are quantifiable and should be presented in any
comparison table of alternatives.

Air Quality

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) should provide a detailed discussion of ambient air
conditions (baseline or existing conditions), National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), criteria
pollutant nonattainment areas, and potential air quality impacts of the project (including cumulative and
indirect impacts) for each fully evaluated alternative. Construction related impacts should also be
discussed.



General Conformity

The DEIS should address the applicability of Clean Air Act (CAA) Section 176 and EPA’s general
conformity regulations at 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93. Federal agencies need to ensure that their actions,
including construction emissions subject to state jurisdiction, conform to an approved implementation
plan. Mitigation may be available to reduce the project’s air emissions, including particulate matter less
than 10 and 2.5 microns in diameter (PM1o and PM2 s respectively), diesel particulate matter (DPM),
ozone precursors (oxides of nitrogen (NOx)) and volatile organic compounds.

The project site is located in an area designated as extreme nonattainment for the 2008 8-hour Ozone
NAAQS, and well as nonattainment for the 24-hour PM2s NAAQS. In addition, the project site is
located in a maintenance area for PMyo therefore while this area is no longer in nonattainment for PMyp,
general conformity still applies because of its maintenance designation. Because of the air basin’s
nonattainment status for several NAAQS, it is important to reduce emissions of ozone precursors and
particulate matter from this project as much as possible. Emissions authorized by a CAA permit issued
by the State or the local air pollution control district would not be assessed under general conformity but
through the permitting process.

Construction Emissions Mitigation

The DEIS should include a thorough analysis of impacts from the construction of the proposed project
alternatives, and emission estimates of all criteria pollutants and diesel particulate matter (DPM),
including the federal 8-hour ozone standard and the PM. s standard. EPA also recommends that the
DEIS disclose the available information about the health risks associated with vehicle emissions and
mobile source air toxics (see http://www.epa.gov/otag/toxics.htm). EPA recommends including a
Construction Emissions Mitigation Plan (CEMP) for fugitive dust and DPM in the DEIS and adopting
this plan in the Record of Decision. The following mitigation measures should be included in the CEMP
in order to reduce impacts associated with emissions of particulate matter and other toxics from
construction-related activities:

« Prepare an inventory of all equipment prior to construction and identify the suitability of add-on
emission controls for each piece of equipment before groundbreaking. Control technologies such as
particle traps and specialized catalytic converters can significantly reduce emissions.

« Ensure that diesel-powered construction equipment is properly tuned and maintained, and shut off
when not in direct use.

« Prohibit engine tampering to increase horsepower, except when meeting manufacturer’s
recommendations.

o Locate diesel engines, motors, and equipment staging areas as far as possible from residential areas
and sensitive receptors (schools, daycare centers, and hospitals).

« Reduce construction-related trips of workers and equipment, including trucks. Develop a
construction traffic and parking management plan that minimizes traffic interference and maintains
traffic flow.

o Lease or buy newer, cleaner equipment (1996 or newer model), using a minimum of 75 percent of
the equipment’s total horsepower.

o Use lower-emitting engines and fuels, including electric, liquified gas, hydrogen fuel cells, and/or
alternative diesel formulations.


http://www.epa.gov/otaq/toxics.htm

« Implement the following Fugitive Dust Source Controls:

> Stabilize open storage piles and disturbed areas by covering and/or applying water or
chemical/organic dust palliative where appropriate, to both inactive and active sites,
during workdays, weekends, holidays, and windy conditions.

> Install wind fencing and phase grading operations where appropriate, and operate water
trucks for surface stabilization under windy conditions.

> When hauling material and operating non-earthmoving equipment, prevent spillage and
limit speeds to15 miles per hour (mph). Limit speed of earth-moving equipment to 10
mph.

Water Resources

Clean Water Act Section 404

The DEIS should describe all waters of the U.S. that could be affected by the project alternatives, and
include maps that clearly identify all waters within the project area. The discussion should include
acreages and channel lengths, habitat types, values, and functions of these waters.

It appears a stream identified as Tecuya Creek runs along the border of the project parcels, and
according to the National Wetlands Inventory, there may be isolated wetlands on or near the site. The
project applicant should coordinate early with the Corps to discuss whether there is a need for a CWA
Section 404 permit. Section 404 regulates the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the
U.S., including wetlands. If a permit is required, EPA will review the project for compliance with
Federal Guidelines for Specification of Disposal Sites for Dredged or Fill Materials (40 CFR 230),
promulgated pursuant to Section 404(b)(1) of the CWA (“404(b)(1) Guidelines”). Pursuant to 40 CFR
230, any permitted discharge into waters of the U.S. must be the least environmentally damaging
practicable alternative available to achieve the project purpose. Efforts should be made to align the
alternatives for NEPA with the alternatives analysis required under CWA Section 404.

If water features are found onsite, the project design should make every effort to avoid them. Indirect
impacts to these waters from land alteration should be evaluated.

Nonpoint Source Pollution and Low Impact Development

The project applicant should identify ways to minimize the project footprint and reduce impervious
surfaces. Runoff from parking areas and roadways should be diverted into stormwater treatment
structures such as bioretention areas, infiltration trenches or basins, or filter strips onsite. These and
other low-impact development (LID) features should be included in the project design to ensure there is
sufficient space allotted during the planning process. For more information see:
http://water.epa.gov/polwaste/green/.

Wastewater Treatment

The DEIS should specify the projected volumes of sanitary waste, how it will be treated, the effluent
disposal method, and the potential impacts of the waste to surface and ground water. If land or
subsurface disposal is proposed, discuss whether the site has the needed infiltration for effluent disposal
based on the soil types present. We note that land spraying is not regulated by the EPA. Subsurface
disposal can be regulated by EPA as a Class V well under the Underground Injection Control Program.
The EPA contact for the UIC program is Leslie Greenberg, who can be reached at 415-972-3349 or
Greenberg.leslie@epa.gov. The installation and calibration of any subsurface disposal lines should be
closely monitored by the responsible engineer and we recommend this be included as a requirement in


http://water.epa.gov/polwaste/green/

the mitigation measures, along with development of a monitoring program that will ensure any spray
and/or subsurface effluent disposal system is operating effectively. If wastewater would be disposed
into surface waters, wastewater discharges may be subject to permitting requirements under the Clean
Water Act's National Pollution Discharge Elimination System Program (NPDES).

Drinking Water/Groundwater

The DEIS should discuss the source of drinking water for the project. If the proposal includes
development of an on-site drinking water system, this would be classified as a public water system
(PWS) under the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA). A PWS is defined as any entity serving water for
the purposes of human consumption to 15 or more active service connections or 25 or more people at
least 60 days out of the year. This system could be provisionally classified as a Non-Transient/Non-
Community (NTNC) public water system under the SDWA and would be subject to its requirements for
NTNC systems. We recommend discussing the requirements for a PWS in the DEIS. Please be aware
that baseline monitoring must begin and be submitted to EPA before water may be legally used by the
public. Please contact Helen McKinley of EPA’s Drinking Water Office at 415-972-3559 for more
information and to coordinate the development of the drinking water system.

If groundwater will be utilized, the DEIS should identify whether there appears to be localized
groundwater overdraft in the vicinity of the project site. ldentify the effects of project pumping on
nearby wells and identify nearby land subsidence as a result of groundwater pumping. It appears there is
land subsidence in the project area — see: http://pubs.usgs.gov/sir/2013/5142/pdf/sir2013-5142.pdf

Water Conservation

California is experiencing record drought, and climate change threatens to increase the frequency and
intensity of drought. The project description should include the purchase, installation, and
implementation of water-efficient products and practices. This includes purchase of WaterSense labeled
toilets and faucets, which use 20% and 30% less water respectively than conventional products. We
recommend the project implement the 14 federal water efficiency best management practices, including
those for boiler/steam systems, single-pass cooling equipment, cooling tower management, commercial
kitchen equipment, and alternate water sources including rain water harvesting for irrigation, toilet
flushing and fire suppression. The federal water efficiency BMPs are available at:
http://energy.gov/eere/femp/best-management-practices-water-efficiency.

Hazardous Materials

It is possible that pesticide residues are present in the soil on the parcels used historically for agriculture.
The DEIS should characterize the site with the goal of determining levels of soil contamination. We
recommend that efforts be made to try to identify whether there were pesticide mixing areas on site,
perhaps by interviewing individuals familiar with previous site agricultural operations. This is
especially important because these areas have a much higher potential to be significantly contaminated,
with a greater risk to human health and the environment if contacted or mobilized. Any sampling that
may be conducted should be done in accordance with any knowledge discovered about site operations,
and with a focus on areas that could offer opportunities for human contact or ecological impacts. If
levels above EPA's Regional Screening Levels for residential soils are found, we recommend additional
analyses be performed to ensure that the site does not present an unacceptable risk to human health.

Energy Conservation and Efficiency, Renewable Energy
The DEIS should evaluate energy conservation potential of the alternatives as required by the Council
on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Regulations (40 CFR 1502.14(e)), and discuss greenhouse gas
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emissions associated with energy use as recommended in the CEQ’s Draft NEPA Guidance on
Consideration of the Effects of Climate Change and Greenhouse Gas Emissions. The project should
include energy efficiency measures as best practices for reducing greenhouse gases and these measures
should be built in to the project description. In addition, the project location is conducive to solar energy
generation, such as rooftop photovoltaics (PV), and/or PV on carports over parking lots. Shading
parking areas also reduces evaporative emissions of air pollutants from parked vehicles. Solar water
heating should be discussed and evaluated.

The Tribe may also want to consider the use of high-efficiency combined heat and power (CHP), also
known as cogeneration, to meet project heating and energy loads. CHP facilities improve energy
efficiency by up to 80% when compared to both heat and electricity generation. A market analysis of
hotels and casinos developed by EPA's CHP Partnership shows that that there is significant market
potential for CHP in the hotel and casino market. See report at:
http://www.epa.gov/chp/documents/hotel_casino_analysis.pdf.

Environmentally Significant Agricultural Land

The site parcels include what appears to be agricultural land. The DEIS should assess whether the
proposed project could have significant direct or indirect effects on prime or unique agricultural lands,
as well as to any farmland of statewide or local importance. With less "prime" quality agricultural land
available, greater reliance on marginally productive farmland will occur, resulting in greater soil erosion,
increased fertilizer requirements, and increased environmental damage.

Biological Resources

The DEIS should identify all petitioned and listed threatened and endangered species and critical habitat
that might occur within the project area. The document should identify and quantify which species or
critical habitat could be directly or indirectly affected by each alternative. If threatened or endangered
species may be impacted by the proposed project, we recommend that the DEIS include a biological
assessment, as well as a description of the outcome of consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act.

Invasive Species and Pollinator-friendly Landscaping

Executive Order 13112 on Invasive Species calls for the restoration of native plant and tree species. If
the proposed project will entail new landscaping, the DEIS should describe how the project will meet
the requirements of Executive Order 13112.

Landscaping plans for the project site should consider President Obama’s federal memorandum issued
in June 2014 entitled Creating a Federal Strategy to Promote the Health of Honey Bees and Other
Pollinators which directs Federal agencies to take steps to protect and restore domestic populations of
pollinators. To help achieve this goal, CEQ issued an addendum to its sustainable landscape guidance
on October 22, 2014 entitled Supporting the Health of Honey Bees and other Pollinators which provides
guidance to help Federal agencies incorporate pollinator friendly practices in new construction and
landscaping improvements. See: See http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-
office/2014/06/20/presidential-memorandum-creating-federal-strategy-promote-health-honey-b and
http://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/supporting_the health_of honey bees and_other p

ollinators.pdf.
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Cumulative Impacts

Cumulative impacts analyses are of increasing importance to EPA as they describe the threat to
resources as a whole. Understanding these cumulative impacts can help identify opportunities for
minimizing threats.

We recommend the BIA focus on resources that are impacted by the proposed project, before mitigation.
The DEIS should identify which resources are analyzed for cumulative impacts, which ones are not, and
why. The DEIS should define the geographic boundary for each resource to be addressed in the
cumulative impact analysis and describe its current health and historic context. The DEIS should
identify other on-going, planned, and reasonably foreseeable projects in the study area that may
contribute to cumulative impacts. Where studies exist on the environmental impacts of these other
projects, use these studies as a source for quantifying cumulative impacts. We suggest the methodology
developed by Federal Highways Administration and Caltrans, with assistance by EPA, for use in
assessing cumulative impacts and growth-related indirect impacts, available at:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/ser/cumulative_guidance/purpose.htm . While this guidance was prepared for
transportation projects in California, the principles and the 8-step process outlined therein can be applied
to other types of projects. For this project, we recommend a thorough assessment of cumulative impacts
to wetlands and waters of the U.S., air quality, biological resources, and prime agricultural land.
Cumulative traffic impacts should also be assessed.

When cumulative impacts are identified, mitigation should be proposed. The DEIS should clearly state
BIA’s mitigation responsibilities, the mitigation responsibilities of the Tribe and other entities, and the
mechanism to be used for implementation.

Green Building Certification

We recommend that BIA and the Tribe utilize the Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design
(LEED) standard for green building. The Tribe should specify in its development contracts that the
developer design and construct the facility for LEED certification. More information about the LEED
green building rating system is available at http://www.usgbc.org/leed. This would offer an additional
opportunity for marketing the facilities as environment-friendly, and for the Tribe to establish
themselves as recognized leaders in the green building sector.

We understand that indoor smoking provides some limitations to LEED certification. To address this,
smoking sections could be provided separately which would allow the rest of the facilities to pursue
LEED certification. A past survey by J.D. Power and Associates shows that a vast majority (85%) of
Southern California Indian gaming casino customers prefer a smoke-free environment?.

Traffic Impacts

It appears that the project parcels are near a freeway exit of State Highway 99. Careful planning should
occur to minimize traffic hazards and facilitate traffic flows to the site. Mitigation, such as upgrades to
local roads, signage, and signaling, should be identified.

Coordination with Land Use Planning Activities

The DEIS should discuss how the proposed action would support or conflict with the objectives of
federal, state, tribal or local land use plans, policies and controls in the project area. The term “land use
plans” includes all types of formally adopted documents for land use planning, conservation, zoning and

1 http://500nations.com/news/California/20080707.asp
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related regulatory requirements. Proposed plans not yet developed should also be addressed it they have
been formally proposed by the appropriate government body in a written form (CEQ's Forty Questions,
#23b).

We appreciate the opportunity for early participation in the evaluation of the potential environmental
impacts associated with this project. If you have any questions, please contact me at 415-947-4178 or

vitulano. karen@ epa.cov,
Sincerely, ,
%}’44 (%ﬁ: >

Karen Vitulano
Environmental Review Section

ce: Kathryn Morgan, Chairwoman, Tejon Indian Tribe
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Amy Dutschke Regional Director
Attn: John Rydzik —_—
2800 Cottage Way —
Sacramento, California 95825

RE: Tejon Tribe Project - Request for Cooperating Agency Status for Kern County
Dear Ms. Dutschke,

Thank you for the notification of the proposed Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the application
for a fee-to-trust and gaming facility for the Tejon Tribe in Kern County.

The Kern County Board of Supervisors on June 3, 2015, considered a request from the Tribe to begin
negotiations and was briefed on the pending application with the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) and the
cooperating agency consultation process. The Board has a standing resolution (attached) for direction to
the Kern County Planning and Community Development Department to request Cooperating Agency Status
on Federal actions of importance and interest to Kern County.

Kern County requests Cooperating Agency status and has identified the Kern County Planning and
Community Development Department as the coordinating agency for the EIS.

Craig M. Murphy, Division Chief, will be your staff contact on this matter and can provide any coordination
assistance and guidance you may need with other county departments as well as existing environmental
information about Kern County. He can be contacted at 661-862-8739 or Murphyc@co.kern.ca.us.

Sincerely,

K. -

LORELEI H OVIATT, AICP, Director
Kern County Planning and Community Development Department

cc: CAO
County Counsel
Clerk of the Board
Tejon Tribe — Kathy Morgan
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF KERN, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the matter of: Resolution No. 2002-241
Reference No.

REQUEST TO AUTHORIZE PLANNING DIRECTOR

TO SEEK COOPERATING AGENCY STATUS ON

APPROPRIATE CASES UNDER THE NATIONAL

ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT (NEPA)

WITH FEDERAL AGENCIES

I, DENISE PENNELL, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Kern,
State of California, herby certify that the following resolution, on motion of Supervisor

Parra , seconded by Supervisor __ McQuiston , was duly and
regularly adopted by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Kern at an official
meeting thereof on the 25th day of __ June , 2002, by the following

vote and that a copy of the resolution has been delivered to the Chairman of the Board
of Supervisors.

AYES: McQuiston, Perez, Patrick, Vacant, Parra
NOES: None

ABSENT: None

DENISE PENNELL
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
County of Kern, State of California

2 8. ey
/ Déplty Clerk v

RESOLUTION

Section1. WHEREAS:

(a) The Board of Supervisors are concerned about the adverse impacts on
the economy, private property rights, resources and land use within the County arising
from plans, programs and decisions of Federal Agencies, including, the Bureau of Land
Management, U.S. Forest Service, U.S. Park Service, U.S. Bureau of Reclamation and
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; and

(b)  The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 establishes an

environmental policy for the nation, provides an interdisciplinary framework for
environmental planning by federal agencies and contains action-forcing procedures to

1 2002-241




ensure that federal agency decision makers take environmental factors into account
(42.U.8.C 4321; 40 C.F.R. 1500.1); and

(c)  The Council on Environmental Quality has established the following six
fundamental objectives for NEPA: 1) supplemental legal authority, 2) procedural reform,
3) disclosure of environmental information, 4) resolution of environmental problems, 5)
fostering of intergovernmental coordination and cooperation, 6) enhancing public
participation in government planning and decision making; and

d) The Council on Environmental Quality has provided clear direction to
federal agencies to actively consider granting local governments cooperating agency
status;

Section2  NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of
Supervisors of the County of Kern, State of California, as follows:

1. That all of the above facts are true and that this Board has jurisdiction over
the subject mater of this Resolution.

2. This Board authorizes the Planning Director to send appropriate
correspondence to federal agencies that have a proposal subject to review under
NEPA, that involves issues and concerns consistent with the Home Rule Program,
requesting the federal agency extend Kern County cooperating agency status for that
project.

3. The Clerk of the Board shall also cause copies of this Resolution to be
sent to the following:

(a)  County Administrative Office
{(p)  County Counsel
(c)  Director Planning Department
(d)  Senator Barbara Boxer,
U.S. Senaie
112 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510-0505
(e)  Senator Dianne Feinstein
U.S. Senate
331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510-0504
(f Congressman Calvin Dooley
U.S. House of Representatives
1227 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515-0520




(@)

(h)

()

(k)

(0

BD:WL
#30101
02.2750
€C20022086

Congressman William Thomas
U.S. House of Representatives
2208 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515-0521
Bureau of Land Management, California State Office
2800 Cottage Way, Room W-1834
Sacramento, CA 95825-1886
Bureau of Land Management, California District Office
6221 Box Springs Bivd
Riverside, CA 92507
Honorable Gale Norton, Secretary of the Interior
U.S. Department of the Interior,
1849 C Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20240
Honorable Ann Veneman, Secretary of Agriculture
14" & Independence Avenue SW
Room 200A, Washington, D.C. 20250
Arthur L. Gaffrey, Forest Supervisors
Sequoia National Forest
900 West Grant Avenue
Porterville, CA 93257
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Comment Letter G-1

riCounty Watchdogs

PO Box 6407 Frazier Park, CA 93222

10 Sept 2015

Amy Dutschke, Regional Director
Bureau of Indian Affairs, Pacific Region
2800 Cottage Way, Sacramento, California 95825

NOI COMMENTS, TEJON INDIAN TRIBE PROJECT
Dear Director Dutschke,

I write on behalf of the Tri County Watchdogs, an environmental organization that promotes
preservation of natural resources, ecotourism, and responsible development in the area adjacent
to Tejon Ranch. Our members come from Gorman, Lebec, Frazier Park Pinon Pines, Lockwood
Valley, and Pine Mountain Club, a large community that spans Kern, Los Angeles and Ventura
Counties. We wish to give input into the scoping process for the proposed Tejon Indian Casino
on a 306-acre parcel at Hwy 99, Maricopa Hwy, and Fwy 5.

Three related issues form our primary concern with this proposal.

Our first issue is that the casino complex will require the destruction of extensive archeological
sites. This land is located at the southern shore of the former Kern Lake, home of several Kemn
Lake Yokuts (Hometwoli) villages before the land was appropriated and the lake drained for
agricultural use. The 250,000 sq. ft. casino and subsequent 300-room hotel will eradicate the
original village sites. Even if the artefacts are removed to a tribal repository at Bakersfield
University (as is proposed), this formerly highly populated and therefore highly important site
will be obliterated.

Secondly, still keeping to the issue of archeological importance, the federally recognized Tejon
Indian tribe that is proposing this casino has no actual ancestral or cultural ties to the Kern Lake
Indian peoples. Another group does, and they need to be allowed a determining voice in what
happens to this land.

At least 400 Kern Lake tribal descendants still live around here. We have read Frank F. Lata’s
book on the Yokuts and we have examined an 1880's map that shows Kemn Lake Yokuts-
Hometwoli/Halaumne territory (the proposed site of the casino), with Buena Vista Tulamni

Y okuts territory to west of it, and Yowlumne Yokuts territory to the east; then, further east, part
of a separate language group, is Kitanemuk territory. As we understand it, all these groups
{(along with many other adjacent settlements) had been forcibly removed to Tejon land by
Colonel Beale, but some people escaped and through various causes the numbers became very
small, so all the different peoples united into one (analogous to the states uniting within the
United States). They negotiated a treaty deed for the Sebastian Military Reservation which was
unfortunately not ratified by the Senate. Subsequently, the Reservation was lost to Beale's
private ownership; some people stayed and worked for Beale in order to stay on the land. In
1995 the united groups again filed for tribal recognition; one member of the proposed tribe,
however, got connected with a Las Vegas investor with deep pockets, and the tribe split. The part
that paired with the gambling investors and was subsequently federally recognized as the Tejon




Indian Tribe, identifies as Kitanemuk and has no cultural connection to the Kern Lake Yokuts
land that has been chosen for their “reservation” casino. The other part, which is still petitioning
for federal recognition as the the Kitanemuk & Yowlumne Tejon Indians, is culturally affiliated
with Kitanemuk, Yowlumne & Kern Lake Yokuts, and Emigdiano & Ventureno Chumash. This
group is requesting and must be given a deciding voice over the use of this land.

Thirdly, the Millennium Management Group that is promoting the casino apparently is helping
fund the factionalization of the Tejon Indian peoples. The faction that favors the casino has had
the funding to succeed in its drive for recognition at the expense of the rest of the group who
were dropped from possible membership in a more inclusive tribe, The excluded members are
suing to gain recognition, and if they achieve it, claims to this land and its use will certainly be
contested.

In addition to the above cultural issues, we request that the EIS give a hard look at some
important Environmental Issues:

1. Increased traffic on the I-5 will add even more air pollution to the already dirty air.
Bakersfield consistently ranks at or near the bottom nationally in air pollution —-in 2015 it
climbed to 3™ worst in the United States, and increased traffic might put it back at #1.

2. A hotel and casino will put great stress on precious water sources.

3. A hotel and casino will create a huge amount of artificial light, which may have an effect on
the “dark skies™ so valued by astronomers and astral photographers in the Frazier Park area.

4, There may be endangered species on the land. Although the property in question appears to
have been disturbed from its natural state, there is some chance that a special status plant or
animal species might be present on this land. There are several species with protected status that
are found near or have the potential, to be found near the land in question. Besides the cactus,
there is the San Joaquin coachwhip (a snake), the burrowing owl and the San Joaquin kit fox.
There may be other species. We are just naming the ones we are sure of right now. This land
certainly was habitat for most or all of these species before modern disturbance, and all of the
above-named species have a good chance of being found within five miles of the land at this
time.

[n addition, there are also many Social Concerns that should be addressed in the EIS.
Bakersfield/Kern County social service agencies currently need to solve urgent problems
associated with high methamphetamine addiction, high teenage pregnancy rates, and low
education rates. Will gambling addiction be added? Although the correlation between casinos
and crime is contested, everyone agrees that gambling addiction is a problem exacerbated by
casinos. In the words of a PBS Frontline program on the subject,

“Experts on pathological gambling have shown that the prevalence of this disorder is
linked closely to the accessibility and acceptability of gambling in society. Like
alcoholism, just a small percentage of Americans are susceptible. As more people try
gambling in its various forms, however, more of those prone to the illness are exposed.
So, the more legalized gambling a state makes available, the more pathological behavior
is triggered.” (“Is there a Cure for America’s Gambling Addiction?” at
http:/fwww.pbs.org/wgbh/pages/frontline/shows/gamble/procon/horn. html}.

Bakersfield/Kern County Social Services is already overwhelmed, and now gambling addiction
could be added to the list of social problems they must deal with. How will additional social




services and workers be paid for?

Lastly, there is the public health issue of Valley Fever, to which visitors to the casino will be
exposed. According to the California Dept of Public Health, over 75% of cases reported in
California are from the San Joaquin valley. People contact valley fever by breathing in the
Coccidioides fungusspores afier they are released from the soil. Digging up the soil for
construction will disrupt the spores, and people who come to the casino with no natural
immunity from growing up in the area will be exposed.

Thank you for including our comments in the scoping documents,
Sincerely yours,

Katherine King, Secretary
The Tri-County Watchdogs
Frazier Park. California 93222




Comment Letter G-2

From: renee nelson <rdnelsonl12@gmail.com>
Date: Fri, Sep 11, 2015 at 12:04 PM

Subject: Tejon Tribe NOI Scope comments
To: john.rydzik@bia.gov

Cc: renee nelson <rdnelson12@gmail.com>

Renee Donato Nelson
(lean Water and Air Matter
12430 PBackdrop Court
Bakersfield, California 93306

661-345-7321

Mr. John Rydzik 9/11/2015
2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2820

Sacramento, California 95825

Attn: Amy Dutschke

NOI COMMENTS, TEJON INDIAN TRIBE PROJECT

Dear Mr. Rydzik,

Thank you for taking the time to return my phone call and answer my questions. Please find my
comments for additional review for the EIS for the proposed Tejon Indian Tribe Casino in Kern
County, California.



Areas to be reviewed:

On-site Water quality and reclaimed water use (gray water)

On-site reclamation of waste water — this area has no sewer access
Alternative power generation

Seismic

On-site air quality mitigation measures

Transportation for employees/community

Access from both Mettler Frontage Road and secondary roads (Wildflower)
Community enhancements

Williamson Act contractual obligations

Thank you again.

Sincerely,

Renee Donato Nelson
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Comment Letter G-4

PUNJABI AMERICAN SENIOR CITIZENS CENTER
Non-Profit Organization
EIN #27-2348790
Office: 2600 Wilson Road, Bakersfield, CA 93304
Mailing: P.O. Box 40884, Bakersfield, CA 93384

Email: paseniorcitizencenter@yahoo.com

Phone Number: 661-748-6074

Septermnber 14, 2015
lohn Rydzik

Bureau of indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way

Cacramento, CA 95825
Subject: Oppose of Casino in Kern County

We, the Punjabl-American Senlor Citizen Center of Bakersfield, Ca, oppose to the proposed-Casing in
Kern County. Creating the Casino would create great problems in our city because it is not good for our
community, families, kids and environment. In Kern County, it will affect the air pallution and a waste of
water. We are already going through a drought and the air pollution is horrendous here in Kern County.
It will create more crime in our community, with the amount of families living here with children; this
will create our city to become very dangerous. Bakersfield Is already populated enough; we do not need
more crowd in the [ittle space we have. We will be very thankful if you dismiss the Idea of Casing in Kern
County.

Sincerely L&M& RS ’Z,/ fﬂu—?(“'-’id

= Chairman
Buniabi ,n‘sml mm Cant Punjabi American Senior Citizen Center
Fi e i
Bakarsfielo Bakersfield CA 93384




Comment Letter G-5

SIERRA CLU \ I::.t.H'\-hHl-l \H CHAFTER
\ 4 Kern-Kaweah Chapter

Sierra Club

P. 0. Box 3357

Bakersfield Ca 93385

To: Amy Dutschke, Regional Director, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Pacific Region,
2800 Cottage Way, Sacramento, CA 95825

cc John Rydzic via e-mail '[ohn.m_:lg ic@bia.gov

re:Trust Acquisition and Casing Pﬁ:rj&l, Kermn County, California

Dear Ms. Dutschke,

The below comments are in addition to the public statement | made on Sept. 2 at
the Veteran's Hall in East Bakersfield, CA. | hope that our USPS date of mailing
will be honored. Mr. Rydzic was helpful in providing his e-mail address.

* The location of the proposal is not specifically on the land that was
originally the Sebastian Reservation. That land is now controlled by Tejon
Ranch Corporation and the Tejon Ranch Conservancy. Why was this
particular location chosen? What influence did the Tejon Ranch have in its
selection? Are there other parcels that should be analyzed as alternative
locations? Is there a demonstrated need for a gambling casino in an area
within a one hour drive of amﬂ'ler casing? =

¢ Greenhouse Gas Emlssinns_;shnuid be addresse:l. The California Global
Warming Solutions Act of 2006 states that “global warming poses a
serious threat to the economic wala'-being. public health, natural resources,
and the environment of California.” Even though this is a federal land
project it should be in accarﬂanc& of the jurisdiction of the state
surrounding it.

* The San Joaquin Valley where this project is proposed is in a non-
attainment status for ozone pollutants. The San Joaquin Valley Air
Pollution Control District should be consulted for air quality standards
and significance thresholds. Also quantification of project emissions
during the building and grading phases should be revealed.

« It appears from the Kern County assessors maps that farm land will be




converted to commercial use. The hamlet of Mettler is now a truck stop for
certain crops in season. Will replacement land be offered in a 1x1 ratio to
farmland lost?

Transportation use should be studied per addition miles that will be added
with the proposal. The area is and will be covered with many more vehicle
trips. This is a corridor for agriculture and trucks transporting their loads to
the Los Angeles Metropolitan area. Mettler is now a truck stop for certain
crops in season. A circulation study should be initiated.

Lighting for the project should be fully shielded so that no lighting escapes
upward and little escaped horizontally to cause glare. The International
Dark Sky Association (www.darksky.org) has guidelines that should in
included as conditions of development.

Water supply and quality should be studied as far as how many gallons
can be secured from the well on site and it's potable use. Will outside
water will need to be purchased? There are several creeks nearby such
as Pleito Creek. They may be dry in this time of draught but will their
stream course need to be altered and permits secured.

The area is crossed by earthquake faults. Please include that information
in the Draft EIS.

The proposal is very close to the historic Kern Lake Bed. It is assumed
that aboriginal peoples settled near water sources. Extreme caution will
have to be made not to disturb any “home sites”. Will artifacts or bodily
remains halt the project? Non-partial (non Tejon Indian) geologists should
study the area prior to excavation and during construction..

Geology and soils should be studied. That is the possibility of flooding
on the site.

Biological Resources are important to this part of the San Joaquin Valley.
There need to be studies done to locate T & E Species. Are there
migration corridors from the lower Sierra Nevada and Transverse
Ranges? What about protected plant species? Many sensitive and special
status species have occurred historically in the vicinity of the project site.
Many species such as birds of prey and the endangered San Joaquin
Valley kit fox make a living along the margins of farmlands. Years ago a
BLM employee, as a hobby, was searching for a specific plant (Atriplex
tularenses) near the drained Kern Lake. Could it still be nearby?

Most of all you cannot overlook public safety: fire danger, policing, trash
and waste disposal. Should a sewage plant be included? It is our personal

infarmatinn that watarmalane ara fradad in MaHlar naarhg and Aor mang




of the watermelon haulers carry weapons because the crops are traded
with cash. What if ultimately a casino were built?. There are evils
encountered in gambling and the money that is used.

Please notify us of any future action on this proposal. We were notified verbally
by a local resident and no official notification was made to my organization.

Sincerely,
I J ...l_ ’ 0 f{_ ({.
Al - L4 rﬁir =

Lorraine L. Unger
Executive Committee
lorraineunger@att.net
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WRITTEN COMMENT CARD  comment Letter P-2

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS - PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING
TEJON INDIAN TRIBE TRUST ACQUISITION AND CASINO PROJECT

EAST BAKERSFIELD VETERAN'S BUILDING - BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA
September 1, 2015

(Please write legibly)

Address: "?ﬁ Bkﬁfﬁfﬂ ST, ﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁ@@g @ ?33.7’é

Comment: W/ e 4MMWW f/ﬁmé/ﬂﬁw
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Please give to attendant, drop in Written Comment Box, or mail 10: Bureau of Indian Affairs, Auention: Ms, Amy Dutschke, Pacific Regional
Director, 2800 Cottage Way, Sacramento, CA 95825, Please include your name, return address, and “DEIS Scoping Comments, Tejon
Indian Tribe Trust and Casino Project” on the first page of your written comments.



Comment Letter P-3

From: Mary Griffin <maryjol11@yahoo.com>
Date: Thu, Sep 10, 2015 at 3:37 PM

Subject: NOI Comments, Tejon Indian Tribe Project
To: "john.rydzik@bia.gov" <john.rydzik@bia.gov>

From: Mary J. Griffin, 1604 Duke Drive, Bakersfield, CA 93305

To: Amy Dutschke, Regional Director, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Pacific Region, 2800 Cottage
Way, Sacramento, CA 95825

Re: NOI Comments, Tejon Indian Tribe Project
Dear Ms. Dutschke,

I have concerns about the location of the proposed Tejon Indian Tribe casino near 99 and
Maricopa Highways:
1. Light pollution - The building of a casino will not be consistent with the rural character of the
area. There has been a great deal public investment to preserve, restore, even enhance the Pacific
Flyway. Kern County is a "hot spot” for migratory birds. Many critters here (if not, most,
because of the heat) are nocturnal. Pollination is an important component in the Kern County
economy. The EIS should delineate light and glare at full build-out for this project.

2. Endangered Species - It is difficult to identify and monitor endangered species here since an
ordinance exempts on-going farming operations from the Endangered Species Act.

3. Seismic activity - This area is an earthquake-prone zone. The EIS should identify the vaults.

4. Flooding - Floods after downpours occur in this area. The EIS should account for worse
traffic conditions and the run-off and debris from the casino's grounds.

5. Dust storms - Frequent dust storms contribute to poor visibility for traffic and bad air quality.
The construction phases of the casino will make it worse. The EIS should survey for valley fever
spores.

6. Public services - Any deal the County reaches with the Tejon Tribe should be made public to
the people of Kern County before this project is approved.

7. Need for project - There are already Indian casinos within easy reach. Many casinos are
providing bus service. The EIS should identify any payments the Tejon Indians are receiving
since recognition.

8. Alternatives - Is the BIA considering any other sites for a Tejon Indian casino? This is an area
known for ‘quakes, gully-washers, foul (or no) water, dust and filthy air.

Thank-you for the opportunity to comment. | would like to receive notice of future public
meeting and the availability of documents.



Sincerely,

Mary Griffin
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Comment Letter P-5
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From:WPR 661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:42 #255 P 007/007
Comment Letter P-6

Amy Dutschke

Regional Director

Bureau of Indian Affairs, Pacific Region
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, California 95825.

NOI Comments, Tejon Indian Tribe Project

September 13, 2015

Mrs. Dutschke

| am writing you to show my concern about the proposed casino in Mettler for the Tejon Indian Tribe.

1. Drought - Caltfornia is in a severe drought,
a. Casino will impact Agriculture
b. Ground water
2. Crime - Bakersfield and Kern County will have an increase
a. Casino brings a criminal element Into the community
b. Local cities will have to increase fire, police and ambulance services
¢. Increase in crime that comes with Las Vegas
3. S5afety — County will have to show an increase in all services to keep our streets safe
a. Increase traffic
b. Increase drug trafficking
c. Increase in fire services
d. Mo increase in funding from Casino
4. Health - building 2 Casino of this size will increase the Valley Fever spares in the area.
a. Visitors coming from other parts of the country have no built up immunities, which
will increase the chances of further cases of this deadly disease being spread.

These are only a few of the negative impacts that the casino will have on our communities.
Thank you for your time and consideration of my concerns.

Kim Dodge
902 Crown Pointe Dr
Bakersfield, CA 93312




Comment Letter P-7

Amy Dutschke

Regional Director

Bureau of Indian Affairs, Pacific Region
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, California 95825.

NOI Comments, Tejon Indian Tribe Project

September 14, 2015

| am writing you to about the proposed casino in Mettler for the Tejon Indian Tribe. Mettler is at the
foot of the mountain range that surrounds the south side of the San Joaquin Valley. The proposed site of
the casino is near the city of Bakersfield and just southwest of Arvin. This region has one of the worst
air quality in the nation and the additional traffic coming from the central valley and southern California
will add to our already poor air quality. Please do not allow this casino to make worst the breathable air
in the southern San Joaquin Valley. It is already bad for some of our citizens who are sensitive to the air
pollution.

Many Thanks,

Rev. Harry Marroquin

4923 Shirley Ln

Bakersfield, CA 93307



Comment Letter P-8

Amy Dutschke

Regional Director

Bureau of Indian Affairs, Pacific Region
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, California 95825.

NOI Comments, Tejon Indian Tribe Project

September 14, 2015

Mrs. Dutschke, | am writing you to about the proposed casino in Mettler for the Tejon Indian
Tribe. Mettler is situated very close to the south side of the San Joaquin Valley. The proposed site of the
casino is near the city of Bakersfield and just southwest of Arvin, a region that already has the worst air
quality in the nation and the additional traffic coming from the central valley and southern California will
add to our already poor air quality. Please do not allow the construction of this casino to make the
breathable air worse in the southern San Joaquin Valley. | am extremely concerned about our elderly

citizens and the citizens who are sensitive to contaminated air.

Sincerely yours

Pastor Jerrickson Ajex Palvannan
[800 Monterey street,

Bakersfield, CA 93305



Comment Letter P-9

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Tom Pavich <tpavich@aol.com>

Date: Mon, Sep 14, 2015 at 2:28 PM

Subject: Tejon Indian Tribe Project

To: "amy.dutschke@bia.gov" <amy.dutschke@bia.gov>
Cc: "chad.broussard@bia.gov" <chad.broussard@bia.gov>

Amy Dutschke

Regional Director

Bureau of Indian Affairs, Pacific Region
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, California 95825.

NOI Comments, Tejon Indian Tribe Project
September 14, 2015
Mrs. Dutschke,

I am an organic farmer in the Southern San Jouquin Valley south of Bakersfield. Farming is
under assault. We are in the midst of one of the worst droughts in history. Productive farmland
and water that is clean and free from contamination is very limited.

I am concerned about the proposed casino in Mettler for the Tejon Indian Tribe. This
development is being proposed right in the middle of some of the richest farmland in the world.
It will also create a magnet for further development.

This development will add smog and other contamination to the air. Also it will draw it's
water from underground water supplies which are already over drafted. By over drafting the
water this will increase the concentration of salinity, heavy metals and other pollutants in the
remaining water, like what is already happening in the southern end of the Salinas Valley near
King City where toxic levels of cadmium are being found in the spinach grown with
underground water. Please do not let this happen here.

Sincerely,
Thomas D. Pavich

232 Hermosa Dr.
Bakersfield, CA 93305

Sent from my iPhone
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From:WPR §61 327 3672 057142015 1541 #255 P.002/007
Comment Letter P-11

Amy Ditschhe

Reglonal Director

Buredau of Indian AHalrs, PacHic Region
o Cotkoge Wy

Sacramanto, Calfomnia 95825,

NO1 Commeant:, Telon Indian Tribe Projock
Jeptember 13, 2013
Mri. Dutschhe

[ am writing you to show my concern about the proposed cosino In Mettler for the Tejon hdian
Tribe,

| have llved in and eround Babersfigld my sntire ife. Doring this Hime | houve seen miany
changes good and bad. In Calfernia we ars currently experiending a drought. The drought Is
Impacting our farmess, fambiies, bustnesses and schools. This casine would not anly take oway
much needed agriculture land, B weuld alto ute an extremely lorge amount of water which i1 a
resource that we connot spare.

These Las Vegas casinos hring an slement of erime Inte a communily thet only a cosino can
brivg. They have an slement of conruption and Hiegal activities theat will spill cuver Into our
commrnities. Cur communities are aorently dealing with high drug eddiction, home robberlas
and mall theft.

The Increase in aime will eause additlonod strass on our police, fire and medical tervices,
Currenty these service: do not reeeive the finding needed to upply what this cosing will

tequirs.

Thase are only a few of the negative bnpacts that the casing will Fave on sur commumities.,
This does not couver the Impact on the archeological Hnds that they will be destroving while
bullding this catino.

Thank you for your Eme and constderation of oy toncami.

Bob Hurst
1508 Verde
Bahersfleld, CA 93304




From:WPR §61 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:41 #255 P.004/007
Comment Letter P-12

Amy Dutschke

Regional Director

Bureau of Indian Affairs, Paciflc Region
ZEOC Cottage Way

Sacramento, California 95825,

N Comments, Tejon Indian Tribe Project

September 10, 2015
Mrs. Dutschke

There is a praposed casino in Mettler, CA for the Tejon Indian Tribe. The envirgnmental Impacts for a
development of this size are huge.

1. We reside inone of the worst air quality regions in the country. The Alr guality §s a direct
cause of cardiovascular disease, asthma, lung disease, cancer and other illnesses from bad
air quality. The air quality in Kern County is so bad that any of these groups are daily
mformed whether it is safe to go autdoors. The days increase each year. Valley Fever is a
fungal disease that becomes airborne and the spores are breathed in by us all. This disease
Is deadly and In Kern County It Is in its second epidemic,

2. Thedrought In Califarnia. The Govemor has already mandated that there be a 35% cutback
statewide. This is directly affecting agriculture to the level of Increased prices and lower
quality nationwide some communities are aut of water many of those are in Kern County
and near Bakersfield.

3, The Central Valley produces a large portion of the agriculture products consumed by the
people of the United States. This Casing witl take needed agrleulture land for food
preduction. The farmers that currently farm In and around the proposed site may be forced
Lo leave.

4. In¢rease in crime, gambling addiction and other social issues will be impacting our children
and their safety.

Please keep aur county safe and stop the bullding of this casing,

Breanne Gaona
12404 Great Country Dr
Bakersfiald, CA 93312
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Comment Letter P-13

Community Counseling & Psychological Services
4900 Catifornin Avenus 115-B
PO Box 82096
Rakersfield, CA 93380
{661)326-8167 FAX (661)326-8221
Communitycounseling.net

September 10, 2015

| am wrlting to register my request for the Bureau of Indian Affairs not to approve Indian Gambiing
Casino at the basa of the Grapevine in Kem County for many reasons. | was born and raised in
Kem County and am also a voling member of the Cherokee Nation. A prime concem must be the
crima and moral decling that oftep accompanies casinos. In the cost-benefit analysis of casing
positives and negatives that accrue to the community affected, social impacts should be a critical
determinant.

As a Clinical Psychologist the problems brought by this type of Casino do not outweigh the
possible benefits agvertised by the pecple who want this Casino. Although administration of Trbal
casinos by state and federal government is codified in law, it is often a sidebar in the debata as to
whether a casino shoukd be approved in @ community.

Casinos are crime magnets with two types of ilkegal activity: frilemal comuption that includes
monaey lagndenng, crganized crime influence, and street crime. Ht is the increase in crime directly
spilling fram casino doors that has the most immediate affect on surounding communities. For
nearby neighborhoods, these include DUl-relaled accidents, home robberies and mall theft f a
precedent is set that indian casinos are no longer restricted to reservation lands, negatives will
impact neighboring areas like never before, Other sarious problems with this propased Casino is
Gambling Addictions and increased traffic that will make the Air Quality in Kern County worse.

Please do not approve this Casina.
am ™
=il

Sincerely, n-" 7%
Ped e _

M. Dean Haddock, Psy).>, B o Mﬂm; —-

- —r-|

McCoy Dean Haddock, Psy.D., ABMP, BCFE, BCME, ABDA
Clirical Psychologist PSY 8536 I o

Diplomata American Board of Megical Psychatherapists and Psyehndmgnusbmans
American Board of Ferensic Examinars _
American Board of Foransic Medical Examiners
Amencan Board of Digability Analysts

Lifa Fellow American Callege of Forensic Examiners [S845]
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Comment Letter P-14

Amy Dutschke

Regional Cirector

Bureaw of Indian Affairs. Pacific Region
2800 Cattage Way

Sacramento, California 95825,

NOI Camments, Tejon Indian Tribe Project

September 10, 2015

#rs. Dutschke .

| am writlng your to show my concern about the preposed casing in Mettler far the Tajon Indtan Tribe.
Hera are a faw issups | have with this casino being put near gur community.

1. We reside in one of the worst air quality regions In the country and the additiona traffic
coming from all over the central valley and Los Angeles will add to our already poor air
quality. The Air quality is a direct cause of cardigvascular disease, asthma, lung disease,
cancer and otherilinesses from bad air quality. Current!y we are notified dallyof the air .
quality and the recommendations to stay indoors.

2. Valley Fever is a fungal disease that becames aitborne and the spores are bresthed in by us
all. Thix diseasa s deadly and? in Kern County It is In its second epidemic.

3. The drought in Californfa is already at a severe level, The Governor has already mandated
that there be a 35% cutback statewide. This is impacting agricuiture to the level of
increased prices and lkower guality nationwide...when they don't have ta plow up their
flelds. Several communities are already out of water in the state. Several of those are In
Korn County and naar Bakersfield.

4. Here in the Valley we produce a large portion of the agficutture produrts consumed by the
pecpie of the United States. Rezoning the large piece of property for this Casine will take
needed agricutiure land for food production. The farmers that currently farm in and around
the praposed site may be forced to leave,

Please do not atlow this ¢asing to be built in our county. The increase in so¢lal concerns, envirgnmental
issues and health issues are real and need 1o be taken into conslderation.

Thank yau for your time and consideration of my concerns,

Labonna Dodge
902 Crawn Pointa Dr
Bakersfield, CA 93312
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Comment Letter P-16

September 10, 2015

Amy Dutschke

Regional Director

Bureau of Indian Affairs, Pacific Region
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, California 95825.

RE: Tejon Indian Tribe Project

To whom it may concern,

I have a serious concern in regards to the proposed casino project in Tejon.

For one thing the proposed size of the development is huge for the area, and will
bring a lot more pollution to an area in Kern County that already has one of the
worst air quality. Second the valuable water resources that are within the land are
not going to be properly regulated, and as you may know there is already a big
crisis of lack of water in the Central Valley.

Third and most importantly casinos are never family friendly, it definitely has
created an inviting atmosphere for adults that are addicted to gambling and it
certainly has been a contributor to problems in marriages. For example, one spouse
can be against it and the other can disregard the other. It is not constructive for the
whole family unit, for children and grand children.

As a Pastor, I've had to counsel various individuals over the years about the
addictive behavior to gambling and how it has caused severe financial problems as
well as interfere in family duties. This type of entertainment is no where near family
friendly...not constructive at all. Others in our community feel the same way.

Respectfully submitted,

Pastor David Vivas
925 Jefferson St
Delano, CA 93215
661-721-0111

Email: studyitall@yahoo.com
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Comment Letter P-17

Amy Dutschke

Regianal Director

Bureay of Indian affeirs, Pacific Region
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, California 95825,

NOI Commaents, Tejon Indian Tribe Project

September 13, 2015
Mrs. Dutschke
I am writing you to show my concern about the proposed casing In Mettler far the Tejon Indlan Tribe,

1. We reside in one of the worst alr quailty regions In the country and the additional traffic
coming from all gver the central vallay and Los Angales will add to our already peor air
quality, The Air quality [s a direct cause of cardicvascular disease, asthma, lung disease,
cancer and otherillnesses from bad air quality. Currently we are notified daily of the air
guality and the recommendations to stay indoors. These days are increasing as the alr
quality decreases.

2. The drought in California is already st a severe level. The Governor has already mandated
that there be 3 35% cutback statewide. Several communities are aiready out of water in the
state. Several of those are in Kem County and near Bakersfield,

3. Here in the Valley we produce a farge partion of the agriculture products consumed by the
people of the United States. Rezoning the large piece of property for this Casino will take
needed agricutture land for food production. The farmers that currently farm in and around
the proposed site may be forced to leave. This casino will be using up mare of the ground
water which in turn will have a negative impact.

4. Gambling addiction [5 a growing concern for many. In Kern County with the unemployment
rates being high, teenage pregnancy In tne of the highest In the state, and drug addiction Is
growing daily we dan’t need to add gambling.

Please do not allow this casing 1o be built in our county. The increase in social concerns, environmental
issues and health issues are real and néed to be taken into considaration.

Thank you for your time and consideration of my concerns.

Teresa Hurst
3325 Starburst
Bakersfield, CA 93309
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Comment Letter P-18

Amy Dutschke

Regignal Director

Bureay of Indian Affairs, Paciflc Region
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, California 95825,

NOJ Comments, Tejon Indian Trlise Project

September 10, 2015

Mrs. Dutschke

| am writing you to show my concern about the proposed casing in Mettler for the Tejon Indlan Tribe,
The envimenmental cancems are staggering for a development of this size.

1. We raside in one of the worst air quality regions in the country and the additional traffc
coming from all over the central valley and Los Angeles whl add te our already poar air
fuality. The Air quality is a direct cause of cardiovascular disease, asthma, lung disease,
cancer and other ilinesses from bad air quaiity. Currently we ara naotified daily of the air
guality and the recommendations to stay indoors.

2, Vailey Fever is a fungal disease that becomes airborne and the spores are breathed In by us
all. This disease |5 deadly and in Kern County K |s In Its secand epidemic,

3. The drought In Callfornia [s already at a severe leval. The Governor has already mandated
that there be a 35% cutback statewide. This |5 impacting agriculture to the leve| of
increased prices and lower quality nationwide...when they don’t have ta plow up thelr
fields. Several communitles are already out af water in the state. Several of those are in
Kern County and near Bakersheld.

4. The Central Valley 1s the breadbasket for the county, state and country, Here in the Valley
we produce & large portion of the agriculture products consumed by the peaple of the
United States. Reroning the large piece of property for this Casing will take needed
agriculture land for foed production. The farmers that currently farm in and around the
proposed site may be forced to leave.

5. Developing a Las Vogas style casino will increase crime In a ¢county that already has several
prisans, high teenage pregnancy and drug addiction.

Please do not allow thls casine 1o be hullt in gur county. The increase in social concemns, environmesntal
issues and health issues are real and need to be taken into consideratian,

Thank you for yaur time and tonsideration of my concems,

Carol Crocker
6420 Easter Lily Ct
Rakersfleld, CA 93913-6008
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Comment Letter P-19

Amy Dutschke

Regional Director

Bureau of Indian Affairs, Pacific Region
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramerto, Callfornia 95825

NOI Comments, Tejon Indian Tribe Prajaect

September 10, 2015

Wirs. Duischke

I am writing you to show my concern about the proposed casing in Mettler for the Tejan Indian Tribe.
The enviranmental concermns are staggering for a develgpment of this size.

1. We reside In one of the worst air guality reglons in the country and the additional traffic
coming from ail over the central valley and Los Angeles will 2dd to our already poar air
guality. The Alr quality is a direct cause of cardlovascular disease, asthma, lung disease,
cancer and ather llinesses from bad air quality. Currently we are notifted dally of the afr
quality and the recommendations to stay Indoors.

2. Valley Fever is a fungai disease that becomes airbome and the spores are breathed in by us
all. This disease 1s deadly and in Kern County It is in its second epidemic.

3. The drought in California is already at a severe level. The Governor has already mandated
that there be 3 35% cutback statewide. This is impatting agriculture 1o the level of
increased prices and lower quality nationwide..when they don’t have to plow up their
fields. Several cormmunities are already aut of water in the state. Several of thase are in
Kern County and near Bakersfield.

4. The Central Valley is the breadbasket for the county, state and country. Here in the Valley
we produce a large portion of the agriculture products cansumed by the people of the
United States. Razaening the large piece of proparty for this Casing will take neaded
agriculture land for food production, The farmers that currenthy farm jn and argund the
propased site may be forced ta leave.

5. Developing a Las Vegas style casine will increase crime in a county that already has sevaral
prisons, high teenage preghancy and drug addiction,

Please do not allew this casing to be built in gur caunty. The increase in social cancarms, environmental
izsues and health issues are real and nead 1o be taken Intg consideration.

Thank you for your time and consideration of my concemns.

Tem Crocker
6420 Easter LIky Ct
Bakersfield, CA 93313-6008




Comment LJettFr P-20

T ik
September 11, 2015 b0 ps
To:  Amy Dutschke, Regional Director a

Bureau of Indian Affairs; Pacific Region, Department of the Interior ==
2800 Cottage Way, Sacramento, California 95825 (i . —

From: David Laughing Horse Ruhinsnn.,. Chair R DI
Kawaiisu Tribe of Tejon
P.0. Box 1547, Kernville, CA 93238

Re:  “NOI Comments, Tejon Indian Tribe Project” 80 FR 48559 08/13/2015
Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Tejon Indian Tribe's Proposed

Trust  Acquisition and Casino Project, Kern County, California
Document Number: 2015-19973 156A2100DD/AAKC001030/A0A501010.999900 253G

This is a request for the no-action alternative in the EIS for these reasons:

A) The land identified in this NOI 80 FR 48559 is within Kowaiisu Tribe of Tejon Indion Country and
Ratified Treaty territory (ceded lund maps 285/286).

B) The land identified in this NOI 80 FR 48559 is the subject of a lawsuit filed by the Kawaiisu Tribe of
Tejon that is still in the U.S. Courts and has been since November 2009.

C) The group identified as the Tejon Indian Tribe is disputable and subjed of an APA investigation by the
Office of Inspector General initiated January 17, 2012. According to the Office of Inspector General's
report about this groups re-affirmation, DOI did not follow the federal statute for recognition
authorized by Congress in Section 83.7 of 25 C.F.R. Part 83 to acknowledge the Tejon Indian Tribe.
This was arbitrary, copricious, an abuse of discretion, and not in accordonce with low under 5 U.5.C.
706 (2)(A).

D) This group has not yet met the requirement to certify California Indigenous blood quotum of it's
members and tribal constitution before any trust land is acquired for o tribg.

E) This groups membership cannot cerfify the required amount of Indian Blood to claim benefits under 25
C.F.R. Part 83 ond the group of people identifying themselves as the Tejon Indian Tribe are not
indigenous to California or the USA.

F) To go forward on this will be creating another APA violation.

Submitted by:
David Laughing Horse Robinson
Chair, Kawaiisu Tribe of Tejon
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Comment Letter P-21

From: deedominquez@juno.com <deedomingquez@juno.com>
Date: Mon, Sep 14, 2015 at 2:19 PM

Subject: NOI Comments, Tejon Indian Tribe Project

To: john.rydzik@bia.gov

Delia Dominguez
to; John Rydzik, Chief
Division of Environmental, Cultural Resource Management, and Safety
Bureau of Indian Affairs, Pacific Regional Office, Room W-2820
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 93825

and:

to: Amy Dutschke, Regional Director
Bureau of Indian Affairs, Pacific Region
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

re: NOI Comments, Tejon Indian Tribe Project

I have concerns about the location of the proposed Tejon Indian Tribe casino near
Fwy 5, Hwys 99 and 166, Maricopa Hwy. They are as follows:

1) The military bases in the Mojave Desert and Antelope Valley in Eastern Kern County and
their Fly Zone over the Sierra Nevada, Tehachapi Mountains, and the Coastal Range, conducted
for military exercises, and National Security. The site of the proposed development, may have a
negative impact on these very necessary and important military exercises.

2) Federal Indian Reservations can legally plant, raise and harvest Marijuana on reservation
property. The site of the development sits on agricultural zoned land that has had agricultural
activities for decades,and is geographically located at the site of 3 major Fwy and Hwys.in the
Central Valley. A stipulation must be made specifically whether this of harvesting (Marijuana)
for economic development will take place..

3) Inthe Fall of 2012, the Tejon Indian Tribal members visited the site refered in this Scoping,
and set aside various home sites for future development. This housing development was not
mentioned the Scoping Hearing, nor in the Federal Register. All proposed development, and
future development must be specified, but not in piecemeal notice in the future.

Thank you, and I hope you will accept my comments by e-mail, since it is 9/14/2015, any mail |
would send would not arrive today. | believe these 3 comments are very important and should be
considered.

Sincerely,

Delia Dominguez



115 Radio St
Bakersfield, CA 93305
661 637-1851



CﬁmBnent Letter I?J- 2

ﬂ.r L i ,,
The Tinoqui-Chalola Council of - r i i
KITANEMUK & YOWLUMNE TEJON INDIANS Y= —, —
115 Radio Street, Bakersfield, CA 93305 Decans 2.

(661) 637-1851, (626) 339-6785" " —

L ' ) - I ' T

Amvy Dutschke, Renlnnai Director o —

qﬁun\f Indian Affgirs, Pacific Reglon - —_—
28 hWav * _ —

Sacramento, CA 95825 . -

Re: NOI Comments, Tejon Indian Tribe Project
Dear Regional Director,

Dur Tribe’s families cultural affiliations are of Kitanemuk, Yowlumne and Kern Lake Yokuts,
and, Emigdiano and Ventureno Chumash,

We are expressing our concems regarding the proposed development of a 250,000 square
foot casino, 300 room hotel, banquet space, etc., on 306 acres on 4 parcels, Assessor’s
Parcel Numbers 238-204-02, 238-204-04, 238-204-07 and 238-204-14.

Kem Lake, the home of the Kem Lake Yokut$- Hometwoli/ Halaumne, is a culturaliy
sensitive landscape, and known archaeojogical site, The Kern Lake Yokuts have their own
dialect in the Yokuts language family known 35 Penutian, Weil krnown ethno historian,

A. L. Kroeber, with the assistance of Hometwoli speakers, documented the Hometwoli
language in his report of 20 Yokuts dialects of the Central Valley.

On June 2, 2015 before the Kern County Board of Supervisors, the Tejon Indian Tribe
made a presentation, describing its members as Kitanemuk Indians, and that they no
Ionger use the name Kitanemuk, but rather Tajon, hence the name Tejon Indlans.

Kem Lake is surrounded on 3 sides by Hwy 99, Fwy 5, and Maricopa Hwy {166}, This site
was chosen for Its proximity to thesa Hwys/ Fwy.

The site is not culturally afflllated to the Tejon Kitanemuk Indian Tribe.
The site was not chosen te protect it for the Kern Lake Yokuts- Hometwoll.

It was chosen for 'Personal Einancial Gain®, of the Tejon Kitanemuk Inglan Triba, whose
land base is well known. It is at the Tehachapli Mountains, and over into the Mojave
Desert. (1} Map enclesed by A L Kroeber, Handbook of The Indians of Callfernia.

I visited California Stata Unlversity, Bakersfield, in late August and spoke with Robert
Yohe, Director, Labaratory of Archaeological Science, and Patrick O'Meill. I shared the
assessors map from Kern County containing the proposed development site, and expressed
my concerns with them ragarding tha cultural sensitive landscape. Mr. Yohe reviewed his
records, and confirmed the proposed site is at the southern shore of Kern Lake, within the
archaeclogical, and, culturally sensitlve fandscape, (2) Kern County Assessors Map

{ have relayed my concerns to Cynthia Gomez, Secretary, of the State of California, Native
American Heritage Commission, who has assigned the file to Rob Woed, in the office of the
NAHC, with whom I have spoken with and expressed my concemns regarding this site, and
the proposed development.
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Neither do I find comfort in learning the Tejon Indian Tribe is in the process of developing
a Tejon Indian Repository within the framework of Federal Standards. The repository
would facilitate any development for storage of all cultural recovery.

Considering the Kitanemuk are not culturally affiliated to the Kern Lake Yokuts-Hometwoli
of the Cantral Valley, should be of greatest concern. As late as 1900, it was well known
among the Yokuts, that to enter the Central Valley, a Tribe must first receive permission to
enter, as in past years, Elk was hunted in the Valley.

The site should not be disturbed for such intrusive development.
(3) copy of Hometwoli/ Halaumne report from the book the Yokuts, By Frank Latta

The following are concerns we, and the general public, are concerned with in this
development.

Secondly, we are concerned with the state of our WATER. We have been, and are
currently, in a severe DROUGHT.

Our Governor has mandated 35% cutback statewide of water usage. Several communities,
including those in Kern County, and near Bakersfield have no water, wells running dry, or

water is hauled in.

Statewide, lawns are allowed to turn brown, with no ramifications per our Governor, in
protection for the landowners where beautification of the city is required.

Should our region experience an El Nino winter, it will not end our severe water shortage,
it will only alleviate it to a degree. Only cumulative years will replenish our aquifers that

are needed for future use.

Thirdly, our AIR, is severely poliuted, from fine particulate matter, causing cardiovascular
disease, asthma, lung disease, cancer, and other sickness from bad air quality. The
American Lung Association keeps a close look at our local air, and keeps us apprised of the

dangers.
Some current national statistics are as follows:

2013 Bakersfield #1 - Worst Air
2014 Bakersfield #3 - Worst Air
2015 Bakersfield #3 - Worst Smog.

In our weather news casts are included bad air days, and days recommended to remain
indoors.

Fourthly, the TRAFFIC traveling north and south from the Grapevine is very congested and
dangerous due to the steep incline and decline with 3 lanes often times crowded with semi

trucks.
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At any time, day or night, any day of the week, automobiles and semi trucks are traveling
thru Fwy 5 and Hwy 99 with all lanes of traffic full.

As traffic congestion increases, travel becomes increasingly unsafe for all.

Fifthly, the Central Valley is a bread basket for our community and county.

Reroning this Agriculture Use Land for development, will reduce the fertile land necessary

for the production of food for all people.

Rezoning will also have a negative impact on the agricultural activities surrounding the
proposed development, which may force the farmers to leave,

Sixthly, the Biological and Endangered Species affected, I cannot specifically speak on,
however, the Migratory Flight Path is a necessary path for all flying species would be
negatively impacted, with severe lighting, development, and major increase in human

contact.

Seventhly, the increased lighting will also negatively impact 'Dark Skies', where nearby
Frazier Park is only 1 of a few places sujtable for Star Gazing.

Eighthly, VALLEY FEVER, a fungal disease that starts in the lungs with every breath you
breath, you may become a victim of Valley Fever.

Kern County is in a second epidemic since 2000 and is ongoing. Many people believe the
fungi (spores) lies in the Native Peoples villages and cemeteries, when uncovered, the

spores become exposed and spread.
Sandra Larsen is the Director of the organization to combat Valley Fever.

Ninthly, I have not yet reviewed, but I am advised of a study that was conducted and
prepared by the University of Las Vegas, of the negative impacts a Casino brings to
neighboring communities of increased crime and social maladies.

However, already in Kern County/ Bakersfield, up to 39% of felony prosecutions are meth
related. 30% of emergency visits to Kern Medical Center are meth related. In cases of
substance abuse, meth accounts for 50% of all cases.

These statistics are available from KernStopMethNow, Kern County Mental Health
Department.

Our County also is home to a great number of local and state prisons, with another slated
to be built adjacent to an existing large jail- Lerdo. The new prison will also have a
medical facility including mental health care.

The AMTRAK rail system runs from Northern California thru the Prison cities, with the rail
system ending at Bakersfield Amtrak station. In order to travel to Los Angeles, any




Page 4 of 5

individuals leaving the prison system must exit the Amtrak train and board the Amtrak
bus. This leaves Bakersfield vulnerable to those who do not continue their travel out of

Bakersfield.

Bakersfield was recently named as 3™ from the bottom nationwide in education.

Tenthly, at the September 1, 2015 Scoping Hearing, Kathryn Morgan, the Chairwoman, of
the Tejon Indian Tribe, described her reasoning for the development of a casino for the
benefit of the members of the Tejon Indian Tribe, describing the members as very poor,
needy, in need of health care, educational benefits, and other benefits.

However, in reviewing the Memorandum from the California Gambling Control Commission,
dated January 24, 2013, the Tejon Indian Tribe received their Revenue Sharing Trust Fund
Distribution (RTSF) of $275,000.00, for the quarter ending December 31, 2012. The
memorandum further lists RTSF to Tejon Indian Tribe -

‘Distribution Inception to December 31, 2012, $1,084,890.00°,

The California Gambling Control Commission was organized by then Governor Gray Davis
in support for Indian Gaming. The gaming tribes would each disburse a percentage of
their profits into the Trust Fund and the State would then make a distribution to those

tribes that did not have Indian Gaming.

At the Reaffirmation in January 2012, of the Tejon Indian Tribe, their membership was
stated to be approximately 200 members. In December 31, 2012, with RTSF funds

totaling $1,084,890.00, is not poverty.

In addition to the $1,084,890.00 ending in 2012, those distributions have continued thru
2013, 2014, and currently in 2015.

(4) California Gambling Control Commission Memorandum

Also, our State and County does provide health, education, housing services to all persons
and families. Indian services provides health services thru Clinica Sierra Vista, and Tule
Indian Reservation provides alcohol abuse services thru their Tule River Alcohol Program

{(TRAP).

In a letter from Attorney Arlinda F. Locklear, to the California Gambling Control
Commission, she states the Tejon Indian Tribe receives funding from various federal
agencies, including BIA, Housing and Urgan Development and Indian Health Services.

Currently in California, and Nationwide, a phenomenon has occurred. Well established,
profiteering Indian Casinos are disenrolling members by the hundreds, whole families at a
time. Unfortunately, once disenrolled, there is no appeal.
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The most recent disenroliment in California erupted in gunfire inside a well established
Casino Resort full of vacationers, gamblers, visitors, hotel guests, and others. It was shut
down with an expedited order from a judge.

The Tejon Indian Tribe has had their own disenrollment, however, it occurred prior to the
Reaffirmation, by a report prepared by Dr. John Johnson, of the Santa Barbara Museum of
MNatural History, where he utilized a census stamped received December 18, 1915. The
Census of the Indians of El Tejon Band in Kern Co Calif was taken by Special Indian Agent
John ] Terrell, who had been sent to the Rancho El Tejon to find suitable land to remove
the Indians to, at the request of the landowners.

In Dr. Johnson's report, he totals the number of individuals on the Census at 81, and
subtracts 26, then subtracts 17, then subtracts, 15, then subtracts 2. This left 11 from
the original 81 individuals. The descendents of the 11 received notification of the
reaffirmation. (5) Patton Bogas/ Dr. John Johnson Report

When this is questioned by Lee Fleming, Director of the Office of Federal
Acknowledgement, of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, as he states in the ‘Investigative Report

of the Tejon Indian Tribe, he was sidelined.

Attorney Arlinda Locklear states in her May 23, 2013 letter to the California Gambling
Control Commission that the Investigative Report of the Tejon IndianTribe is ‘biased’.

(68) Investigative Report of the Tejon Indian Tribe, distributed April 30, 2013
(7) Letter dated May 23, 2013, by Arlinda Locklear to California Gambling Control Comm

CONCLUSION
This development is not in the best interest of the Bakersfield/ Kern County Community.

Sincerely,

= b (v ::;’ .
@gkﬁ_ X ‘{
Delia ‘Dee’ Damingueéf
Chairwoman

Attachments:
1) Map by A L Kroeber, Handbook of the Indians of California

2) Kern County Assessors Map

3) Copy of Hometwoli/ Halaumne report from the book the Yokuts by Frank Latta

4) California Gambling Control Commission Memorandum

5) PattonBoaggs/ Dr. John Johnson Report

6) Investigative Report of the Tejon Indian Tribe, distributed April 30, 2013

7) Letter dated May 23, 2013, by Arlinda Locklear to California Gambling Control Commiss.
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HANDBOOK OF YOKUTS INDIANS

#6062, HarauMNE YoORUTS

The northernn and western shores of Kern Lake were ccoupied
by a Yokuts tribe long known ag the Hometwole.'® Certainly, this
was not a tribe name and | exhausted what I thought was every
possibility of obiaining the correct tribal mame before I learned
that {{ was Halaumne (Hah-lah-limne). Four of their village sites
are known by name. At least two others are not identified by
name. All sites now have been leveled for the planting of crops.
Lodsau (Lo-dh-seh-00) was located on an early channel of Kern
River, about five miles northwest of Pohalin {P&E-ha-lin}, at the
castern end of Kern Lake.

Havrau

Hal-ah-o0!* was on Old Rivet Channel about where it entered
Kern Lake Slough, between Kern and Buena Vista Lakes. Hala
was the Yokuts name for the sugar cane or dwarf bamboo that
once grew along most San Joaquin Valley streams. Halau means
place of Hala. The Yokuts made arrow shafts from this bamboo.
They harvested sugar fram a sweet sap that was exuded and dried
in globules on the leaves. This was the site of the later Mexican
settlement known as Ei Consuelo (The Consolation). Halan was the
old home village of the Halaumne, the place where their Universe
was created, the center of their Pahn (World).

Until 1933 this was all | was able to learn about this ancient
Sunrise — Sunset Tribe of Yokuts. It was at their old village of
Homochu, about eight miles northeast of Halau, that they hosted
the southern Yokuts tribes and met the Rising Sun at the end of
five days and nights of dancing, singing and crying — crying
toward the Setting (Dying) Sun during their annual Mourning
Ceremony {Lonewis). The Sun (Oop) once was & person (s Yokuts).
After he went to live in the sky he invented the Bow and Arrow.
He sent them to the Yokuts by his Meszenger {Winatun), the

3outherners,
“The au in these Yokuts names was pronounced tg rhyme with cow.
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Moen {Oopish); messenger because during the night he brings light
to the Yokuts for the Sun.

OLp SUNSET

- Both the Rising and the Selting Sun, and the Moon were
Tripne (supernatural} to the Yokuts. In the 18905, because of the
striking, characteristic colorful sunsets at the “South End" of the
San Jpaquin Valley, Gringo oil prospectors, operating & few miles
to the southwest of Homechu, named their location Sunsel and
later, (Xd Sunset, a term of endearment. Thése Sunrises and
Bunsets still are blazing, spectacular sights from old Hamochu.
% To the Yokuts, Sunset (The Dying Day} meant Death. The
- Yokuts saw their Sun die at the end of every day. Yoimut, aged
- . Chunnt Yokuts, told of standing as a child at Chawilowin {Alpaugh
L now) and facing the Setting Sun. Said Yoimut, "We stand there
% and watch close 'til that last spark is gone. Then we turn back to
our camp and my mama say, Towitse {I'é6w-il-s€) Oop' (The sun is
dead).”
5 When Watihte (Wa-tih-tk)},2? the Ground Owl*! named for his
- call and said by the Yokuts to be a Winatun (Messenger) for
Tihpiknits ithe Keeper of the Hercaller), sent his wailing screech
arross the West Side Plains at dusk, to the Yokuts it meant that
someone had died and was calling te Tihpiknits, the Yokuts St.
Peter, for admission to Tihpiknits’ Pahn (Land), the Yokuts
Hereafter.

S0, the souls of their deparied people having been safely
mournaed into Tihpiknits' Pehn, their sorrow gone, ithe mourners
ran toward the Rising Sun, which signitied New Life, laughing and
splaghing, inte ¥ern Lake, to be washed and dressed in new

R R

I MU

HWiatihte in the Chunut Yokuts dialect: Peek-ook in the Choinumne
dialect. Peek-ook is the greeting he gives when he stands by his
squirrel-hole home and bows to you: from Yoimut, Washumchalh and
others and from personal cbservation during the first fity years of my
own life,

h ARilly owl to us on the West Side Plains
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clothes by their Tumlus (Teomloose, Attendant) and free to wash
their Taces, to let their hair grow and to eat and bathc every
morning.

This description of the Lonewis Ceremony at Old Homochu
was furnished in 1927 by Wahumchah, Lawhawseh, and Chaamsah
when I had them together at Tule River Reservation. All three
had attended two Lonewis at Homochu in the early 1870s when
they were boys, They agreed Lhat these were the last meetings
held there. On the journey to Homochu all accompanied their
parents in horse.drawn spring wagons. Wahumchah's father came
from his job of herding sheep at the Jewetts’ Rio Brave Ranch on
Kern River. Chaamsah's parents came from a like job at the Huey
Ranch scuth of Deer Creek. Lawhawseh's parents came from the
Tule River (Monache) Indian Reservation on Tule River.

DuMpLE BrROTHERS

In 1916 in Bakersfield 1 interviewed both William (Bill)
Dumble and his older brother, Herman. In 1850 their grandpa-
rents, the (ilass fumnily, located on the nerth shore of Kern Lake,
aboul six miles northwest of where Kern River entered Kern
l.ake.22 There they saw the Halaumne Yokuts trapping fish. They
stayed there until 1856, when they moved to the site of later
Rakersfield where they built & log house near what now is the
interpection of Sixth Street and Chester Avenue??® ]| continued to
interview both Dumble brothers until each passed away. Through
statements made Lo them by both their parents and grandparents
they were Lthe best informed persons 1 found? concerning condi-
tions on Kern Lake, Kern Siough, Buena Vista Lake and Buena
Vista Slough during the parly 1830s. Both were close observers, of
excellent intellect and were reliable and interested informants.
Both had traveled over the above described area all of their lives

Rasl side of 57, 32:28,

B[ date is correct, then this house and not the Bohna House (1855,
i+ the first white man's house on the site of present Bakersfield.

HAlmast Lhe ordyv infaormed white persons.

oL

e T g e
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in their duties at pump and water well maintenance for Carr and
Haggin (later the Kern County Land Companyh

In later years data furnished by the Dumbles was corroborated
in part by William Barnes whose parents, and uncles, the Harris
brothers, located on the north shore of Buena Vista Lake befare
1860. Barnes was born at the Avila Headquarlers?s in 1883
Barnes” sister, Mrs. Elizabeth (Barpnes) [Lewis, repeated her
brother's account. From Tule Joe (Wahumchah): Timotee and
Maria. John, Louis and Hobert Broder, [ heard the same accounts
of fishing by means o’ weirs in the Goose Lake, Adobe Holes and
adjprning slough arcas* Alss, Mollie Garcia, aped Tache Yokuts of
Santa Hosa HRancheria south of Lemoore, verified the Mayfield
account which was identical with that furnished by the Dumble
brothers.

One of the interesting accounts related in my presence by both
W.R. and Herman Dumble coneerned this fishing on the north
shore of Kern Lake by local resident Indians 7

Fisit Werrs and CORRALS

In 1827 William INumble guided me to Lhe sile where his
grandparents had =eoen the, Indiang fishing. This wus on the north
shore of Kern Lake, west of the site of the old Halaumne Yokuts
village of Lodsau. The ground wasz almost level. "AL the west end
of this flat,” said Dumhbie, "the Ilndianz buillt » corral — drove
willow stakes in the mud where the water was abuut a foot deep
and wave willow branches back and forth bétween them. From an
opening in the corral near the shore at the cast end they ran a
wing of the same construction to the southeast out into the lake at
an angle with thi shore. All of the Indians waded into the lake
outside of the corral and the wing, almost shoulder to shoulder and
herded the fish into the angle behind the brush wing, They kicked
their feet and slapped the water with willow branches and yelled

Formerly Pohalin Tinléu,
2%This was Tuhoumne Yokuts country.
MHalaumne Yaokuls,

219
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and ran the fish into the corral. Then they cloged the opening in
the corral and used the trapped fish as they necded them. They
gave my grandparcenls all the fish they could use.

"Tg catch the fish they used a larger wicker, funnel-shaped
basket with no bottorn. They would wade around and slap the big
end of the basket down over o fish, resch in through the open
small end and catch it."?8

KroeseEnr's HoMETWOLE

Wroute Kroeber, 1925, 47% “On Kern Lake were the Homet-
wole . ... This name means ‘southerners’ and is a variant of the
common term Homtinin applied by any Yokuts Lo those of their
neighbors who live to the south. The true tribul designution has
been forgotten. [ln this lasi, he was mistaken.]

“They inhabited at least three principal sites: Halau near the
entrance of Kern River into the channel comnecting Kern and
Buena Vista Lakes?¥: Loasau, somewhere vn the north side of Kern
Lake: and Pohalin Tinliu? in Yauelmnoni, or Sihetal Naald! in
Hometwole dialect itself on the south shore”

Thiz is where [ began in 1927 when I received my copy of
Kroecher, 1925. 1 then was living in Tulare. I began work hy
taking my new book Lo "Bill” Dumble, long-time Supecrintendent of
Kern County Land Company shops in Bakersfield.

Bill had keys for the gates Lo all Land Company fields. He
accompanied me entirely around the old dry shores of Kern Lake
Slough, Kern and Buena Vistu lakes. 1 had a large-scale contour
map of that area. It showed all high points where Indian mounds

28¥ith the additionsl statements by Mayiield, Mollie Garcin, Barnes,
Elizabetl Lewis and the Broders this method of fishing is known to have
been the common practice of all lake and slough Yokuls (ribes, In 1923
William Dumble gave almost the same account te Gilford and Schenck,
1926/, 111, 112,

¥ ern Lake Slough.

1Meaning Place of Ground Sguicrel Haoles.

HZghiéh-tahl Dak-ahl
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were located. We criss-crossed over the dry beds of the lakes. This
required several weckends.

ViLLaceE NAMES

Dumble had dug into most of the old cemeteries of the
Halaumne, Tuhoumne and Tulumne. He was thrilled to learn the
names of these tribes and their names for their old villages. And it
was a thrill for me to have him identify the sites of the old
villages with the names supplied by Krocher. Immediately Bill
took me to Halau — close by the road from Bakersfield to Rancho
San Emigdio. Separately and later Billy Skinner and J. J. Lépez
accompanied me to cid Halau and teld me what they knew about
the old place. Both Skinner's mother®® and he had been born there.
As Superintendent of Tején Ranch in the 1870z and '80s, Lépez
had hired Tndians living at Halan to work oo the ranch.

Halau lay on both sides of Kern Lake Slough on high ground
not far from the high water mark of the cast end of Buena Vista
Lake. When the Indians left the site, probably taken to Mission
Santa Barbara or La Purisima, Spaniards took Indian wives from
the mizsions and moved to San Emigdio® There, about 1806, they
took water from San Em;gdin Creek and irrigated little milpas or
gardens of peas, beans, watermelons, chili and corn. When water
failed in Arroye San Emigdin, they moved down north to the site
of 6ld Halau. There they took water from Kern Slough by dam-
ming the slough and raising the water high encugh to flood their
gardens.

OLp River CHANNEL

In 1862 Kern River changed its course at the foot of the
bluffs, above where present Bakersfield is located, from what
alwave has been known as South Fork, and ran in an earlier

MFull blood Halpumne Yokuts.
#8kinner, Lipez, Valencia and Emerson.
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channel toward the east end of DBuena Vista Lake into Kern
Slough where old Talau was located. In doing this Kern River was
duplicating & situation that had existed at some time in the dim
past. From then until L863 water was taken from Kern River
itself. Then Kern Biver agaln changed its course just below the
hlaffs and went into another old channel now known as Wew River
where it is today £1975). '

All of this time, during times of water failure in Arroyo San
Emigdio, the Gpaniards and Mestizos at San Emigdic went to the
site of old Halau Lo raigse emergency crops.3* Because of this the
place became known as Kl Consuelo, The Conseclation. And so0 it
was known as long As any of the original Spanish cettlers, or thelr
descendants, remained in Kern County. In 1927, when Dumble,
Lopez and Qkinner separately accompanied me to the site, remains
of the old milpas and two adobes were vigible.

When Kern River last changed its course, in 1868, and the
lakez dried, 2 road was built south out of Bakersfield almost
directly across the old Spanish dam to San Emigdio. The present
road is abmost on that identical old route.

This complex of waterways formed a fertile, subirrigated area.
When in a state of nature, it was OVCTEIOWI with hala, the native
sugarcane Or dwarf bamboo. The Vokuts established a village there
and named it Halaw. To this name the resident Yokuts tribe added
their -mne sound and the result was Halaumne, the name of the
tribe living there when the Spanish first visiled that locality *®

in the ahove manner originated many Yokuts place and group
pnames. Not all of the names ending in mne were the names of
tribes. The fact is that in a number of localities geveral -mne
ending names geeurring in 2 amall area indicate they only were
village groups. Only ethnographic data can resolve questionable
Cases.

aaat other times, the prevalence of mosgquitos kept them away from
the place.

3From Wah-hum-chab, & full blogd Yowlumne Yokuts and Law-
haw-seh, a half-blood Talumne Yokuats,
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Dumble guided me to all of the old sites in Halaumne terri-
tory. By means of Kroeber, 19235, we were able to identify [our of
the village sites by name: Halau, Loasau, Pohalin®® and Pochalin
Tinlew. Alse, we visited several thet Kroeber neither named nor
loeated,

Loasau

Lodsau was found easily. It was on a comparatively high,
sandy, dry knoll. When first I saw it in 1927 il coveraed an area of
about three acres, broken by woeathered piles of earth that had
bieen shoveled frem adjoining Yokuts grave pits by white dipgers.
At that time a winter had passed since unyone had gleaned the
aren, which was littered with broken human bones, including
pieces of skulls, beads and pieces ol projeclile points. Dumble
guided me around the place. We picked up about fifty beads each,
all made of semi-flat sections from Lhe lip of periwinkle shell. Alsg,
we picked up fragments of arrowpnoints.?” Dumble found one beauti-
ful complete point of tan-colored, semi-transparent material, two
and one-hall inches in length, snc-hall inch across at the hage,
notched at each side and sharp as a silver of broken glass.

!

R——

Above is a drawing of the point described, made when we
arrived back in Bakersfield and when I had it in front of me. At
one lime Dumble had more than fifty such points from Lodsau and

W arrect form probably Pohilu.

3 That ares, since about 1863 had becn used as horse, hog and cow
pasture. The ground was very smooth and hard. The hoofs of the stock
broke most of the arrow points and many of the beads that were on the

surfuce,
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a5 many more from old Halau. Such fine work was typical of the
four sguthern Yokuts tribes, Yowlumne, Tuhoumne, Tulumne and
Haluumnpe. Kern County Museum onte possessed more than ocne
hundred of them, all of this efficient design or ol a leaf-shaped
design, of expert workmanship and all from Tuhoumne Llerritary.

The old cemetery of Lodsau lay about three hundred lzet north
of a well-eroded steep north beach of old Kern Lake, about six feet
down Lhe slope and from onc to two feet vertically. The camp
midden that Dumble pointed oul was near the remains of at least
onc house — & depression about sixteen feet across and twelve
inches deep. This area lay to the southeast of the cemetery and
about thirty to forty feet from and north of the old luke shoreline.

Podasavin TINLEU
i)

From the 1840s to about 1885 Pa-ha-lin Tin-le-oo was the
location of the Avila Horse Camp. The Avilas developed a well
from a springy place by digging te a depth of about ten feet aund
curbing the hule. This well water was used by travelers along the
south share of Kern Lake and by vaqueros working steck in the
area. [t was better water than that from the lake, as the almost
daily afternoon west, and perjodic north winds kept the whallow
loke water riled for a distance of a gquarter of a mile from the
south shore.

The Avilas had the resident Yowlumne build a small pole
corral, a tule-covered shelter for their saddle animals and a
half-dugout one-reom tule-covered shelter for themselves. In 1928,
when first 1 visited the site with Billy Skinner, the remains of the
Indian village of Pohalin Tinleu surrounded these old fallen-in
Avila improvements. There drifted across the surroundiny area,
smal}, scattered dunes formed of sand, blown from the lake shore
during times of low water and northwind. The depression where
the dugout had been remained covered with sand until about 1934,
when J.J. Lopez guided me to the place. At that time I picked up
& nice arrow point, but smaller than the one found In 1927 at
Lodzau by Dumble. Other remains of Indian accupation were
scallercd about the surface. Scuth to Wheeler Ridge {then called
Mmmte de las Avilas), east ot the Sinks of Tején Creek and west to
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the site of Old Sunset, with the single exception of Hose Station,
wad barren desert — not a board was on cnd.

Lopes siated thal old Indians had told him their people had
used Lhe spring at Pohalin Tinleu long before white men came to
the country snd that as late az 1873 he had seen living near the
gite an Indian family native to the country. He hired the heuad of
this jamily to herd sheep at Rancho El Tején.

As fur a3 I know, the cemetery at Pohalin Tinleu never was
discovered. Peace to the ashes.

About 1855 T last vizited the site, taking friends with me, [
had been there and picked up beads about two weeks previously.
When we arrived where the old ruins and small dunes should have
been, as far as we could see, the area had been graded as smoath
as a table top. There was no sign of any of the old improvements.
In a few days a half millien dollars worth of land-levelling
equipment had cleared the area.®®

Soutre Enp

In addition to the three village sites already described, there
was on lhe north shore of old Kern Lake a site covering an area
lurger than uny of them. It was about two miles west and one-hall
mile north of the Kern County Land Company improvemenls at
Tulefield Ranch. Wahumchah, Lawhawsah end Chasmsah coniri-
buted information regarding lhis old place or we would know
nothing aboul it. As boys they had attended two lenewis (mourn-
ing ceremonies) there
~ Among other facts concerning this ancient site, they stated
that it was a regular lonewis grounds for the four southern
Yohuts tribes and that a number of the more northerly tribes met

®ula on this site, also Halau (Hsh-lahoo, El Congueln), weore lrom
Billy 8kinner, J.J. Lipez, Henry FEmerson, A, B, Robingon, Mra, Mary
{Cuddy) Barnes, Porfirioc Valemeia, Wahumchah and Wm. Dumble. Data

for Tanizsau was from Dumble only. .
W8ae A Ypwlumne Awtobiography, recorded and edited by F.F

Latta,
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there with them., They all gathered there to dance and sing and
cry and to burn offerings for the benefit of their dead.

One of the great interests the site offered to everyone was the
seemingly inexbaustible supply of beads scattered nm the surface of
a smaoth area covering at least five acres. Over 4 period of about
five years, Mrs. Latta, our four children and I picked up more than
20,000 beads in that space, also many small projectile peints and
many more picces of points, Upon showing some of cur gathering
to our neighbor, Mrs. F. E. Borton, she brought out a shocbox half
full of beads and peints that she and her three children had
gathered thirty years earlier on the same site while picnicking and
Mr. Borton was hunting ducks at a nearby gun club, Rill Dumble
showed me at lcast a pint of beads and probably fifty fine small
projectile points.®® Marion Stockten told me that he and other
members of that family had picked up beads and points there over
a period of many years. Undoubtediy many others had this same
experience. Such was net the situation to such an extent at any
other known location in Yokuts Land. !

Why were =0 many beads there?

Wahumehah tald us why.

LLoNgEwis OFFERINGS

As the mourners danced and sang and cried and the Ahanich
{paid sipgers) sang, Lhe people {(Yokuts} threw beads and Tripne
fsupernalural) projectile points on the dance ground as payment to
Tihpiknits {Yokuls SL. Peter) for the spirit of their departed to
cross the last river on the way to Tihpiknits’ Pahn (the Yokuts

Thesr may nol have been arrow points, as they were gemall and the
tribes in that area used atlatls for throwing darts

1lneidentally, I know of not one glass or olher white man's bead,
ornament, or article of any kind to be found within the limits of the
Halaumne or Tuhoumne lands, except at Pohalin Tinleu, where the
Avilas had their horse camp.
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Hereafter), located somcwhere in the direction of the setting sun,

In 1952, while T was Director of Kern County Museum, ] took
a crew of county prizoners to the old lonewis site to make what I
expecled to be a finul cleanup of the prounds. The large museum
truck, a dozen stable brooms, scoop shovels, B dozen laborers and n
thousand empty cement sacks were taken to the sile. Aboutl Lhree
acres of the smooth surface was swepl into heaps, shoveled into
the sacks, hauled to the Museum and (he contents sorted by the
laborers. Sampling of an additional area amony the sull weed and
at least twice the size of that swepl showed almost as many beads
to the sguare fool as did the three acres swepl. At lemst 150,000
beads were recovered. (During the earthquakes of 1952, when the
Museum quarters were badly damaged and were vacated temporar-
ily, these beads were lost and at iast accounts had not been
recavered.)

The number of beads taken from this old lomewis prounds by
all parties mentioned surely toialed more than 500,000. And that
was not all. During the winler of 195233 rains uncovered 3 new
layer of heads and poinis. Many testholes revealed that heads
existed in vast numbers to a depth of six inches. Removing the
500,000 beads had not disturbed the original surface to a depth of
more than one-half ineh. Surely. severai million beads had been
scattered over the area

Aboul 1958 the entire village site and lonewis grounds were
leveled for the purpose of planung crops. Later. in looking over the
places where irrigation water had flowed, in less than one hour |
Picked up more than sixty beads.

HaosocHuU

Now, the name: Wahumchah remembered the Yowlumne
Yokuts name for this old lenewis grounds. It was known as
Southend Place, or End of Yokuts Land: Homochu iHo-mo-choo).
Taking Wahumehah to Tule River Indian Reservation wilh me, we
found that Wahumchah, Lawhawseh and Chaamsah verified the
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name.*? While the three were together ] reminded them that
Pohalin Tinleu, not Homochu, was the most southern Yokuts
village. They agreed to this, but said, "It did not count. It was a
Yowlumne village and Homochu belonged to the Halaumne.”
Probably to us this was not a logical reason; it was, with their
greater knowledge of the area, logical to them.4?* Population
estimated at H00.

#63. TuLumNeg YOKUTS

The south, west, and north sides of Buena Vista Lake were
occupied by the 7Twinmere {Too-lum-ne). These people ranged as far
northwest as the divide west of McKittrick, near where the village
of Wogiteu (Wo-gih-te-oo) was situated. They bordered the
Tuhoumne on the west. At Ditter Water Creek near Taft was the
Tulumne village of Hoscheu (Hos-che-og). At the southwestern
point of Buena Vista Lake was their main village, known as
Tulimnen (Too-ldm-ne-oe), meaning Tulumne Flace.

This lust place is well known as the site excavated in 1933-'34
by the Smithsonign Institution 44 DBuena Vista Lake was known by
the same name as the Buena Vista Hilla and the village between
the hills and the lake Tulimneu. The ares between Buena Vista
Lake and San Emigdio, Santiaro Bilter Water and Lodoso Creeks
to the south was occupied by the Tulumne. They also ranged up
San Emigdie Creek to a point about twoe miles above where the
Rancho San Emigdio headquarters was located s Population esti-
mated at 450.

Al had attended Lonewis ceremonies there

*1According to Chaamsah, Wahumchah and Lawhawseh, the residents
af both Lodssu and Pobalin Tinleu were intermarried Yowlumne and
Halaumne and they did not know which tribe claimed them.

“Tetails of this work are covered in Bulletin 130, Bureau of
American FEthnology, titled Archeological Investigations at Buena Vista
lake, Kern Coundy, Califorrna, by Waldo R, Wedel, under the direction of
Dr. Winslow Walker

HFram Lawhawsch, YWahumchah. l.ipez and Skinner.
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CALIFORNIA GAMBLING CONTROL COMMISSION

Address: 23989 Gateway Oaks Drive, Suite 220 « Sacramento, CA 958334231
Phone: (316) 263-0700 « FAX: (816) 263-0452

Memorandum
DATE: January 24, 2013
TO: Chairman Lopes

Commissioner Conkiin
Commissioner Hammond
Commissioner Schuetz

FROM: TINA M. LITTLETON
Executive Director

SUBJECT: Revenue Sharing Trust Fund Report of Distribution of Funds to Eligikble
Recipient Indian Tribes for the Quarer Endad December 31, 2012

All eligible Tribes will receive a total of $275,000.00, which consists of $146,748.10 from
license fees and interest income and $128,251.80 from shorffall funds that have been
transferred info the Revenue Sharing Trust Fund (RSTF} from the Special Distribution

Fund {SDF) as shown in Exhibit 1.

License fees of $10,544,053.00 and interest income of $28,821.30, for a total of
$10,572,914.30, was received into the RSTF for the quarterly period ended
Drecember 31, 2012. A porticn of the interest income is allocated to previously
approved distributions held in the RSTF on behalf of two (2) Tribes in the amount of
$7,051.10. The guarterly amount of the shortfall in payments to all eligible reciptent
Indian Tribes for the quarter tofals $9,234,136.80.

Staff recommends that the distibution to the California Valley Miwok Tribe be allocated
but withheld. The issue of whether the Assistant Secretary's decision to recognize the
five members of the Sylvia Burley faction as the tribe was valid is still pending resolution
before the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia. The matter has been
submitted to Judge Roberts wheo could issue a decision at any time.

Staff also recommends allocating but withholding the distribution to the lipay Nation of
Santa Ysabel. While there has been some activity in both the state and federal
litigation, neither court has answered the question of whether the distributions should be
paid to Yavapai Apache Nation due to a judgment recognized in their favor in
Sacramento Superior Court or the lipay.

,LTL




Commissioners
January 24, 2013
Page 2

A listing of the amount of revenue received from each Compact Tribe is attached as
Exhibit 2. The receipts are equally distributed to seventy-two (72} of the eighty-eight
{88) Tribes listed in Exhibit 1 as eligible recipient Tribes {pending receipt of outstanding
eligibility certification forms, if any),

At the end of the calendar quarter, the amount of cutstanding license fee payments due
into the RETF from one (1) Tribe was $78,750.00. If the total license fee payments due
at the end of this quarter had been paid into the RSTF, each recipient Tribe would have
received $1,093.75 in additional RSTF money with this quarter's distribution in lieu of an
equal amount of SDF transferred shorffall funds. Total cutstanding and due license fee
payments for the quarter ended December 31, 2012, are sumrmarized in the following

Table 1:

| Table 1
[ Indlan Gaming Revenue Sharing Trust Fund License Fee
'} Payment Aglng Schedule as of December 31, 2012
Pariod(s) in : . Amount of License
| Arrea l_'sz Num ber of Tribas Fees Due
| Qne {1) Quarter ! '
| {Section 43.2.3) 1 § $78,750.00
Exceeds 30 days |
after the calendar i
| quarter . 0 00
| {Section 4.3.2.2) D,
| Totails s 1 | $78,750.00

A fund condition statement for the RSTF through December 31, 2012, for the fiscal year
2012-13 is altached as Exhibit 3.

' Distributlon ta the Calforia Walley Mok Tribe is withheld pending resolution of Tribal leadershlp dispute and lipay Nation
of Santa Yeabal iz withheld panding federal courl liligalion.
Pedods in Arrears are categorized accerding to the applicable Gompact provigions of either 4,3.2.2 or 4.3.2.3.

Attachments:
» Exhibit 1 = RSTF Distribution List
s Exhibif 2 - RS5TF Received From Compacted Tribes
« Exhibit 3 — RSTF Fund Condition Statement




[ Exhibit 1

I Revenue Sharlng Trust Fund Distribution

[ Tntal Amount of Distribution for the Quarter Ended De«camhar 31 ZE‘EZ _
: Quarterly !
| Distributlon Total Potential | Distributions
, ; from Revenue ;| Quarterly Quarterly | Inception to
:| Recipient Indlzn Tribe | Recelved | Shortfall Distribution {| December 31, 2012
| 1 | Alluras Indian Rancheria’ i 146,748.10 |  128.251.90 [  $275,000.00 || $12.238,385.42
2 [ Augustine Band of Cahullla | i .
| Indians? 00 00 00 . 1,238,385.42 |
3 || Bear River Band of the ! : i
I[ Rehnerville Rancheria 148, 748,10 128,251.90 - 275,000.00 12,238,385.42 '
| 4 .| Big Lagoon Rancheria | 14674810 1| 12826190 |  275,000.00 | 12,238,385.42
5 | Big Pne Pajute Tribe of the I ' ‘ :
|| Owens Valley : 146,748.10 ; 128.251.90 275,000.00 | 123238 38542
6 || Big Sandy Rancheria of ! i |
Westem Mono Indians of ' _ | §
|| Califomia 14674810 |  128,251.90 | 275,000.00 || 12,238,385.42
| ¥ | Big Valley Band of Pomo . : ' : .
.| Indians of the Big Valley | | ! I
___|| Rancheria | 16748101 12825190 | 27500000 4,950,000.00
[8_|[ BishopPaiute Tribe || 146,748.10 || _ 128,251.90 | _ 275,000.00 | 12,238,385.47 |
(9 |[BuelskeRanchera® . =~ _ 00 00 | _ 00 || 1,786,385.42 |
110 || BridgeportIndian Colony | 146,748.10 | 12825190 || 275,000.00 || 12,238.985.42 .
il 11 | Buena Vista Rancheriz of - ' i '
| Me-Wuk Indians of Galifomia || 146,748.10 | 12826190 || 27500000 || 12,238.385.42
| 12 1| Cahto Tribe Il 146,748.10 || 128,251.90 || 275,000.00 || 12,238,385.42
13 || Cahuitia Band of Mission | i f
Indians of the Cahuilla i :
_ .|| Reservation 146,748.10 | 128.251.90 275,000.00 12,238,388.42 |
14 | Callfomla Valley Miwok | }
| Trbe " 146,74810 | 12825100 | 27500000 12,238,385.42
15 1| Campo Band of Diegusno : ' i
1| Missian Indians of the ! : !
. .. :| Campo Indian Reservation * 00 00 00 1 . 538,034.21 |
| 16 il Cedarviita Rancheria i 146,748.10 .|  128,251.90 | 2?5 000.00 | 12,238,385.42 '
17 |[ Chemehuevi Indian Tribs of | i . f !
|| the Chemehuevi Reservation | 14874810 || 12825180 .  275,000.00 ° 12,238,385.42 |
18 | Cher-Ag Heights Indian ’ | ! '
| Community of the Trinldad ! !
| Rancheria _ 146,748.10 || 128.261.90 | 274,000.00 12,238,385.42
19 | Chicken Ranch Rencheria of | I !
| Me-Wuk Indians of California 146,743.10 . 128,251.80 | 275,000.00 | 12,238 E-_E_F_Eﬂ_
20 1| Cloverdasle Rancheria of ; i i |
| Pomo indians of Californla | 148,748.10 128,251.80 ! 275,600, DG 12,238,385 42
21 || Cold Springs Rancheria of :
Mono Indians of California 14674810 | 12825190 ] 275,00000 12,238,385.42




| Exhibit 1

| Revenun Sharing Trust Fund Dlstrikution

| Total Amount of Distributlon for the Guarter Endad December 31, 2012 T
j Quarterly ,
! ' Distribution Total Potential . Distributlons \
: from Revenug Quarteriy Quarterly Ingeption to
|| Raclplent Indizn Tribe Received Shortfall Distribution || December 31, 2012
22 | Colorado River Indian Trlbes | 1 '
)| of the Colorade River Indian | |
-| Reservation | 146,748.10 128,251.80 . 275,000.00 : 12,238,385.42 ¢
{23 [ Cortina Indian Rancheria of | ! o
‘| Wintun Indians of Callfomla | 146, 74810 128,251 .90 | 275,000.00 : 12,238,385.42
|24 [ Coyote Valley Reservation 146,740 [ 12825180 |  275,000.00 | 8,250,000.00 |
25 | Dsath Valley Timbl-Sha | i .
.| Shoshone Tribe . 146,748.10 1|  128.251.90 , 275,000.00 , 12,238 285 42
26 ‘ Dry Creek Rancheria of ! | : 1]
Poma Indlans of California® | 0o 0p ! 00 | 1,513,385.42
27 |[ Elem Indian Colony of Pomo | |
'| Indians of the Suiphur Bank ! ;
| Rancheria' 14674810 | 12825190 |  275,000.00 | 42,238,385.42 1
28 [ Ek Valley Rancherla 146.748.90 1] 12825190 [ 275,000000 |[ 12.238,365.42 .
129 | Erterprise Rancheria of ! | '
Il Maidu Ingians of Calfornia i 14674810 | 12825180 .| 27500000 12,238,385.42
30 || Ewiiaapaayp Band of i : . [
‘Kumeyaay Indiang . 146,748.10 126,251.90 , 275,000.00 12,238,365.42
31 ‘| Federated Indians of Gratort ' | :
|| Rancheria 146,748.10 128,251.90 275,000.00 11,817,594.03
| 32 | Fort Bidwall Indian !
! | Cammunity of the Fart : |
| '| Bidwell Reservation of | : _ '
;| Galifornia, . 146,748,190 1|  128.251.80 | . 276,000.00 : _12,238,385.42
33 .| Fort Independence Indian ' : : ;
| Community of Palute indians | | _
‘| of the Fort Independence [ . - i f
I| Reservation | 146,748.10 | 128,251,90 . 275,000.00 | 12,238,385.42
| 34 || Fort Mojave Indlan Tribe of ' ! i
| | Adzona, Cafifornia & Nevada 146,748.10 128,261.90 275,000.00 | 12,238,385.42
!35 || Greenville Ranchetia 146,748.10 |  128,251.90 | 275,000.00 | 12,238,385 42 |
36 || Grndstone Indian Rancherta | ' ;
|| of Wintun-Wailakl [ndians of . . : :
{ California | 146,748.10 || 128,254.90 275.000.00 | 12,238,285.42
37 | Gudiville Rancheria of ' : ! !
California ! 146,748.10 | 128.251.90 275,000.00 ; 12,238,385.42
38 | Habematolel Pomo of Upper | : i . '
Il Lake : 145,748.10 128,251.90 275,000.00 ° 12,238,385.42 °
| 3¢ 1] Hoopa Valley Tribe 14674810 | 12826180 ' 27500000 f 1223838542
40 | Hopland Band of Pomo '
Indians of the Hapland .
| Rancheria® .00 00 .00 441,306 53




| Exhibit 1

| Revenue Sharing Trust Fund Distribufion

| Tetal Amount of Distribution for the Quarter Ended December 31, 2012

. Quarterly ! ! ;
i Dlstributlon i| Total Potentlal Distributions i
| from Revenue Quarterly | Quartarly Inception to !
| .| Reclptent Indlan Tribe | Recelved Shortfali | Distributlon December 31, 2012
1 41 | lipay Nation of Santa : : i E .
 Ilysabe” 14674810 12825190 | 275,000.00 : 12,236.385.42
42 | Inaja Band of Dieguenc I ! i
Mission Indians of the Inaja : i
and Cosmit Resevallon | 146,748.10 || 128.251.90 275,000.00 ! 12,238,385.42
43 | lone Band of Miwok Indlans I :
_____ of Califomia | 148748101 12825180 |  275,000.00 12,238,385.42
44 | Jamu! Indizn Village of . i | :
| Califormia | 14674810 12825180 || 27500000, 12,238,385.42 .
[ 45 || Karuk Tribe of Califomia | 14674810 |  128,251.80 || 275,000.00 | 12,238,385.42 |
45 .| Kashia Band of Pomo ' : | ; :
'| Indians of the Stewarts Point , ' f
. .| Rancheria = 146,748.10 | 128,251.90 . 275.000.00 || 12,238,385.42
47 || La Jolia Band of Lulseno : ! I
| || Indians . 145,748.10 128,291,890 275,000.00 || 12,238,385 42 |
48 || La Posta Band of Diegueno ! '
| Mission Indians of the Lz f :
'| Posta Indian Reservation 14674810 || 12825180 ;|  275000.00 : 12, 238,385.42 -
43 I Lona Pina Paiute-Shoshone | | | :
Il Tribe 146,748.10 ; 128,251.90 275,000.00 | 12,238,385.42
50 . Los Coyotes Band of : |
__i| Cahuila and Cupenaindigns '| 14674810 ;] 12826190 ||  275,000.00 - 12.238,38542
57 [ Lower Lake Rancheria || 14574810 |  128251.90 [ 27500000 [ 11,817,584.08_
52 || Lytton Rancheria of :
| Calforna 145,748.10 || 128.251.80 275,000.00 12,238,385.42
53 !| Manchester Band of Pomo : '
|| Indians of the Manchester :
. _i| Rancheria . . . . _. 146,748.10 || | 126,251.90 275,000.00 ' 12,238,380.42
54 || Manzanita Band of Diegueno '
| Mission Indians of the .
| Manzanita Reservation 146,748.10 128,251.90 275,000.00 . 12,238,385.42 ;
55 1| Mechoopda Indian Tribe of | ) :
| Chico Rancharia 146 748,10 128,251.90 | 275,000.00 - 12,238,385.42 !
58 || Mesa Grande Band of : i
Diegueno Mission Indians of
the Mesa Grande , i |
i| Reservation 146,748.10 ;| 12825190 |  275,000.00 12,238,385.42 .
57 || Middletown Rancheria of ! ' ' !
|| Pome Indians of California® | 0g - 00 .00 482,578.08
68 (| Maorthfork Rancheris of Mona | : :
Indians of Califomia - 148,748.10 128,251.90 275 000.00 - 12,230.385.42 |




| Exhibit{

| Revenue Sharlng Trust Fund Dlstrlhutlun

[ Total Ameunt of Distribution for the Gluartar Endatl Dmmher 31 2012

'| Reclplent indlan Tribe

Guarterly
Distributlcn

from Revenue

Recelved

Quarterly

Shortfall

CQuarterly

BMstributlon

Total Potential :

Distributions
Inceptlon to

Devember 31, 2012

159 °
| Mi=slon Indlans of the Pala

Fala Band of Luisena

Ress rvatmn

.00 |

00 |

00

482,576.08

&0

:| Indians of California®

0o |

00

668,385.42

61

|
Paskanta Band of Nﬂmlakl |
I
i

Pauvmz Band of Luisena
Mission indians of the
FPauma & ‘r‘l.nrna
Resewatlnn

00

482,578.08 |

Ficayune Ranchena -::f
Chukchansi Indians of |
California’® -

00 |

00

1,513,386.42 |

_Pinoleville Pomo Nation il

745.748.10 |

128,251.90 ||

275,000.00 !

| Pit River Tribe (intludes XL ‘

Rangch, Big Band, Likely,
Lookout, Montgomery Creek !
and Roaring Creek
_Rancherlas)

146,748.10

128,251.90

275,000.00 ,

12,238,385,42 |

12,238,385.42 i

1] F’ntter‘v‘allayTnbe . | '

146,748.10

128,251.90 m

275,000,00

12,238,385.42 .

68

| California

Quartz Valley Indian
Community of the Quartz
Valley Reservation of

146,748.10

128,251.80 1] _

.275,000.00

12,238,385.42

67

Quechan Tribe of the Furt
Yuma Indian Reservation®

.00

00

Q0 ¢

7,838,385.42

&8

Ramona Band of
Cahuilla

146,748.10

128,251.90 |

275,000.00

12,238,385.42 '

)

Redwood ‘u’alla}r or Litls ’
River Band of Pomo Indians |
of the Redwood Valley |
Rancheria Califomia

146,748.10

128,251.80

275,000.00 ,

12,238,385.42 |

| 70

il Resighini Rancheria — [

~ 146,748.10

128,251.80 ||

275,000.00

..12.238,385.42 |

71

Kincon Band of Luiseno
Mission Indians of the ‘
Rincon Reservation®

.00

.00

00

441,306,53

| 72

Round Valley Indian Tribes, |
Round valley Reservation |

148,748.10

128,251,90

275,000.00

| San Pasquat Band of
‘| Diequeng Mission Indians of
| California®

a0

L0

00

12,238,385.42

482,578.08

74
I Indians

Santa Rosa Band of Cahullla

146,748,10

128,251.90

27500000

12,238,386.42




? Mo Ienger an eliglble reciplent Tribe, howsver provicusly recelved RSTF disirloutions.

! Distribution to the Cakfornia Valley Miwok Tribe is withheld perding resofution of Triba! leaderehip dispute and [lpay Mation of
Senk Ysabea! 5 withheld pending federal ocount filigation,

e
| Revenue Sharlng Trust Fund Dlistributlon
i Total Amount of Distribution for the Quarter Ended December 31, 2012
| Quarterly - '
| | Distribution | | Total Potential . Distributlons
i from Revenue || Quarterly Guarterly Inception to
i| Reciplent Indian Tribe Recelved | Shartfall Distribution December 31, 2012
78 1| Scotts Valley Band of Pomo i
! | Indizns of California . 146,748.10 . 128,251.90 | 275,000.00 12,238,385.42
78 || Sherwood Valley Rancheria | j
| of Pomo indians of California 14574890 '|  128.251.90 275,000.00 12,238,385.42
| 77 | Shingfe Springs Band of , ' '
- | Miwok Indians, Shingle ‘
Spnn%s Ranthetia {Veroha :
| Trech: 0 2 00| . 156398542
| 78 || Smith River Ranchena | 148,748.10 || 123,25_1.90 'i| 275,000.00 | 12,238,385.42 |
| 72 || Susanville Indian Rancheria | 146,748.10 i|  128,251.90 || 275,000.00 | 12,238,385.42
(T '| Tejon indian Tribe I 146,748.10 i[ 128,251.90 || 275,000.00 if 1,084,880,00 !
81 .| Torres Martingz Desert ' ; .
|| Cahuitla Indians | 146,748, wl 128,251.90 | 275.000.00 .| 12,238,385.42 ,
82 || Tuolumne Band of Me-Wuk i ! .
| Indizns of the Tuolumne [
il Rancheria of Califom(s’ 00 00 00 ..A82,578.08
183 i United Auburn Indian I
| Community of the Aubum i : _
| Rancheria of Califomia® | .00 00 .00 1,513,38542
84 || Uty Utu Gwaitu Paiute Tribe ! '
of the Banton Paiute | .
__iI Ressrvation 1 14674810 |  128,261.80 275,000.00 12,238,385.42
85 || Washoe Tribe of Nevada & | | :
Califormia (Carson Colany, :
Dresslerville Colony, ! |
Waodfards Community, I |
Stewart Community, & . I : :
4 1| Washoe Ranches) | 148748101 12825190 | 27500000 | 1223838542
[ 88 i wilton Rancheria | 146,748.10 [ 128,251.90 | 275,000.00 | 3,919,505 49
87 [ Wyot Triba_ ___ § 14674810 [ 128,251.80 | _275,000.00 ] 12,236,385.42
&8 1| Yurak Tribe of the Yarak i : '
|| Ressrvation 146,748.10 || 128,261.90 275,000.00 ° 12,228,385.42 .
[ i[Total [ $10,565,863.20 || $9,234,136.80 || 519,500,000,00 | $877,063,642.30
Footnotes:




[ Exhibit 2

| Revenue Sharing Trust Fund

Amount of Revenue from Each Compact Tribe Received by the Commission through the
| Quartar Ending Dacember 31, 2012

Compact Tribe

Revenue Received
Fiscal Year to Date

Revenue Raeceived
inception to Date

. .;hgua_caﬁenta Rand of Cahvilla Indians of

the Agua Caliente Indian Reservation

$1,000,000.00

$14,327,953.20

[z [ Alturas Indian Rancheria | 0.00 375,000.00
! T
i 3 il Augustine Band of Cahuilla Indians l 45,000.00 B31,741.27
! | Barana Group of Capitan Grande Band of ;
i| 4 i| Mission Indians of the Barona ;
‘ | Reservation 368,175.00 9,297,175.27
s :| Bear River Band of the Rohnerville | .
| Rancheria ! 0.00 0.00
| & !} Berry Cresk Rancheria of Maidu Indians i
| of Califomia 97,200.00 ; 1,228,270.68
7 l| Big Sandy Rancheria of Wastern Monc :
|| Indians of California 0.00 : 0.00"
! 2 : Big Valley Band of Pom¢ Indians of the j
' | Big Valley Rancheria 22,500.00 568,171.23
| 8 | Blue Lake Rancheria | 0.00 : 566,250.00
10 ‘| Buena Vista Rancheria of Me-Wuk .
1 [ Indians of Califomia : 0.00 0.00
| 11 | Cabazon Band of Mission Indians | 1,030,612.50 13.759,781.91
| Cachil DeHe Band of Wintun Indians of
12 1 the Colusa Indian Community of the
Golusa Rancheria 180,000.00 1,165,808.22
" | Gahto Tribe 0,00 0.00
14 1| Gahuilla Band of Mission Indians of the
| Cahuilla Reservation 0.00 125,000.00
5 || ©ampo Band of Diegueno Mission ; ;
| Indians of the Campo Indian Reservation 22 .500.00 : 568,171.23 !
.5 |[ Chemehuevl Indian Tribs of the ? |
|| Chemehusvi Raservation 0.00 0.00"
7 || Cher-Ae Haights Indlan Community of the i :
|| Trinidad Rancheria 0.00 0.00
1g | Chicken Ranch Rancheria of Me-Wuk ‘ '
| Indians of California 0.0 0.00
1p | Dry Creek Rancheria of Pamo Indians of '
| California 6567,500.00 16,855,746.58
oo | Elem Indian Colony of Pomo Indians of
the Sulphur Bank Ranchenia 0.00 0.00




[ Exhibit 2

| Revenue Eharmg Trust Fund

Amount of Revenue from Each Compact Triba Receivad by the Commission through the
Quarter Ending Dacember 31, 2012

Revanue Recelved |

Revenue Recelvad

I .
! | Gompact Tribe o Fiscal Year to Date {| Inceptlon to Date
1 21 | El vallsy Rancheria | 0.00 62,600.00 '
| 22 i Ewiiaapaayp Band of Kumeyaay Indians~ .| 0.00 | 2.437,433.22 |
| 23 || Hoopa Valley Tribe | 0.00 | Q.00 |
»q || Hopland Band of Pome Indians of the ' i
| " | Hopland Rancheria 0.00 | 3,368,042.68 -
of i Jackson Rancheria of Me-Wuk Indians of i ;
|| califomia 571,400.50 | 10,704,215.86
| 28 || Jamul Indian Village of Califcrnia | 0.00 | 0.00
| 27 | La Jolla Bang of Luiseno Indians I 0.00 | 0.00
I o || Manchsster Band of Pomo Indians of the | |
" || Manchester Rancheria 0.00 0.00 |
29 Manzanita Band of Dr&guenu Mlasmn i |
Indians of tha Manzanita Reservation 0.00 | 0.00 |
|| gg || Middletown Rancheria of Pomo Indians of - |
i i| Califomia o | 000 | 437,500.00 |
34 || Mooretown Rancheria of Maldu Indians of | ! '
|| california : 63,500.00 ! 2,169,632.22 |
| 32 || Morongo Eand nf Mission Indians | 1,000,000.00 || 9 452,104,14 |
| 33 |] Bishop Paiute Tribe | 0.00 | 0.00 |
f 34 1. Pala Band of Lmsenn Mlssmn Indians of
f| the Pala Reservation 1,000,000.00 28,375,866.37
15 Faskenta Band of Nomlaki Ind:ans of '
California 63,000,00 . 883,523.48 |
s || Pauma Band of Luiseno Mission Indians I
of the Pauma & Yuima Reservation 157,500.00 ' 6,219,011.71
47 || Pechanga Band of Luisenc Mission | I !
"I Indians of the Pechanga Reservation I 1,000,060.00 | 11,508,120.11 |
| g I Picayune Rancheria of Chukchansi | | !
|| lndians of California i 1,102,500.00 | 27,685,668.86 |
Pit River Tribe (includes Xi. Ranch, Big | i
35 || Bend, Likely, Lookout, Mantgomery Creek - | |
and Roaring Creek Rancheriag) : 0.00 | 0.00
40 || Quechan Tribe of the Fort Yuma Indian i
|| Reservation 0.80 0.00
| 41 ] Redding Rancheria 50,625.00 || 1,827 647.64
i. N 1
I 42 i| Resighini Rancheria 0.00 I 0.00




[Exhibitz”
|| Revenue Sharing Trust Fund
it Amount of Revenue from Each Compact Tribe Received by the Commission through the
Quarter Ending Dacember 31, 2012 . :
. 1| Revenue Recelved Revanue Recelved |
. ‘ FnWPact Tr.lbe | Fiscal Year to Date Inception to Date
' | Rincon Band of Luiseno Mission Indians
4% | of the Rincon Reservation 768,750.00 - 22,493,229.46
44 || Robinson Rancheria of Poma Indians of ;
| ‘ Califernia _ 0.00 337,500.00
1 45 || San Manuel Band of MISEED[‘I Indians | 1,000,000.00 4 16,298,240.41 -
[ 45 | San Pasqual Band of Dieguenc Mission :
| Indians of Califomia 1,637,500.00 21,358,366.84 '
| 47 || Santa Rosa Indian Community of the : '
: | Santa Rosa Rancheria 1,272,150.00 ; 32,124,401.51 -
| 4a i Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Mission | :
i 1 Indians of the Santa Ynez Reservation 6§57 750.00 . 16,809,538.04
| 0 | Sherwaod Valley Rancheria of Pamo _ |
' i Indians of California 0.00 0.00
i sp | Shingle Springs Band of Miwok ndians, : |
|| Shingla Springs Rancheria (Verona Tract) - 2,300,000.00 | 18,481,194.25
| 51 || Smith River Rancheria | 0.00 || - 0.00
[ sz ][ Soboba Band of Luisenc Indians i 432526001 10,346,605.50
|_58 | Susanville Indian Rancheria | 0.00 | ~____ 0.00:
| 54 || Sycuan Band of the Kumeyaay Nation | 1169.925.00 | 28,543,010.21"
| 55 || Table Mountain Rancheria of Calffornia | 584,625.00 | 14,762,982.53 '
6 ‘ Tule River Indian Tribe of the Tule River _ :
{ *® || Reservation E 357,450.00 - 10,430,874.04
| g i Tuolumne Band of Me-Wuk Indians of the | '
| | Tuelumne Rancheria of Californla ' 395,705.00 ! 3,544,083.02
sg || Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission ! i
Indians of Califomia 589,250.00 | 17,404 978.77
59 || United Aubum Indian Gommumty of the ! '
. Auburn Rancheria of California . 1,000,000.00 _21,850,312.20
! .| Viejas {Baron Long) Group of Capitan :
il 60 !l Grande Band of Mission Indians of the !
| Viejas Reservation ' 1,000,000.00 ° 18,684,230.34
| 81 I} Yocha Dehe Wintun Natior l 1000000.00 | 20,137.524.18
[ | Totals _ i $22,567,643.00 | $439,836,540.27 -
I ;| Interest i 111,941.48 | 9,136,206.38 !
| '| Grand Totals | $22,679,684.48 || $448,972,746.65 °

10



Footnotes:

1, Prepayment receipts were retumed to payor Tribes for the retum of unused putative gaming device llcenses ksued by
Sldes Ascountancy Corporalion. Ucensas in equal number wers issued by the Commilssion on Septembar 5, 2002 resulting in

$2,137 500 In prepayment fees o the Fund,




EXHIBIT 3
CALIFORNIA GAMBLING CONTROL COMMISSION
0366 - INDIAN GAMING REVENUE SHARING TRUST FUND

FUND CONDITION STATEMENT
Far the Six Months Ended December 31, 2012
Cash Basis
BEGINNING BALANCE ¥ 33.848.201.52
REVEMNUES AND TRANSFERS
Revenues:
150300 Income from surplus money investments 111,941 .48
216900 License fees held in trust 22,567 642.00
Transfer from the SDF to the RSTF for shortfall per
ltem 0855-111-0367, Budget Act of 2012 33,500 000.00
Totals, Revenues 56,179,584.48

Totals, Resources

a0,027,786.00

EXPEMDITURES
Dishursements to Eligible Indian Recipient Tribes 38,500,000.00
Totals, Expendituras 38.500,000.00
FUND BALANCE, prior to distribution 51,527,786.00
Fending distribution 19,250,000.00
Disbursements held or behalf of the Califernia Valley Miwok Tribe
pending identification of Tribal government 8,763,001.99
Disbursements held on behalf of the lipay Nation of Santa Ysabel 825,000.00
Interest due to Tribes' 420,768.21
Assembly Bili No. 673 (Chapter 210, Statutes of 2003) and
Government Code Section 12012.90 reserve panding resolution 275,400.00

FUND BALANCE, after distribution® $

21,994 014 .80

Foatnotes;

* Accruad Inlerest on praviously keld diskibutions in the amount of $420,247.17 and $522.04 as of Quarter Ending
Decembar 31, 2012 for Califormia Valley Miwok Triba and lipay Nalion of Santa Yeabel, pending distribution,

* The fund balance reprasents the cash basls balance es idantiflad by the Commisslon slnce [nceplion of the Fund. This balance
may not agree with the State Contrallers fund balanca, which ks reperled on an accreal basks, Additienal reconciing hams may mdst
thal have not besn [danifled,
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Direcror R. Lez Flemmg
Okfice of Federal Acknowiedgment
Linned States Deparument of the Imenor
MS 34B-SIB

1951 Constinmon Avenue, INW.,
Washingion, DC 20240

Re:  October 11, 2006 Letter Requesting Additional Marerials Relaring to Tejon Tribe Reguest
for Confirmation of Scanus

Dear Lae:

Thank you for idng the uroe 1o discuss with e your October 11, 2006 lerer requesting
additional information and materak relacing o the Tejon Indian Tribe's Request for
Confirmation of irs Scatus a5 a federally recognized mibe, | undersand that you abready bave
received from Chairwooan Morgan copies of most of the documents sequested on the firss page
ofw;kmr{mt]humntthc}rm available) (see lewter from Chajrwoman Morgan dated
Qctober 17, 2006).

As we discussed during our phome calls and as explained m Chawoman Morgan's letar,
the Tribe has been working w locate and provide Chief Lozada's death certificaze, documents
regarding Magdalena Olivas, and docurments relating to Chairwoman Motgan's descent from one
of the signatories to the Treaty of Tejon. Today I am enclosmg a copy of Chief Lozada’s death
cerﬁf‘m,wmmnﬂha&mpﬂvﬂd&ﬁoﬂmm%menmdﬁng
Magdalems Olivas and Chairwoman Morgan's descent.

As 1 memtoned kst week, the scope of the Departmene’s request for documents
contined on the second page of the Oewober 117 lerier 5 of some concem w w, We
understand that such informarion typically s requested ;1 the context o a eview of 2
Doounentzd Petiton pursuant 10 25 CFR. Part 83, Because the Tribe & mquesung
confirrmanion of i exising satus (25 oppoted w0 requestng review of 2 Pany 83 Peution), we
wggesx thar the nm:pprupr’nu:ndtfﬁdnlmhfnrcnhn&ng the Fribe’s
would be (0 confinn the auchenisicity of the histoncal documents provded and o conftrm char
the membess of the modern-day Tejon Tribe descend from dhe Tejon Indians wemdied on the

census of the Tejon Band cormpiled by Special Indian Agent T m 1915

4836053
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Direcior R. Lec Fleming
— =~ Dclober 272006 - .
Page 2

Regarding your request that we provide you with additional ciiation information for
documenes listed as exhibits to the Tribe's Requast lor Confirmation, we are very happy o do so.
However, some guidance (isformally over the aver the 1ziephone would be fine) as w wha
citations you find o be mcomplers would assst us in complying wih your request.

To the extent that It 5 necessary to exanupe addxional nformation w confom that dhe
Teyon Indian Tribe, and oot other pemmioners who may be chaiming some simiks hitoral
conpections or genealogical rebarion 1o the Termel] census, & the core gronp descended from the
ht;micTcpnTrbeﬁ:mﬁed:h:nd:eTmliummmcmbs zn:mnnn&mbamdm

mn Dr.]J }mwmhhpp{wm%t}wﬂwnﬂmﬂwh
mﬂ]mfummnlf}ou&dﬂntn or completion of the
Depnmnngembpzal

hsChammnI&hfgmmdmdmh:rhmr,msuntpumtpmrmthcﬁ”bcs

Noventber 1 meetng, we would like to get cogether to discuss the status of the Deparment's
review of the Tejon Trbe's request, as well as any romaining requests or concemns that you may
have. Please ler me know i you would prefer a conference call or some other form of

communication. Finally, we also have meeived your lemer of Qcrober 26, 2006, wnd we will be

responding to & shonly.

We very much appreciate the bard work and attenmon that your office is giving 1 the
Tejon Trbe's request for confirmavion of its sanc 24 a federally rmeognized Indian wibe. As
always, please feed free 1o call wnth any questions,

Best regands,
penre 7 oAy P

Suzanne R Schaslfer

cc: The Hon, Kathryn Montss Morgan

4B3605)
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The Modern Tejon Tribe’s Relationshlp g g3
To the Historic Tejon Tribe 4o, °
D e e I . i@;{_
Jobn R_ Jobasoa, PbD St
October 27, 2066

I have been asked to describe (he relationship of the histaric Tejon Tribe (as it was
identified by federal (ndian Special Agent iohn J. Terrell in BLA™s 1915 census) to the modemn
Tejon Tribe (identified by the Office of Federal Acknowledgment {OFA} ay “Peationer 23¢°°). 1
alsc have been esked 10 describe the relstionship of the historic Tejon Tribe to other modem-day
tribal groups currently petitioning OF A for acknowledgement, some of which apparcatly claim
descent from the historic Tejon Tribe.

[ have anatyzed these gueations both from the 1915 Terrell census looking forward, and
from the present-day Tejon memberghip looking backwards, Ag described below, from either
petspective the genealogical evidencs makes cloar that the modem Tejon Trbe i directly
descended from the histonc Tejon Tribe, and equally clear that none of the other modan-day
Tribes identifiad by OFA' would be sble to claim to be the modemn successor o the historic
Tribe.

Nowe: the dalz on which ] have relied for the analysis below is articulated in more detail
in the analysis provided at Table 1, Exhibit 68 of the Tgjon Tribe's June 33, 2006, submission fo
the Deparment of the Interior. That information is incorporated hete by reference.

1. Anslyrls Laoking Forward; How the Descendants of the
Historic Tejon Tribs Redate to Membery of the Modera-Day
Tejoa Tribe

On BLA’s 1915 census Special Agent Tarell counted 81 individuals 1 the historic Tejon
Tribe. Thirty-six of Lhese individuals have no known modemn descendants, largely because of the
historically high morality rate for children bom in rural Indian communities.
Total historic Tribe members wentified in 1915; gl

Historic Tribe members with no known modemn
descendants: - 39

Historic Tnbe members with descendznts: 45
Of the 45 individuals on the Terrell list who have known deseendants, 28 have descendants on

the modem-dey Tejon Tribe membership list. Stated another way, of those individuals on the
1315 Tarell consus who have deacendants, 62% have descendants who are members of the

! Sex October 19, 2006 fur from Mr. Loc Fleming {OFA) to Ms. Suzmne SchacfTer

P e ke
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modem-day Tejon Tribe. Titis demonstrates a strong hexus between the historic Tejon Tribe and
the modern-day Tejan Tribe,

T Toml Historic Teforr Tribemembers Wit descordane:— 45~ —- -

Total Historic Tejon Tribe membsers with descendants in
modem-day Tejon Tribe: 28 {or 62%)

It is impartant to consider as well the subsequent history of the sevenleen membera of the
historic Tejon Tribe whose descendanis today are not evident in the modem-day Trbe's
membership. To the best of my knowiedge, ffteen of the mmtem moved sway from Trjon
and have stnoe [oat all affilistion with any Indian community.?

LA 7 ‘This ieaves only two members of the Higtoric Tejon Tribe who have sncestors who today

(oo done m:uﬂilmtad with other Tribes. Thmtwaareilif'mﬁomnzmd(z:p Marcelina Cordero.
Petra Gomez Ms. Dominkuez, organized her immediste

‘fpu'f"efv fanTily ae & separste entity a:nd is known to OFA as Petitioner 165, It should be noted that Petre™s

parents, Marisno and jeabe)’ (omez, heve descendants among the modem day Tejom Tribe
through their other children. Marcelina Cordero NG =0 Vollcy Indian
Commimity and her descendzants now are affiliated with that commrenity (Petitioner D47). ‘
Hence, of the 45 Tejon Indians identified on the 1915 Terrell census who have descendants, only
2 (ot approximately 4%) bave descendants that are today affiliatad with other wribal groups.

Total Higtoric Tejon Tribe members with descendants: 45

Total Historic Tejon Tribe mombers who bave descandants,
but whnse descendants pre not affiliated
with the modem-day Tejon Tribe: 17

Tatal Histaric Tejon Tribe members with descendants
who rppear 10 have sbasdoned ali tribal
affiliations: 15

Total historic Tribe members with descendants
in modem-day Tribes othey than Tajon: 2 (or approx. 4%) - .

2. Anabyels [ooking Bacioward: How the Modern-Day Tejom N
Tribat Members Relate to Members of the Historke Tejon Tribe :

Currently there are 212 individuais earolled in the modern-day Tejon Tribe. Each of
these individuals meets the Tribe's enrolliment criteria, which include that: (1) the membar must
be & lineal descendant from the historic Tejon Tribe (i.a, effectively must be able to trace hiv/ber

T Thase were the Juane and AdOLl Encinas family and the Maria lgnacis family. | know these familics’ deacendanis
and belleve tha| they po longer paticipaiz io any Indim commmmity.

Y Spocial Agent Terell miespeliod the pame Lsabol 02 ~1zabel]” oc he 1915 consus.
ST ASe 7 Reeprlee
W et ~ & ra el 2
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ancestry back to someoane listed on the 1915 Terrell census), and (2) the member must be able to
dexnonstrate a1 least 3/8 blood quantum.

- - -- - ———insdditiontorthe-212-individuals airesdyemrolled; based on interview and genealogical T
data | believe thal there nrc approximately 110 additional individuals who would be eligible for
mambership in the modemn-dey Tiibe {i.e., who bave en ancestor on the Terrell census and meet
the minimum blood quanham requirement} but who for ooe reespn or another are 0ot currently
eorolied with the Tejon Tribe,! Hence, there is a universe of approximately 312 {212 current
members plus approximaiely 110 unenrolbed but eligibls persons) who meet the anitevia for
membership in the modem-day Tejon Tribe.

The 212 curcent enrolled Hibel members therefore constitute more than two-thinds
{approximately 68%) of the total universe of tht 312 individuals eligible for enroliment. [n fact,
six of the 110 unevrolled individuals have patitioned for enroliment. Once thelr petitions have
boen duly procesaed, the totsl enrollment will ba 218, elevating the percentage of enrollment
ameng eligible individuals to nearly 70%.

tt should also be noted that the strong nexus between the members identtfied on the
Terrell list and the members of the modern day Tejon Tribe cvidences commumity, not just
individual descent Table 3 of the Tejon Tribe's June 30, 2006 submission shows that modern-
day Tejon members typically have multiple ancestors on the Tervell list, with 65% of them
having seven or more ancestors on the Terrell list This is due 10 the ateral &3 well as hneal
connections between most members of the modern-day Tribe and members of the hastoric Tribe,
with most modem members being wo or less genemtions removed from the Tejon Indians
identified on historic list.

kR The Historic Origing of Other Petitioniag Tribes

Information about the known origins of the soven other petitioning Tribes identified by
OFA is consistent with the dsts analyzed sbove. Five of the seven groups have no historic or
genealogical connection to the historic Tejon Tribe az listed on the 1915 Terreli census at all:

I. Fernendeno/Tataviam Tribe, Peittioner 158: This tribe’s ancesters
were affiliatad with Mission San Fermando and not Tejon, they never
resided on the Schartien (Tepon) Reservation, end none of their
ancestors appear on the Tarell census,

3. San Fernando Band of Mission Indighs, Petitioner 163: This tribs"s
ancestors were also affiliated with Mission San Fernando and not
Tejon: they never resided on the Sebastian (Tejon) Reservation, and
none of their ancestors appear on the Terrell cenpus,

*Of the 110 etigible individuals, six bawe sppiied for membenthip in tha Tejon Tribe; anotber ix ars known 1o be
smsociated with Petitioner 163 {ses discussion abave conceming Delis Dominguez and ber siblings); and four sre
sifitiared with Kern Valley tedian Community {sce discussion sbove coocoming barceling Cordern).
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3. Sierrg Foothill Wuksachi Yokus Tribe, Petitioner 209; This ribe's
mnceston appear to be affiliated with the Monachi and the Sioms
Foothils Yokuts; o the best of my know)edge they never resided on

T the Sebestimr (Teion) Keservation and pone of teir madstarE appeir -

on the Terredl census.

4. Monachi Indian Tribe, Petitioner 283  This tribe’s ancestors lived in
the Sierra Nevada foothilis, geogrephically distan! frem the Tejon, to
tiic best of my imowledge they never resided on the Scbastian (Tejon)
Reservation and nope of their ancestors appear on the Terrell census.

5. Chumash Council of Bakersfield, Pesitioner 204; This ribe’s
micestors were from the San Luis Obispo Cnanash Tribe and pono of
their ancestors éppears on the Temrell cenwus. | have heard that some
of their mernbers may have been employed by the Tejon Ranch es
cowboys, but they were not pan of the historic Tejon Tribe,

Only two of the petitoning tnbes ideotified by OFA have eny relationshin to the historic Tefon
Tribe, and both of theac already have been discussed in more detall above.

The frst is the group which bas been organized by Ddia Dominguez
and whick is Imown to OFA as Tinogqui-Chalola Counctl of Kitanamuk and
Yowlumne Tejon Indians, Petitioner 165, This group desoends entirely from a singls individual
listed on the Terrel! census and its membership appears to be limited only to offspring of thal
individual. As a result mernbaship in that group is quite small (to the best of my Imowiedge,
theave are po more than six individuals with a migioun 3/8's Tejon blood quantum in that

group}.

The second group is the Kern Valley Indian Communlty, Petitioner 047. This group is
primarily composed of Kawaiisu mxd Tubatzlaball Indiens, although the grovp doea include onc
family that bas a single Tejon uncestor, As discussed above, this one family descends from
Marcelint Cordero, who lefl Tejon after ghe had been counted on the Terrel] census because she
married a Kswaiisu Indizn. Her descendants are, however, primarily affilisted with ber
hushand's commuxnity 81 Kem Valley.

Conclusdon

The modern-day Tejon Tribe, imown to OF A aa Petitloner 230, is so strongly
genealogically tlad to the historic Teion Tribe that there can ba no yuestion but that il constitutes
the solid, modean-day core of the same communily &5 was identified by Temrellan 1915, Itis
equally clear that there is no other tribal group that could make this same clpim.
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SYNOPSIS

The Office of Inspector Gencral injtiated this investigation on Jamary 17, 2012, after receiving
information that Larry Echo Hawk, then-Assistant Secretary-indian Affairs (AS-1A),
“reaffirmed” the Tejon Indian Tribe of California (Tejon Tribe) without going through the
acknowtedgmenl process set forth in 25 C.F.R., Pan 83, “Procedures for Establishing That an
Amencan Indian Group Lxists as an Indian Tribe ™

We found that several American [ndian groups, including the Tejon Tribe, submitted petitions
requesting reaffirmalion by the AS-LA. These petitions were outside the Part 83 acknowledgment
process, which is administered by the AS-1A’s Office of Federal Acknow!edgment (OFA). We
could not find any discernible process used by Echo Hawk and his stafT in selecting the Tejon
Tribe for recognition above the other groups.

We found, moreover, that FEcho Hawk and his staff did nol consult with OF A or with Bureau of
Indian Affairs (B1A} leadership before deciding to recognize the Tejon Tribe. Because OFA was
not consulted, other American Indian groups with historical, genealegical, and ancestral claims
ta the original Tejon Indians were left out of the process. Not involving BLA leadership caused
budgeting and operational difficulties for BLA, which in iumn slowed down the process for
providing Federal serviges to the Tejon Tribe. The AS-IA glso denied subsequent requests by
BIA for additional fiscal year 2012 funding, which was necessary te provide services for the
newly tecognized Tribe,

Qur investigation did oot reveal any spparent financial, business, or personsl connection belween
Eche Hawk or his staff and the Tejon Tribe, its legal representative, or its financial backers.

BACRGROLUND

Pari 83; A Process for Acknowledging American Indian Tribes

Part 83 of 25 C F.R. scts forth procedures for eslablishing that an American Indian group can be
classified as a Federally recognized Indian tribe, ' making the group eligible for U.S.
Govermnment berefils, protection, and services. The Assistanl Secretary-Indian Affairs® (AS-1A)
Office of Federal Acknowledgment (OFA) implements the Part 83 process.

Part 83 requires that an Indian group petition the AS-LA in order to be officially acknowledged
{that is, recognized) as an Indian tribe by the LLS. Govermmenl. The process begins when a group
submits a letter of intent to be acknowledged through Part 83. The group next submits a petition
for acknowledgment, accompanicd by historical documnents supporting its request. OFA
evaluates the petition and supporting documents and then makes a recommendation to the AS-
1A, which decides whether to acknowledge the group. When the AS-[A approves OFA’s

' Until a group of American Indiuns is Federally reoognized, itis not referred 10 as & “tribe™ by the U.5.
Government. For the suke of simpltsity, we will refer (o the group at issue gs the Tejon Tribe, or the 1ribe,

throughou this report




recommendation, a ootice is published in the Federal Register, where it can be viewed by the
petitioning group, State and local governments, or other interested partics.

Scction 83.7 of Parl 83 establishes seven mandalory criteria for Federal acknowledgment, These
criteria must be satisfied by decumentation included in the proup's petition:

1. The group must have been identified as an American Indian entity “on a subsiantally
continuous basis™ since 1900).

2. The main portion of the group must have existed as a distinct community from historical
tires until now,

3. The group must have autonomously maintained politica) influence or authority over its
members from historical times until now.

4. The group must supply a copy of its present governing document, including its
membership criteria. [f the group does not have a written documient, it must provide a
statement Rally describing its membership cniteria and governing procedures.

5. The group members must be descended from a histarical [ndian tribe ur from historical
tribes that combined and functioned as a single autonamous political eatity,

&. The petitioning group must be composed principally of people who are not members of
any acknowledged American [ndian tribe.

7. Neilher lhe petitioning group nor its members can be the subjest of congressional
lcgislation that has expressiy terminated or forbidden the Federal relattonship.

The acknowledgment process can take years to complete under Part 83, At various {imes,
however, AS-1As have recognized American Indian groups as aibes wilthout fallowing the Part
B3 process, using a practice known as “reaffirmaltion.” Realfirmation has been used to recognize
tribes when a perceived administrative errer has resulted in the Lribe being lef off the Federal
Register's official list of Federally recognized tribes. The Depariment™s authority for such
reaffirmations is nol, however, defined in law or regulation, and we have not located any
Departmental Manual provisions or olher published policy memoranda povemning the practice.

in the past, two AS-1As, Ada Beer and Kevin Gover, bave reaffirmed Government-to-
Govemment relationships with the Lower Lake Tribe of Califerniz, the Shoonag® Tribe of
Alaska, the King Salmon Tribe of Alaska, and the lone Tride of California without the tribes
completing the Past 83 process. On December 30, 2011, then-AS-[A Larry Echo Hawk officially
reaffirmed the Tejor Tribe of Bakersfield, CA, without following the Part 83 process,

The Tejor Tribe's Regoest for Realfirmation

In July 2084, the Tejon Tribe submitted a letter of intent 1o the AS-1A to be ederally
acknowledged through the Part 83 process, At thal time, the group consisted of 211 members
who claimed 10 be descended from indians living in the area of Tejon Ranch, CA. The group did
not, however, file a petition for acknowledgment as required under § 83.6 of Part 83,

In 2005, an executive from Cannery Casing Resorts of Las Yegas, NV, became acquainted with
members of the Tejon Tribal Council. The casino, intending 10 enter into a gaming agreement
with the Tribe, offered financial assistance to heip the Tribe achieve Federal recognition. The




Tribe used the funds it reccived 10 hire a legal representative to assist it in its effort to be
Federally recognized.

Based upon the legal representative’s advice, in June 2006 the Tribe submitted a “Request for
Confirmation of Status,” asking that its status as a Federally recognized tribe be confirmed.
According to the request, the group had been Ieft off an official 1978 list of Federally recognized
Indian tribes due to an unspecified administrative emor. The Tribe claimed that some af'jts
mermbers appeared on a 1929 Indian census rofl or were descended from persons on that roll, and
that seme members were descended from people counted in previous Indian censuses. in
addition, the T'ribe claimed! an un-ratified 1851 treaty existed between its ancesiors and the U.S.
Government, and that the ['ribe had received Federal services in the past. Carl Artman, the AS-
[A at the time, decided not to take formal action to reaffirm the Tribe, but did approve
certificates of degree of Indian blood for 35 Tribe members.

On December 30, 2011, when Echo Hawk reaifirmed the Tejon Tribe, there were six other
American Indian groups requesting Federal acknowledgment or reaffirmation through other than
the Part 83 process. Those groups were the Sandy Lake Band of Chippewa Indians in Minnesota;
the Gabriclino-Tongya Tribe of California; the Mishewal Wappo Tribe of the Alexander Valley,
CA; the Tsi-Akim Maidu Tribe of California; the Muwekma Tribe of California; and the Burt
Lake Band of Chippewa of California.

Effects of Bypassing the Part 83 Process on the Tejon Tribe, Other lndian Groups, snd
BIA

in addition to not foliowing the Pant 82 process, Echo Hawk and his staf¥ did not consult with
OFA or with Bureau of Indian Affairs {BEA) lcadership before deciding to reaffirm the Tejon
Tribe. This decisicn had a direct impact on several Indian gronps with ties (o the Tribe, on the

Tribe itself, and on BLA.

Because OFA did not have the opportunity to provide input, other Amernican ladian groups that
can claim ties to the Indians who originatly tived in the area of what is now Tejon Ranch, just
north of Los Angeles, CA, were left out of the recognition process. Research conducted by OFA
in January 2007 and February 2012 revealed that the following groups have polential historical,
genealagical, and ancestral claims ta the original Tejon Indians:

Tinoqui-Chalala Coungil of Kitanemuk and Yowlumne Tejon [ndians {Petitioner #163);
Kemn Valley Indian Community (Petitioner #£47);

Fermmandena/Tataviem ‘Tribe (Pctitioner #158);

San Fernando Band of Mission Indians (Pctitioner #163);

Sicrra Foothill Wuksachi Yokuts Tribe (Petitioner #209);

Monachi Indian Tribe (Petilioner #283);

Chumash Council of Bakersficld (Petitioner #294);

Tubatulabals of Kern Yalley (Petitioner #218);

Kawaiisu Tribe of the Tejon Indian Reservalion; and

Chumash Native Nation of Bakerslickl.



Some of these groups had previously submitied their vwn petitions for acknowledgrment through
the Part 83 process. After Echo Hawk's decision 1o reaffirm Ihe Tejon Tribe, the Tribe offered
some mersbers of these groups the opportumity 1o apply for membership in the Tribe.

In addition, according 1o B1A leadership, nol involving them in the decisionmaking process
caused budgeting and operational difficultics for BIA, thus slowing down Lhe process for
providing Federal services to the Tejon Tribe. Federal regulations require that newly
acknowledged tribes receive funds for administrative and operational startup ¢osts such as
leasing and furnishing office space, hiring admipistrative personnel, and establishing basic tribal
functions. The BIA budget for fiscal year (FY) 2012 did not plan for, or contain sufficient
funding for, the Tejon Tribe's startup cosis, A request by BLA 10 increase its proposed FY 2013
buidget by including startup costs for the new Tribe was denied by the AS-IA’s then-chief of
staff, Paul Tsosie.

Besides startup costs, newly acknowledged tribes can receive Federal funding for services
including basic education and healthcare, The gmount of Federal funds a tribe can recetve is
deicrmined by the number of enrolled members iL has, and the members are usually identified as
part of the tribe’s petition for acknowledgment under Part 83, Because Echo Hawk bypasscd the
Part 83 process for the Tejon 'Tribe, the Tribe’s members were not identified in advance.
Therefore, the identification process is slill guing on as of the date of this report, leaving the
Tribe without aceess to Federal funding for education and health services.

DETAILS OF INVESTIGATION

We initiated this investigalion oo January 17, 2012, efter recciving information that Larry Echo
Hawk, then-AS-1A, reaffirmed the T'¢jon Tribe of California without going through the
acknowledgment process sei forth in Part 83 of 25 C.F.R.

AS-LA Officials’ Decision ‘To Reaffirm Tejon Tribe

To understand the decision 1o reaffirm the Tejon Tribe, we interviewed AS-1A officials who
were closely invalved in the decisionmaking process. We spoke with Larry Echo Hawk; Paul
Tsosie, then-Chief of $taff to Echo Hawk; and an AS-LA attomey advisor.

Haw the Decision Was Made To Reaffirm Tgjon Rather Thant Follow the Part 83 Frocess

We asked Echo lHawk why he decided to reaflirm the Tejon ‘Tribe rather than follow the Part 83
process. He explained that the Tribe had been “previously recognized™ by the ULS. Govermment,
angd that it did not appear on the 1978 list of Federslly recognized tribes due to an administrative
eror. According to Echo Hawk, he had the legal authority to reaffirm the Tribe, and it was not
required to go through 1he Part 83 process.

Eche Hawk also admitted thal as carly as his L).%5. Senate conlirmation hearing, certain Senators
hagd cemplained about the Part 83 process in general. According to Echo Hawk, some Scnatars
and members. of Congress were dispicased with the process, saying that it took t00 long, cost too
much, and led te “unjust results.” Echo Hawk said he was asked 1o reform the regulation.




Part 83 is the official administrative process for recognizing a tribe. [t includes transparency
provisions, including public notice, opportunity for public comment, and an appeals process, as
required by the Administrative Procedures Act, 5 U.S.C. § 551, et seq. We asked Eche Hawk if
there might be a percewved lack of transparency when the Part 83 process is not used for
acknowledgment decisiony, He agreed thal i was possible but did not think it should kave been a
concern in the case of the Tejon Tribe because, in his view, the Tribe should not have been left
off the Federat Register’s list of recognized tribes. Ecko Hawk said it was not fair to require
[ndian tribes that should have been recognized to go through the “onerous™ Part 82 process.

When asked about the process he followed or criteria he considered in making the Tejon
decision, Echo Hawk said he did not get deeply involved in the details of the decision. He could
not retnember the names of the attomeys from the Office of the Solicitor’s Division of [ndian
Affairs (SOL/DIA)Y who worked on it, bul he did recall discussing it with Patrice Kunesh, Deputy
Solicitor for Indian Affairs, and her predecessor, Pilar Thomas. He said he relied primarily on
Tsosic and the AS-]A attomey advisor to advise kim.

The attorney advisor said he first stared working on the Tejon decision around the end ol 2010
and worked predominantly on il throughout 201 1. He said that Echo Hawk and Tsosic asked for
his opinion concerning the decision, but his primary responsibility was coliecting and compiling
background information on the Tribe and working with SOL/DIA. He acknowledged preparing
the December 30, 2011 memorandum in which Echo Hawk reaffirmed the Tejon Tribe, but he
did not recall whether he knew Eche Hawk's decision in advance of the memorandum.

We asked the attorney advisor if Eche Hawk had used or applied a definitive process or cntenen
1o maie his decision. He 101d us that Eche Hawk had consulied with SOL/DLA solicitors Patnce
Kunesh and Michacl Berrigan, and that a similar reaffimmation decision made in 2000 by then-
AS-IA Gover may have influsnced Eche Hawk.

Dhring our interview with ‘I'sosie, we asked if he supported the Tejon Tribe's request for
reaffirmation. He answered: “1 reccommended that [Echo Hawk] do it. . . . It seemned like the right
thing to do.” He explained that Part 83 was a long and expensive process, and he disagreed with
the general principle of requiring Indian groups to spend large amounts of money in legal fees
“to prove to the Federal Government that they are Indian.”

Moreaver, ‘I'sosie said, he belicved the Tejon decision was within Echo Hawk’s discretion, based
upan precedent sel by previous AS-LAs. He also said he thought that the Tejon Tribe had once
been onh the 1978 List ol Federally recognized tribes, bul were later left off due toa U.S.
Government error. Tsosie later admitied, however, that he could have been mistaken abaut this.
{Research by the Burcau of Indian Affairs (B1A] revealed the Tejon Tribe had never appeared on

the list of Federally recognized Indian tribes.)

We asked Tsosic to explain any criteria used by Echo Hawk 1o determine if an administrative
error had left the Tejon Tribe ofT the list of recognized tribes. He said that Kunesh and the
attorney advisor examined documents and determined there had been a negotiated treaty that
established a Federal relationship with the Tribe. Tsosie was unsure, however, of the types of




documents they reviewed and the origin of those documents, acknowledging that he did not
examine them himself.

Tsosie also told us the leaders of the Tejon Tribe called him on various oceasions over the years,
asking if o decision kad been made about their status. He said he told them that the sclicilors
were evaluating the request and it was taking a long time because they were conducting a
thorough review. Tsosie said he felt at the time that the solicitors were taking too long, adding: 1
didn’t really care about the merits of the decision. [ just wanted a decision.”

Why Tejon Was Selected for Reaffirmation Over Other Tribes With Simifar Requesis

We asked Echo Hawk, Tsosic, and the AS-IA attomey advisor if other tribes have requested
reaffirmation, and if so, why Echo Hawk chose to acknowledge the Tejon Tribe befors them.
Echo Hawk 1old us that Tejon had “pressed their issue forward,” When asked how the Tribe had
“pressed their issue” gver the other tibes, Echo Hawk responded: “They probahly just subminted
a lener , . . and they [came] in and they fmet] with people in our hallway here and they put ferth

their case.™

Echo Llawk said that he knew of only one other group, the Gabrielino Tnbe of Los Angeles, CA,
that had made a request similar to Tejon’s. The attorney advisor confirmed that Echo Hawk had
also expressed an interest in reaffirming the Gabrielino Tribe, but he did not know why.

Tsosic also told us he knew olher tribes had requested reaffirmation based on administrative
error. We asked why Echo Hawk chose to reaffirm the Tejon Tribe lirst, and Tsosie told us the
Tribe “seemed the most ripe—ihe most ready.” Tsosie acknowledged that he had been
influenced by the number of telephone calis he received from members of the T'ribe, saying:
“This was one of the tribes that was caliing me ¢fT the hook. So [ was, like, saying: ‘Just give
them 20 answer.'”

We also asked about the possibility thar the Tejen Tribe might establish gaming casinos, and
whether this influenced Echo Hawk’s decision. Echo Hawk stated that gaming had no influence
on his decision, bul acknowledged that obtaining Federal recognition was the first step in the
process toward tribal gaming. The atterncy advisor said he did not know if the potential for
gaming and casinos influenced Echo Hawk's decision. He denied discussing the topic with Echo
Hawlk, bul adrnitted thai land acquisition and gaming regulations had been discussed with Indian
Affairs officials. Tsosie admitted he had concerns about the Tribe’s potential future involvement
in gaming, but said gaming would happen later in the process, Tsosie also told us he did not
know the Tribw: was receiving financial assistance from Cannery Casino Resons; he said that the
Tribe's legal represestative told him she was representing the Tribe for free.

Echo Hawk, Tsosie, and the attomey advisor denied having a personal or financial relationship
with the Tribe's legal representative or with any member of the Tribe. Echo Hawk acknowledged
that the legal representative had worked for the Native American Rights Fund (NARF) and that a
relative of Echo Hawk’s was an NARF executive; however, he denied that the legal
representative’s employment at MARF influenced his decision.




The AS-14 Did Not Imvolve BIA Leadership or the Office of Federal Acknowledgment in the

Decisionmaking Process

We asked whether BIA leadership were consulied during the Tejon decisionmaking process.
Echo Hawk could not recall having any specific mectings with BlA ofticials on the mater. Other
than meeting with the Tejon Tribe's representatives and their lawyers, he said, the decision was
internal. Tsosie told us he called Amy Dutschke, Direcior, Pacific Region, BLA, 1 week before
the decision was made, and she recommended they acknowledge the Tejon Tribe; he said he did
not speak to anyone clse in BJA. The AS-LA artorney advisor did not know whether Echo Hawk
consulted with BIA leadership conceming the ‘Tejon decision, or whether B1A direciors
supported the decision.

in addition, Echo Hawk could not recall at first if OFA historians, gencalogists, and
anthropologists were asked o review the documents provided by the Tribe to support its
reaffirmation ¢laim. He laler acknowledged that OFA was not invelved in the Tejon decision.

We asked Echo JHawk why OFA, a¢ Lbe office responsible for reviewing the validity of claims
for acknowledgment, was left out of the decisionmaking process for the Tejon Tribe's
reaffirmation. He answered: “Let’s just stop right here, Now, what docs the Office of Fedcral
Acknowledgment do7 They recognize tribes that have been unrecognized. . . . 5o why would you
require a mribe that is recognized, or should have been rocognized all along, to apply? .. . [don't
think | have to ask the Office of Federal Acknowledgment to do Jegal analysis. Guess what?
They don't have a lawyer.”

Echo Hawk also stated that the Department’s solicitors and SOL/DIA lawycrs were responsible
for determining if treaties had been signed und services provided to tribes, and so he belicved
they were “fully capable™ of examining the Tejon Tribe's supporting documents.

The attorney advisor recalled reviewing documents indicating that OFA was invoived in the
Tejon decision around 2007 and 2008 and had provided information to Carl Artman, the AS-1A
at that time. In these documents, the attorney advisor said, OFA opposed waiving the Part 83
process and reaffirming the Tribe, He was not aware of any invoivement by OFA in the Tejon
decision since lawe 210, Hie was also unsure whether Ccho Hawk consulted with OFA before he
decided 10 reaffirm the Tribe. He was not aware of any gencalogists, anthropologists, or
historians—other than those assigned ta OFA or employed by the T'cjon Tribe—who had
examined the historical documenis submitted in support of the Tejon Tribe's request.

We asked all three men if they believed Echo Hawk's decision was based on the law or on
histarical evidence. Fcho Hawk felt that it was a legal decision. Tsosic, however, said it was a
policy decision "The attorney advisor said he believed it was a policy decision that ook legal
analysis into account.

Echo Hawk told us about a memorandum thal his staff was preparing that would explain his
decisionmaking process, address the issues concerning the Tejon Tribe’s reaffirmation, and
instruct Dutschke, the B1A regional director, on how to implement his decision. He said the
memorandum had not becn prepared prior te his decision because SOL/DIA recommended he




nol provide detaits of the decision 1n his December 30 reaffirmation letter, When asked why he
did not provide advance instructions to the regional dircctor who would be Lasked with
implementing the decisien, Eche Hawk told us thal because other groups were coming forward
with ties to Tejon, the process was becoming more complicated. The memorandum,
“Reaffirmation of Federal Recognition of Tejon Lndian Tribe,” was issued on April 24, 2012-—
almost 4 months after the reaffirmation letter.

The Role of SOL/DIA Solicltors in the Decisionmaking Process

We interviewed current members of the SOL/DLA stafT 1o establish their roles in the Tojon
decisionmaking process. Patricc Kunesh, Deputy Solicitar, said thal she was “'very invalved”
with the Tgjon decision, stating that it was one of the first issucs she worked on from Echo
Hawk. She said she worked closely with former Associate Solicitor Edith Blackwel!l on the issuc
and then, after Blackwell left D1A, with Associate Solicitor Michae| Berrigan. Kunesh said she
had also discussed the Tejon decision with two SOL/MDIA atterneys.

“Alternatives 1o Part 83" Memorandum wsuwed in 2000

In 2009, SOLMNA was 1asked with preparing a memorandum in response to Echo Hawk's
request 1o reaffirm the ‘I'ejon Tribe. Two SOL/DLIA allomeys helped Edith Blackwel! prepare a
draft memorandum, which was presented to Echo Hawk by Pilar Thomas, then-Deputy Solicitor
of SOL/DIA, in a meeting in March 2010. The two SOL/HA attomeys were present during Lhal
meeting, as well as Pau!l Tsosic and George Skibine, Depuly AS-[A.

One af the two SOL/DLA attorneys told us thar Thomas explained to Echo Hawk thal he did not
heve the authority 1o waive the Part &3 repulations for the ‘T'gjon Tribs. Both attomeys agreed
that Part £3 should not be waived, but Eche Hawk and Tsosic made il clear that they wanted to
waive the regulations and reaffirm the Tribe. One of the altomeys said that Echo 1awk was
“upset with Pilar for . . . not giving him the result that he wanied.”

After the meeting, the memorandum was changed from a legat enalysis to a description of
various “options,” one of which was reaffirmation. The final memorandum, titted “Possible
Allernatives to Part 83 for Establishing Tribal Staws,"” was issued by SOL/DIA to Echo Hawk on
August %, 2010, Cne of Lhe attorneys described the atmosphere at the time as “uncomfortable,”™
saying that pressure was being put on Thomas: 1t was clear that [Echo Hawk] wanted 1o put
Tejon on the list, and so the role of the Solicitor’s Office was to make it happen.” The attorney
said she felt as if all of their jobs may have been at risk.

When we spoke 10 Kunesh about the “Alternatives to Part 83" memorandum, she told us that one
of the firsl things Echo Howk asked her to do as the SO1/3IA deputy solicitor was to take a
“fresh look™ at the memorandum, Kunesh implied that Echo Hawk wanted her to “see if there
{way] any room arcund the edges” concerning the memorandum. She said the memarandum
urged Echo Hawk not 1o realTirm the Tribe and advised him te encourage it to go through the
Part 83 process. When asked if #cho Hawk agreed with the memorandutn, Kunesh replied that
Echo Hawk was concerned that the memorandum did not fully reflect his “policy authority” as
AS-1A,




We asked Kuncsh what legal advice she provided to Echo Hawk concerning the “Altematives to
Part 83" memorandum and the Tejon Tribe. She did not consider the decision to reaffitm the
Tejon Tribe to be a waiver of Part 83 because of the 1978 administrative error thal had resulted
in the Tribe being left off the list of recognized tribes. Kunesh said that based on historical
documents provided by the Tejon Tribe, the Tribe's relationship with the U.S. Government had
never been terminated. Kunesh said the documents she reviewed included a 1915 census
conducted by BIA, 8 series of censuses conducted in the 1930s, and a Supreme Court decision
regarding the title and owneeship of the Tejon Ranch on behalf of the Tejon Tribe.

Kuncsh and Michael Bermigan both said that Echo Hawk had the authority 1o reaffirm the Tejon
Tribe based on the legal precedent set by the two previous AS-1As; Berrigan added: “The courts,
when they looked at this, had recognized that it was possible to do it under the Assistant
Secretary’s authority to waive regulations.”

We asked Kunesh and Berrigan if Echo Hawk ever clearly indicated that he intended to reaffirm
the Tejon Tribe. Kunesh confirmed that it had been one of Echo Hawk's priorities, and Echo
Hawk. wanted lo sce I it could be legally accomplished. Berrigan noted that Echo Hawk and his
s1afY were primarily concerned with the legality of the decision, and Berrigan felt that his
responsibility was to implement Echo Hawk's decision. Kunesh also commented that when she
was inlerviewed by Eche Hawk for the posilion of deputy solicitor, he made it clear thal he
preferred solicitors who provided legal advice and allowed the final decisions (o be made by

policymakers.
SOL/DIA's Rele in the Tejon Decision

Kunesh said she was not awarc of a process used by Echa Hawk and his staff 1o delermine which
tribe to consider first for reaffirmation. She confirmed there were other groups with tics (o the
Tejon Tribe that were applying for recognition through the Part 83 process, but said they were
not considered for reaffirmation because they had nol submitted reaffirmation requests. Kunesh
did not know whether Echo Hawk had considered the other Tejon groups when making his
decision 10 reaffirm the Tejon Tribe.

Kuncsh also ssid she did not have a personal or financial conpection with the Tejon Tribe and
was not aware of Echo Hawk or his stafl having any such cennections. Kunesh was not aware
that the Tribe was recciving financial assistance from Cannery Casino Resons and told us that
the issu¢ of gaming was not considered during the Telon decisionmaking process.

Berrigan did not know of any legal requirement for the documents in the Tejon Tribe's 2006
request for reaffirmation 10 be examined by anthropalogists, genealogisis, or historians. He also
did not know whether anybody in SCL/DIA had examined the Tnbe's documents and
determined that the Tribe had entered into a treaty with the U.S. Government. He explaincd that
since the treaty had heen negotiated but never ratified, it was not an actual treaty with the U.S.
Government, Berrigan also did not know if anyone in SOL/D1A told Echo Hawk about the
claimed administrative error conceming the Tejon Tribe. He later said, though, thal Kunesh may
have informed Echo Hawk of the possible error.

b




Bermrigan told us he did not personally research the Tejon Tribe’s request for reaffirmation. e
said that the AS-1A attorney advisor helped to assemble the Tribe's documents, but he did not
know who—if anyone—tad actually examined them to determine their authenticity and the
validity of the Tribe’s request.

Berrigan also told us he assigned an SOL/DIA attorney advisor to help with the foliow-up of the
Tejon decision. He had the two SOL/HA attorne ys who had worked on the draft “Altemnatives to
Part 83" memorandum, both of whom had experience working with OFA, to assist. Berrigan
knew that the two attorneys did not agree with Echo Hawk's decision to waive the Part 83
regulations and reaffirm the Tejon Tribe; they belicved in foliowing Part 83 because of the risk
of litigation. We asked Bemigan if he agreed with them. He admitted that he probably would not
have made the same decision, but said that it was not the attorneys’ role to disagree with Echo
Hawk—their job was to provide their legai opinion.

SOL/DIA was reorganized in October 2011 and the two attomeys were reassigned, thus
removing them from the Tejon decisionmaking process. We asked Berrigan if the reorganization
was done to take them out of the process. He said: *“No—well, not intenticnally anyway.” On
why the two attorneys in his section who had the most experience with, and knowledge of, the
Tejon Tribe and Federal acknowledgment were removed from the Tejon decisionmaking
process, he said that thelr views about the decision and the Part 83 process affected their ability
to give an unbiased legal opinion: “They were not receptive to daing what the clicnt [Echo
Hawk] decided to do, and doing what iawyers do, which is to support the client’s decision.”

During our interview with one of the two SOL/DLA attomeys, he said he mads it ¢clgar to Echo
Hawk that he did not agree with reaffiming the Tejon Tribe. He explained that he did not agree
with Echa Hawk’s decision becauss Part 83 is the process by which acknowledgment should
occur. He said that the solicitors had also advised against reaffirmration in the decisions by
previous AS-IAs to reaffinm tribes.

The attorney told us that Echo Hawk decided to reaffinm the Tribe early in his term as AS-1A. He
believed that Echo Hawk intended to reaffirm aibes from the time he came inte office, He said
that members of Congress were pressuring Echo Hawk to speed up the acknowledgment process.
When asked if he felt Echo Hawk’s decision was based on the law or on historical evidence, he

thought it was “a gut policy issue.”

We asked the attorney which members of Echo Hawk's staft worked on the Tejon decision. He
saiif that Tsosie “was very much into it,” along with the AS-IA attomey advisor. He confirmed
that Echo Hawk did not consult with the Bl1A Director or Deputy Director befare deciding 1o
reaffirn the Tejon Tribe, We asked him if previous AS-LAs had consulted with B1A leadership
before issuing their reaffimtation decisions, and he said that AS-1A Gover had given BLA the
opportunity to consult with and provide information to him. The attorney also thought that the

previous AS-IAs consulted OFA before making their decisicns.

The attomey confirmed that other American Indian groups had been requesting reaffirmation at
the same time as the Tejon Tribe, and stated that the Tribe was not at the “top of the list.” He dig
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not think that Eche Hawk was aware that other tribes were requesting reaffirmation, but said:
“He should have been. . . . [t was all through the documentation.”

We asked the attomey if gaming was discussed during a meeting held with the Tejon Tribe's
attorneys in 2006, He said he did not believe that the Tribe was only interested in reaffirmation
sa that it could receive Federal housing services, as it claimed, because a tribe in California can
receive trust-fund distnbutions from gaming casinos even if it does not have a casino itself. He
believed the gaming industry was financing the attomney fees for the Tejon Tribe. He did not
think, however, that gaming influenced Echo Hawk's decision to reaflirm the Tribe.

The attorney feh the Tejon Tribe would have been acknowledged if it had gone through the Part
83 process, and that “at the end of that process we would have known who the members were,
who the leaders were, and what their membership standards were.” He cxplained since the
process was not followed, the members of other groups who might have ties to the Tejon Tribe
were not identified.

When we interviewed the other SOL/DLA attomey, she 10ld us thet aficr she and her colleague
prepared the draft “Alternatives to Part 83 memorandum, they were “cut out” of any further
mectings on the Tejon decision. Like her colleague, she pointed out that the decision to reaffirm
the Tribe did not include any mention of the other groups that claimed 10 be a part of the Tribe,
something thal would have been researched and settled if the Pan 83 process had been followed.

The attomney said that when the SOL/D[A section that she angd her colleague worked in was
reorganized in October 2011, they were sent to different sections and her colleague was no
longer a manager. After the Tribe was reaffirmed, however, the two were asked te help Echo
Hawk prepare the April 2012 memorandum explaining his decision. She believed this was
because the attorneys who had replaced them to work on the Tejon T'ribe issue were not as
experienced in the matter as she and her colleague were.

The aitorney stated that she did not believe Echo Hawk had the authority (@ make the decision to
rea(firm the Tejon Tribe. She acknowledged that former AS-1A Gover had reaffimmed tribes, but
she said those decisions were “interpreted by a court as ap implied waiver,” did not “expressly
waive the repulations,” and were not in the best interest of (he Indians.

We asked the SOL/DYA soligitors if Echo Hawk’s decision was influenced by the reputation and
persistence of the Tejon Tribe's legal represenalive. Kunesh stated that other tribes had legal
representatives who were just as well known and persistent. Aboul her own relationship with the
Tribe's legal represeatative, Kunesh said she knew her by reputation but had never worked with
her, Berrigan did not koow why Echo Hawk chose 1o reafTirm the Tejon Tribe over other iribes,
bui bhe also stated that the Tribe’s Jegal representative was well known. The twe SOLDIA
artormeys both belicved the legal representative was influcntial in Echo Hawk’s decision 10
reaffirm the Tribe. One of the altomeys also mentioned that Larry Echo Hawk’s relative was an
executive with the legal representative’s former employer, NARE,
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Lack of Coordination With OFA

We interviewed Robert “Lee” Fleming, Director, OFA, who said he had 15 years of experience
as a genealogical researcher and the director of OFA. Fleming described the AS-1A’s lack of
cooerdination with OFA on the Tejon decision.

Fleming said he ceccived an email from Paul Tsosic on December 29, 201 1—the day before
Echo Hawk issucd the Tejon decision—indicating that Echo Hawk was considering waiving the
Part 83 process and reaflimming the Tejon Tribe. Attached to the email was a draft leter
addressed (o the Tribe informing its members that Echo Hawk had decided to reaffirm the
refationship between the U.S, Government and the Tribe. Tsosie indicated in the email that he
wanted Fleming's input on the decision within a “couple of weeks,” and asked Fleming to “keep
your input close hold.”

Based on this email, Fleming belicved he had | or 2 weeks to research the matter and prepare
OFA’s response, but Echo Hawk issued his decision 10 reaffirm the Tribe the next day and did
not give OF A the opporiunity to provide in-depth analysis. Fleming felt that the December 29
emai| was inlended to mislcad him into believing he had several weeks 1o prepare a responsg 1o
the proposed Tejon decision. Fleming said ke did not know why Echo Hawk made the decision,
especially since OF A probably would have asked him why he was anempting (o bypass the Pan

£3 process.

Fleming also told us he was not aware of any other gencalogists, anthropologists, or historians
consulted during the decistonmaking process. Fleming said that Echo Hawk obtained lepal
guidance from SOL/DIA solicitors and from the AS-IA attomey advisor, bt he felt the attorneys

lacked the necessary expertise.

We asked Fleming if any other American [ndian groups had ever requested reaffirmation based
on evidence that they had been previously omitted from the Federal list of tribes. He said he
knew of only three instances, when former AS-1A Gover asked OFA for advice on and
recommendations for three [ndian groups. OT A reviewed the requests and recommended that the
AS-1A deny them and require the groups to go through the Part §3 process. Gover, however,
disagreed and reaffirmed cach group.

Fleming told us there were several possible repercussions of Echo Hawk's decision to reaffirm
the Tejon Tribe. He indicated ihat numerous American Indian groups were inlerested in
reaffirmation, ard some of them had already submitied their letters of intent. He believed that
afler learning of the Tejon decision, the Department would receive numercus FOIA requests
from Indian groups. He also amicipated that some of these groups might take legal action
because the Tejon Tribe was aliowed to avoid the Part 83 process and thus appeared 1o receive

preferentizl treatment.
The Role of BIA Leadership in the Decision To Reaffirm

To ascertain the extent to which BIA leadership was involved in the Tejon decision, we
interviewed three BIA officials; Michael Black, Director; Michael Smith, Deputy Directar tor




Fieid Operations; and Amy Dutschke, Director, Pacific Region. Only Dutschke was contacted by
AS-LA staff prior to the Tejon decision.

BIA Regional Director Contacted the Day Before the Decision Was fssued

Dutschke told us that she received an email from Paul Tsosie on December 2%, 201]1—the day
before the Tejon decision was issued. The email contained two draft memoranda concermning the
reaffirmation. She explained that she had a short tetephone conversation with Tsosic
immedistely aflerward and told him she supponted the reaffirmation,

Tsosie asked her what the reaction of the tribes in California would be if the Tejon Tribe was
reaflirmed, Dutschke cautioned him that some California tribes might not suppert atiempts by
the Tejon Tribe to engege in the gaming business. According to Dutschke, that was the first time
she was involved in the decision to reaffimi the Tejon Tribe, and she assumed there would be
further discussions.

The following weck, on January 3, 2012, Dutschke received another email from Tsosie asking
her to join a confercnce call with Echo Hawk concerning reaffirming 1he Tribe. She assumed
they would be discussing the draft memoranda scnt the week before, and she was surprised when
the Tribe joined the conference calt and Echo Hawk announced his decision 10 reaffirm it

Dutschke felt that Echo Hawk and Tsosic should have discussed the matter with her, Black, and
Smith before they made the decision to reaffirm the Tejon Tribe. She did not know why Echa
Hawk chose to reaffirm the Tejon Tribe when there were other fribes with similar requests, and
stated that there was no formal process by which the AS-1A selected tribes for reaffirmation.

We asked Dutschke to comnient on the April 24, 2012 memorandum from Echo Hawk to her
explaining the realtirmation of ithe Tejon Tribe. She explained that the memorandum delegated
to her office the responsibility for identifying all Indian groups under the “umbrella of Tejon.™

B14 Director and Deputy Director Not Consulted in Advarnce

Both Michacl Black and Michacl Smilh told us that Echo [{awk did not consult with them abouyt
the decision to reaffirm the Tejon Tribe. Black said he remembered seeintg a few emails
regarding the Tribe before the decision was made, but he could not recal] their content {see

Attachments 28 and 29).

Smith told us that when previous A%-IAs made reaffinmation decisions similar to Echo Hawk's,
they had consulied with BEA and OF A beforchand and had involtved them in the decisionmaking
process. Smith said, however, that neither OF A nor BIA was consulted during the Tejon
decision, When asked what process Echo Hawk used to make his decision to reaffirm the Tejon
Tribe, Smith responded: *] don't know. . .. | don’t think it's [the] normal [process].”




Repercussions of the Tejon Decision

WF asked Smith about any possible repercussions of Echo Hawk’s decision 10 reaflirm the Tejon
Tribe, He explained that Echo Hawk did not appear to know about the vther American Indian
groups with ancestral and genealogical ties to the Tejon Ranch. According to Smith, this created
confusion for the BIA employees tasked with identifying whem Echo Hawk had actual ly
reaffirmed and subsequently providing the required Federal services for them.

Smith and Black also cxplained the budgetary chzllenge to B1A that resuited from Echo Hawk’s
decision. The Tejon Tribe had rot been considered when BLA prepared its TY 2013 budger.
According to Smith, BLA did not have sufficient funding in the budget to provide the required
services for the Tribe. Smith said when he asked Tsosie to modify BIA’s 2013 budget to add
funding for the Tejon Tribe, Tsosie told him they would have to wail until they developed the FY
2014 buwdget, saying: “We've got our neek out there oo far.”

The Tribe's Legal Representative, Conncil Chairwoman and Memirers, aad Financial
Backer

We interviewed the Tejon Tribe's legal representative since 2005 to get more information about
the process that led to the Tribe’s reaffirmation. We also spoke with the chairwoman of the
Tejon Tribal Council, as well as several Council members, about the decisionmaking process. In
addition, we intervicwed an executive with Cannery Casing Resorts to learn more abaut why he
chose to support the Tribe financially.

Legal Representative Advised Tribe To Seek Reaffirmation

When asked to comment on the Part 83 process in general, the Tejon Tribe's legal representative
said that while she had initially heped the process would be fair, it had hecome “badly bopged
down," She added hat Lhe process also relied on “ambiguous™ criteria for consideration, making
it more and more difficull for groups to achieve acknowledgment. She [el that bolk the
regulation and the manner in which OF A managed the process needed to be changed.

The legal represcatative lold us the Part 83 regutations “don't apply to tribes that already have s
Federal retationship.” She said the Tejon Tribe had had 2 continuous relationship with the U5,
Government from the datc of the un-ratified 1851 meaty until 1962, when the relationship lepscid
because the Jand the Tribe occupicd was restored to the public domain,

The chairwoman of the Tgjon Tribal Council explained that based upon advice from its legal
representative, the Tribe discontinued pursuing acknowledgmen through the Part 83 process and
submitted its petition for reatfirmation in 2006. The chairwoman confirmed that the Tribe did not
contact OFA and request assistance untii it submitted its reaffirmation request.

Tribe Made " Persistent” Contact With AS-14 Staff During Decisionmaking Process

The Tribe's legal representative and various members of the Tribe said that over the years, they
would meet periodically with AS-1As Aroman and Echo Hawk and with members of their staffs,




im_:luding representatives from OFA. She explained that in addition, she and key members of the
Tribe would telephane and email Echo Hawk and his staff asking about the status of theit
request.

According to the legal representative, Echo Hawk told her that reaffirming the Tribe was “a top
priarity” for him. In September 2010, she said, Echo Hawk told her a decision would be made
within 30 days. She added, however, that Echo Hawk was getting “pushback™ from his staffand
so the decision was nol made during that timeframe. She acknowledged thai in the summer of
2011 she prepared & letter to Echo Hawk on behalf of the Tribe. The leiter indicated that the
Trbe intended to take legal action against the Department if he did not make a decision.

The legal representative confirmed that Echo Hawk was aware of other tribes requesting
reaffirmation based oo administrative crmor, indicating the matter was discussed during meetings
she atendad with Echo Hawk and his siaff. She believed, however, that Echo Hawk chose to
rcaffirm the Tejon Tribe over the ather tribes due to the Tribe’s “persistence™ and “compelling”
history.

We asked the legal representative if she was familiar with one of the SOL/DIA attomeys who
had worked on the draft “Altermatives to Part 83" memorandum. She said: “Yes, he considers
himself the principal author of the acknowledgment regulations. There are other people who
dispute that. . . . That's kind of his burcaucratic baby.” She confirmed that he opposed
reaffirming the Tejon Ttibe, recommending that it go through the Part 83 process. She
acknowledged that she complained 10 his supcrviser, Patrice Kunesh, with whom she had a
professional relationship, about him and his opposition to the Tribe’s reaffirmation.

We asked if the fegal representative’s personal relationship with the NARF executive who was
related to Larry Echo Hawk might have influenced Echo Hawk’s decision concerning the Tejon
Tribe. She denied ever discussing the Tejon case with the NARF execulive and said she did not

have a personal relationship with Larry Echo 1Hawk or anyone og his staff.

The chairwoman of the Tejon Tribal Council confirmed that she and other Council members met
with Echo Hawk and members of his staff in Washington, DC. She told us she was frustrated
because the Tribe had been required to submit 2 second petition: and supporting documents after
AS-LA Artman chose to issue certificates of Indian blood rather than reaffirm the Tribe. When
asked why Echo Hawk selecied the Tribe for reaffirmation when other tribes were making the
same request, she tald us the evidence in the documents supported the Tribe's claim, and added:
“Because we're so persistent, and we kept calling him and knocking on his door, sending him

emails.”

We also interviewed the vice chairman of the Tejon Tribe, who said that the Tribe did not
receive much assistance from BIA with its request for reaffimation. Ascund 2008 or 2009, the
vice chairman enconraged the Tribe members 1o send individual emails to Echo Hawk and Paul
Tsosie in order 10 “flood their email” with questions about the status of the Tribe’s petition for
reaffirmation. He had a subssquent phane cenversation and a meeting with Echo Hawk, who
indicated he intended to reaffirm the Tribe within just a few months. He told us that Eche Hawk
wanted 1o reaffirm the Tribe, but the process of drafting a letter that would meet departmental




approval was taking a long time. He said that the SOL/DIA attomey and Lee Fleming of OFA
opposed the reaffirmation and felt the Tribe showld go through the Part 83 process,

A member of the Tejon Tribal Council told us he traveled with other members of the Tribe 10
Washington, DT, on two oecasions to meet with AS-1A representatives. The Council member
could not remember the date, but on the second trip he made (o Washington, they met with Fcho
Hawk and the Tejon Tribe's legal representative presented “the history of the Tribe.”” When
asked how Echo Hawk responded to the presentation, The Council member said: 1 thought he
was pretty interested in our history.”

The Council member described the process the Tribe went through to obtain Federal
acknowledgment as slow. He told us the Council chairwomnan had been working for
acknowledgment for 14 years. He said he thought OFA and members of Echo Hawk's staff
disapreed about the acknowledgment process, and that the process wouid have been faster if AS-
1A and Department personnel would “work 1ogether™ 1o help American Indian groups with the

Process.

Another member of the Tejon Tribal Council said the Tribe had been seeking recognition for
many years, primarily to obtain medical and housing services for the elderly Tribe members.
‘This Council member alsa attended a Washington, DC, meeting between the Tribe's legal
representative, members of the Tribe, and Echo Hawk. She could not recal! the date of the
meeting, but remembered it was several years before the reaffirmation. She said that during the
meeting, Echo Hawk implied that he intended to reaffirm the Tejon Tribe and gave them the
impression it would occur within the next “64 or 90 days.” When asked why the reaffirmation
took several more years, she, like the other Tribe members, explained that some SOL/DIA
solicitors apposed the reaffirmation and fell the Tribe should go through the Part 83 process.

The Tribe ‘s Connection to Cannery Casing Resords

The Tejon Tribe's legal representative said that the financial support the Tribe received from the
Cannery Casino Resorts executive “was really the only opportunity for the Tribe to get the
backing it needed to pursue ils recognition.” She did not know how the Tribe became aflilialed
with the casino, but satd that the Tribe and the company intended 1o engage in some type of
gaming or casino venture.

The chairwoman agreed that the financial backing made it possible to afford the costs associated
with the reaffirmation process. Of the exceutive’s decision to provide financial assistance to the
Tribe, she said: “He's a good man and he knows that there was a big wrong done, and he saw it
and he wanted to help us.” She declined to provide any specific details of the financial
arrangement with the executive, citing a confidentiality agreement, but she did acknowlcdge that
the Tribe intended to engage in the gaming business and that Cannery Casino Resorts would
manage il. She said she was introduced to the executive in Los Angeles, CA, by a man affiliated

with United Technologies of Hartlord, CT.

We interviewed this individual, whe said that in 2001, he went to California to assess the
possibility of building power plants on American Indian reservations and became familiar with




the history of the Tejon Tribe and its pursuit of Federal recognition. According to the individual,
in 2045 he contacted the Cannery Casine Resorts executive to see if he would be interested in
providing financiat assistance to the Tejon ‘T'ribe in return for finure gaming opportunities. e
said that the executive expressed interest in the arrangement and initially paid him an $80,000
fee for his efforts.

We also interviewed the Cannery Casing Resoris executive, who corflirmed that that this
individual introduced him to the Tejon Tribe. He was, the executive told us, “just 2 guy who was
working in [ndian Country,” whao had researched the history of the Tribe.

The executive said that around 2005 he met with representatives of the ‘Tejon Tribe at the lnw
office of White & Case, Los Angeles, CA, where they discussed the Tribe's history. He
explained that he thought the Tribe's story “sounded very compelling,™ and so he decided 10
offer financial assistance so that it coutd continue to pursue Federal recognition. Due to the
confidentiality agreement with the Tribe, ke declined 1o say how much money his company had
invested, but he admitted that he had invested his own funds—*"less than $1 million™—in the
Tribe, [le acknowledged that the Tribe intended o engage in the gaming husiness with Cannery

Casino Resorts as its parmer.

The exccutive admilted this was the first time his company had invested in an [ndian tribe that
had not been Federally acknowledged. He reiterated that Lhe investment was a business decision
and said it was based solely on the Tribe's historical Government-fo-Government relationship
with the United States and its history of being “disenfranchised from the rights that they should
have.” He said that he did not know Echo Ilawk or any of his staff and did not have a personal or
financial relationship with them or with the Tribe's legal representative.

Other Groups With Ties 1o the Tejon Tribe

We asked the Tribe’s legal representative to comment on its genealogy. She told us its present
membership was based on an early Indian census and that all of the Tribe’s ¢urrent members
could trace their ancestry back to the American Indians who appeared on that census. When
asked if other Indian groups could legitimately belong to the Tejen Tribe, she responded there
was only one, the Tinoqui-Chalala Council of Kitanemuk and Yowiumne Tejon Indians, and that
this group’s representative was a relative ol the chairwoman of the Tegjon I'ribal Council.

The chairwoman acknowledged that her relative was a descendant of the original Tejon Indians
and that this relative had petitioned separately for Federal acknowledgmen for ber group. The
chairwoman said that her relative could rightfully become a member of the Tejon Tribe, bin she
had never retumed the membership application the Tribe sent her. The chairwoman did not know
why [che Hawk did nat include this relative's group when he reaffimed the Tejon Tribe.

Another member of the Tribal Council elso ecknowledged that the group this relative represented
had ancestral ties to the Tribe. We asked the Council member why Echo Hawk did not include
this group when he reaffirmed the Tejon Tribe. She replied that if this relative wanted 1o be
known a3 a Tejon Indian she could apply for mermbership to the Tribe, but she could not do that
and still be a member of “whatever satcllite tribe that she decided she is.”




The vice chairman of the Tribe confirmed there were other American indian groups with
gencalogical ties ta the Tribe. Like the other members of the Tribal Council, however, he made it
clear that his was the only legitimate Tejon Tribe.

SUBJECT(S)

1. Larry Echo Hawk, former Assistant Sceretary-Indian A ffairs.
2. Paul Tsosie, tormer AS-1A Chief of Staff.

DISPOSITION

We are forwartding this matter to the Sceretary of the Interior for any action deemed appropriate.
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Arlinda F. Locklear, Esquire

N Esq@veri 4113 Jenifer Sireey, NW
facsimile (202) 2370382 Washington, D.C, 20015

Richard J. Lopes, Chairman May 9’.’?255% 5‘093]
California Gambling Conlrol Commission

2389 Gateway Oaks Drive, Sie. 220 RECEIVED NAY 28 ¥

Sacramenio, CA 958334231

Dear Chairman Lopes:

The Tejon Indian Tribe (*“I'ribe™) and [ as counsel for the Tribe have been copied on a
letter to you from the California Indian Lepal Services on behall’ of the self-designaied Tinqui-
Chalola Council. This “Council” requests that the Commission suspend gaming revenue shering
distributions to the Tribe.

According to this “Coungil,” it represents the Tejon Indian Tribe, not Chairworman
Morgan. who was duly clected in sccordance with the long-standing Constitution of the Tejon
Indinn Tribe. There is nathing in the events leading up to the federal rcaffirmation of the Tejon
Indian Tribe. the authonty cited by the “Council,” or the recently published Inspecior General
Report dated January 9. 20413. that justifies the extreme action proposed by the ~Councit.”

The events leading up to the 2012 federal reaffirmation demonstrate that Chairwoman
Morgan is, indeed, the leader of Lhe political entity with whom 1he federal refationship was
realfirmed. The Assistamt Secrelary - [ndian Affairs began his memorandum to the Regional
Direclor an his reaffimation decigion with the following: *On June 30, 2006, the Tefon Indian
Tribe (Tribe), through Chairwomun Kathryn Monies Morgan, submitted information
demonsirating that it has been ofTicially overloaked for many years by (the Bureau af bydian
Affairs (B1A) even though its govemmenl-ig-government relationship with the Uniled States
was never tenminated.” (emphasis supplied.) The 2006 submission by Chairwoman Morgan
intluded, among other things, the Tribe's Constitulion under which she was then and has been
since duly elecied as the Tribal Chair, From 2006 to the reafTirmation decision in 2012,
Chairwoman Morgan led the Tribe's long and strenuous efforts 1o obiain the reaffinnation
decision. For nearly six year. she led that effort, with the expenditure of countlzss hours and
other resources. During this period, the “Counci™ made no effert to assist. object. or otherwise
participate in. the work that led to the realfirmation decision. As a result, the Assistant Secretary
concluded in his 2012 decision, "By my Decembear 30, 2011, leiter 10 Chairwomnan Morgan. |
reafTirmed recopnition of the Tejon Indian Tribe as an independent tribal governmenial entity.”

Sirce the 2012 reaffirmation decision, the Tejon Indian Tribe has been added 10 the list
of [ndian Entilics Recognized and Eligible to Receive Services From the Burea of Indian
Affairs, 77 Fed, Reg. No. 155, Aug. 10, 2012, And rhe BLA has conlinuously deall with
Chairwoman Morgan as the authorized representative of the reaffirmed Tejon Indian Tribe.

Even the ~Council™ admils that the BIA deals with Chairwoman Morgan as the Interim Chair of
the Tribe. As such, Chairwoman Morgan has received interin: fitnding from federal agencies.
meluding the BIA, Housing and Urban Development, end Indian Health Services, None of thosc
federal agencies has suspended funding 10 Chalrwoman Morgan,

.




Because there has been no suspension of relations between Chairwoman Morgan and the
RIA, the authority relied upon by the “Council” simply docs not apply here. There, the BIA had
decided to suspend the Miwok Tribe's eligibility 1o receive federal benefils under the Indian
Sell-Determination and Education Assistance Actof 1975, Based upon this action by the BIA.
1he Commission detezmined thal “there is no recognized iribal government wiath which 1o take
action on behalf of the tribe...” California Valley Miwok Tribe v, Califarnia Gambling Control
Commission, 20012 WL 6584030 (Cal.App. 4 Dist.), p. 2. Obviously, the “Council™ is making
every effort 10 disrupt the Tribe's refationship with the BLA. but it has not succeeded.

Finally, there is nothing in the Inspecter General report on the reaffirmation decision that
justifies the action proposed by the “Council.” The Tribe believes Lhat this report is biased and
does not fairly describe the process uscd by the BIA in making the reaffirmation decision. For
example, it is untrue that the Office of Federal Acknowledgment had no opportunity to review or
opine upan any relationship between the Tribe and other groups that claim Tejon ancestry.
Aside from these factual issuce, though, the limitations of that report musi be noted. The repon
eriticizes the process used by the BIA 10 make the reaffirmation decision. The report does mof
¢riticize the menis of the decision to reafTiem Lhe Tribe. The repon was referred to e BIA for
any action deemed appropriate in January 201 3. But no aclion has been decmed appropriate
based on the report. In ather words, the report has not had and cannot have any impact upon the
reatfirmatien decision, including the plain acknowiedgmenl of Chairwomen Morgan as (ke
leader of the reaffirmmed ibal entity.

I the end, the “Council” is nothing more than a collection of individuals who ¢laim to be
Tejon and, a3 such, claim the rght to lead the Tribe. There may be individuals in this group wha
are eligible for membership in ihe Tribe. This cannot be determined since these individuals.
even though having every opportunity 10 do so, have declined to apply for membership. Instead,
they prefer to dispute the clear leadership of the iibal government that worked for years 10
abtain and aciually succecded in obtaining reaffirmation of Lhe federal relationship, This is truly
unfortunate but must be scen for what it is, an attempt by individuals who have demonstrated no
conneclion or commitment to the Tribe bul merely seek to appropriate to themselves the hard
work and leadership of others,

Shoutd the Commission have any questions about any of these issues. the Tribe would
appreciale an opportunity to meet with you to discuss them.

Sincercly,

Lol kg

Arlinda F. Locklear

cc: Chairwoman Morgan
Jasmine Andreas, CILS




FORM LETTERS



From:WFR 661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:23 #254 P.002/138
Comment Letter F1-1

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik
Bureau of Indian Affairs

2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely,

W
Name: _QMQ‘L»*_D@JZM

Address: _ Qu2] [ /¢ /e e. 2 obi\
Poelscrirol.) _CA 9R




From:WPR

661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:23 #254 P.003/136
Comment Letter F1-2

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

[ oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely, {;flffx

Name: _Choaon@xeed—<n i
Address: 33 PXGWARECT -
BPYERCFI 0 <47




Fromn:WPR

B&1 327 3872 09/14/2075 15:23 #254 P.00D4/136
Comment Letter F1-3

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

1 oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air poliution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerel

Name: %&3 S & ?\ Mc.p

L
Address: 1,22/ ] At SN Lﬂ_,{“}%(g f}}mﬁ_
Gavod(led CAOLTI




Fron:WPR

661 327 367 09/14/2015 15:24 #254 P 00B/136
Comment Letter F1-4

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely, (,Q_/

Name: #Q-M D w/(
Address: é ol? hrg cfe Qesk -
0""‘ %a,’ﬂ.&jd’ Cw 42312




From:WPR 661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:24 #254 P.ODB/136
Comment Letter F1-5

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

1 oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pellution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely,

deg rx"n,@ 5:11:-07/[ .

Name:w ?r%@é-
Address: £5/0n.S Litn cLptstn e 93313
DYpBs piel cf)




Fram.¥PH

BE1 327 3672 09/1472015 15:24 #254 P 0107138
Comment Letter F1-6

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indlan Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

[ oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely,
M"ff T g—v-ﬁ%

Name: _LARMWIE <G H

Address: _Slew  S13vER Lrov6R nVE %7,

R BH I fSE D ch:




From, WPR

BB1 327 3872 0911472015 15:24 #254
omment Letter

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening In Kern County

[ oppose the proposed Casinoe in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community, We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casinc in Kern
County.

Sincerely,

N Jon o)

Name: VARENTDER KANK

Address: Bloo Si LVER CLovER AVE

BARKERSFTELD, cA 3213

F{

111136
-7



From:WPR

E61 327 3672 094142015 15:24 #254 P.012/136
Comment Letter F1-8

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of iIndian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

1 oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. in
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County. Vm Jw M %j/ 9//}

Sincerely, -

Address: r@(’[f}? S P ST
hokevshd (s §550Y

C




Fron:¥PR

BE1 327 3672 00/1472015 15:24 E054 P.O13/136
Comment Letter F1-9

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

[ oppose the proposed Casine in Kern County because itis not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water, Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our cemmunity. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely,
Name: S0, T /AL FE Sfﬁf/{? ﬁ“
Address: £ 927 MM}L@JT 49444 37l

Pl df- o §3303




B1 327 3572 G0/1472015 15:25 #254 P 0147136
Comment LetterdF1-‘i6

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air poltution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely, ﬂ—’adé»\, S-— % @Jéﬁwﬁ

Name: ”ﬁ/L—ﬂ-ﬂ-ﬁ ‘5?‘:'?5/ Bmt{%}r

Address: _309 Iée»—nJ?mgm E:.(g
ﬁ?mL«"p Kf?f




From:WER

661 327 3872 09/14/2015 15:25 #0254 P.O15/136
Comment Letter F1-11

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indlan Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

[ oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Name: SIJKH}.Y‘._ SING i

Address: ST VERDANT Wl O

Bkuafie Bl CA s




From:WPR

B61 327 3672 0871472015 15:25 #254 P 0167136
Comment Letter F1-12

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

1 oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely,
e e

vome:_ AT 10/ OF RS Keu
Address: f/8 Jpuatr - e €7
;@,ﬁ"%éy}_ﬂ%— 93313




From. WPR

BB1 327 3872 09/14/2015 15:25 £254 P.OI7/136
Comment Letter F1-13

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casine opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincer;% |

Name: FIAR firvD ER SIVEY

Address: 500 StLVER ChoviEZh AVE

BAKERSCIam . cfh §23 1%




From: %PR

B1 327 3872 0571472015 15:25 #254 P OMB/136
Comment Letter F1-14

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of iIndlan Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casineo in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air poilution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerei

"

Name: MM‘\? 9:»»)’\ Vo,

Address: (24l uvsdsen  [rebe §
boituddd e 9 a3y




From:WPR

661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:25 £254 P 0197138
omment Letter FF1-JI5

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water, Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.

The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.
=

/,.r"'
Name: /,’él’w" ﬁ/«
Address: et mechanfler  pn gfﬂ/ird/

Sincerely,

[y

Pakl wjf[yﬂ Cop 4339




From:WFPR

661 327 3672 09114/2015 15:25 #2354 P 020/136
Comment Letter F1-16

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

[ oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment, In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, Cj A

Name:ﬁwé/wﬁpér:%ﬁ/ﬂf
Address: / ‘*/(:ﬂ sz/@‘#f Lo ﬂa/ r
Bakevsfs b A4 3212




From:WPR 661 397 3872 09/14/2015 15:25 #254 P 0217136
Comment Letter F1-17

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely, M’ '@‘l/&
Name: M M

Address: 7:"@,?)‘*.1/.5-5,-«»:,.%7 '

W!’f{%—/ A




From:WPA

661 327 3672 0941472015 15:28 4954 £ 0221136
Comment Letter F1-18

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air poliution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely,

.--""__"_

Name: F V;ﬂ/,)[ﬂ é//
Address: 77/ -Cﬁfpﬁ)ﬂ RVE A ﬁ]l,. <
Knkersfierd  rp $337




From:WPR 661 327 3B72 0971472015 15:28 #254 P 0237136
Comment Letter F1-19

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Burean of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casine opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. in
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely, LTI g1 qj/z'

Name:. (AN ST S/NGH

Address: S/ Hﬁ-SWJ‘:ZL e
331 -




From:WPR

GE1 397 3672 09/14/2015 15:28 #254 P 0247136
Comment Letter F1-20

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and zir pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely,
A

Name: KA T 1MpEC oL Simea

Address: sH< “\"IS"TH ﬂ\ca C‘_S'“

BAygaseqa ¢y G32N




From:WPH
w61 %27 sere Dgégérzlﬂrﬁeﬁt'zfettefjﬁ Egps/136

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino In Kern
County.

Sincerely,

R

Name: j/”}‘ SFAL S WL_&}JW
Address: _5 334 Visraddes Pl Az

BakeRs FIELD__ ef 3530




Fram:WPR 661 327 3672 091472015 15:25 #254 P 0267136
Comment Letter F1-22

September 12. 2015
lohn Rzdzlk

Bureau of Indlan Affairs
2800 Cattape Way

Sacramento, Ca 95825
Suhject: Oppose of Casing in Kern County

| Gppose the praposed-Casing in Kern County because it is not good for our community, families, kids
and ervironment. In Kern County It will effect Air pollution and water. We are already gaing through
drought and Alr poliutlon is not good in Kern County. It wifl create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casine in Kern County.

Sincerely SQF{AWE "Niﬂ» t—i'“-l

Name: SLJ!c_lh LY 1Al DEE-_ bﬂ U\g-—
Address: M 5_?21/ é)&z( &ﬂyﬁf_@ MLQ

Bape RSPELL - F
03313




From:WPR 661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:26 #254 P 0271136
Comment Letter F1-23

September 12, 2015
John Rzdzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, Ca 95325
Subject: Oppose of Casino in Kern County

t oppose the proposed-Casino In Kern County because it is not good for our community, families, kids
and environment. n Kern County & will effect Afr pollution and water, We are already going through
drought and Air poliution is not good in Kern Catnty. it will create more crime i our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern County.

Sincerely g:?;] W/ /" /{&L”L

e ABR_f7 PUK
swess: &p 3G Cal 57{

b pxead) E v L
g330 7/




From:WPR 61 327 3B72 09/14{2015 15:28 #054 P 0287138
Comment Letter F1-24

saptember 13, 2015
Johi Radrik

Bureau of indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, Ca 95825
Subject: Oppose of Casino In Kern County

| oppase the proposed-Casing in Xem County because it is nat good for our community, families, kids
and environment. In Kern County It will effect Alr pallutien and watar. We are already going through
drought and Atr pollution is not good in Kern County. It will create more crime In our community. We
will be very thankfui if you dismiss the idea af Casing in Kern County.

T

. 1 A
Sincerely  Tpcfropnl (e

v .\. o "
Name: /L /XF FA Y N - g [.— ! '1) 4
Address: (1™ T 2 e ¢ 7‘

pevExS i OA

(7236 &/




From:WPR BEBT 327 3B72 00/14,2015 15:28 #2654 P_D2O/13G
Comment Letter F1-25

Septembar 14, 2015
John Radzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
1800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, Ca 95825
Subject: Oppose of Casina in Kern County

| oppose the proposed-Casine in Kern Caunty because it is not good for our community, families, klds
and environment. In Kern County [t will affect Alr pallution and water. We are already going thraugh
drought and Air pollution is not good in Kern Caunty. It will create mere erime [ our community. We
will be very thankfut if your dismiss the idea of Casing in Kern County.

Sincerely ) _),_.C?f /f,;/.ff::&’ ? S

Name: prﬂjm Sfﬁéﬂ
sises 7y ol Ll e AN

R g ERS ;f’fé‘ Lh (7 7333



From:WPR 661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:27 £254 P_030/146
Comment Letter F1-26

september 12, 2015
John Rzdzlk

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, €3 95825
Subject: Oppose of Casino in Kern County

| oppose the gropased-Casing in Kern County because it is nat good for our cammunity, families, klds
and environment. In Kern County It will effect Air pollution and water. We are already going through
drought and Air pollution is not good in Kern County. It will create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful If you dismiss the idea of Casina in Kern County.

Sincerely M;_Mf/—'f:r- / 2 M

Name: AP RTT PR Af /2
‘ o
Address: H57° LC&JW Zj (A

napexsbeld - EH

43373




From:WPA 661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:27 £254 P.031/138
Comment Letter F1-27

September 12, 2015
John Radzik

Bureau of Indian Affalrs
2500 Cottage Way

Sacramento, Ca 95825
Subject: Oppose of Casina in Kern County

| pppose the proposed-Casino |n Kern County because it is nat good for aur community, families, kids
and environment, in Xern County It will effect Air pollution and water, We are already going threugh
drought and Atr pellution is not good in Kern County. It will create more crime in our community, We
will be very thankiul if you dismiss the idea of Casine in Kern County.

Sinceraly H)& R]‘brﬂ; I'_P?l' r’h" {;I'F"'j h ’?.’11 f

n s e S b
Mame: H&y ]j'J]”L:_fLJ 0 (;l'[’"'l‘jn Il y
) A 1 e
Address: 1@({{\(, &r A f-_)‘f_' }"'ﬁl Ir\ 3
o -t o9 1A ;J
BArerf el il 55




from:WPR BB1 327 3877 09/14/2015 15:27 £254 P 0321138
Comment Letter F1-28

September 12. 2015
John Rzdzik

Bureau of indian Affairs
2800 Cottage YWay

sacramento, Ca 95825
Subject: Oppose of Casino In Kern County

} oppase the proposed-Casina In Kern County because it Is not geod for cur community, famllies, kids
and envlronment. In Karn County It will effect Air pelfution and water. We arg aiready gaing through
drought and Air pollution |s not good in Kern County, It will create more crime in qur community, We
will be very thankful If you dismiss the idea of Casing fn Kern County.

Singerely /,

y"c,,wméu e (o

Name: fAEVIND( L IKAVE (1

Address: LA i‘ O I N A i = ﬁ].;,—(_-

GskblcpLin A ¢

MR




Fron: WPR BB1 327 3672 05/14/2015 1527 #2054 P.0O33/ 136
Comment Letter F1-29

Legternbar 12, 2015
John Azdiik

Bureau of Indien Affairs
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, Ca 95825
Subject: Oppose of Casino In Kern County

| oppose the preposed-Casing in Kern County because it is not gond for our communlty, families, kids
and enviranment. tn Kern County 1t will effect Alr pollution and water, We are already going through
drought and Air pollution 15 rot good in Kern County. It will create mare crime in our community, We
will be very thankful If vou dismiss the idea of Casing in Xam County.

Sinceraly P% ; (3@' 7[ _g J lr” 9 A

e Pargeal S/
Wi pll Cee e Ane

WKMJ%ZQI @z 453/ %




Fron:WPR 61 327 3B72 09/14/2015 15:27 #2054 0347136
Comment Letter F1-30

September 12. 3015
John Rzdzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, Ca 95825
Subject: Oppose of Casino in Kern County

| oppose the proposed-Casino in Kern County because Tt is not good for our community, famflies, kids
and enviranment. In Kern County [t will effect Alr pollution and water. We are already going thraugh
drovght and Air pollution s not geod in Kern County. it will create mare crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern County.

&ﬂiajjaﬂcff_ _J.-‘.J{' /{(ﬂ -

Sincerely

Name: {: v A P}rfffﬂf‘ ]!’
Address: g{ r {‘"!l J@;.q " ti( »
Brkersfin o iy TEE: 7




Fron: WP B61 327 3672 09/1472015 15:27  #254 P QDE/136
omment Letter 1:1-?33%

September 12. 2015
John Rrdzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
28040 Cottage Way

Sacramento, Ca 95825
Subject: Oppose of Casino in Kern County

| oppose the proposad-Casing in Kern County because it is not good for ur community, families, kids
and environment, In Kern County It will effect Alr pollution and water, We are already going through
drought and Air pollution is not good in Kern County. It wilt create mpre crime in our community. We
wil| pe very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casing in Kern County.

Sinceraly ij 'I.‘rle 5 [ [: S .

-

Mame. i pESe 2 lEEY Ch e »
Address: [ 4JH iC }:1 F i,fg M A AT
papesc ELD P

Airgtd




From: WPR 861 327 3677 09/14/2015 15:27 #254 P.036/136
Comment Letter F1-32

September 12, 2015
John Rzgzik

Bureay of indian Affairs
2800 Cottape Way

Sacramentn, Ca 35325
Subject: Oppose of Casing n Kern County

! appase the proposed-Casino in Kern County because it is not good for our community, families, kids
and environment, In Kern County It will effect Air pollution and water. We are already going through
draught and Alr poltutten is not good in Kern County. It will create more crime in our community, We
will he very thankful If yau dismiss the idea of Casing in Kern County.

¥ .
Sincerely —- B3y Mg Agr1n -.(.':—'\"\r\-q,l{l,

. . . L
e C3U NG A ST

address: 17 1110 .[_3)}31, neA TN
noRERCEIELE (o4
{f: 2) 3{1}’




Fromn:-WPR 661 327 3872 09/14/2015 15:27 #2054 P.O3T7136
Comment Letter F1-33

September 12. 2015
John Rzdzik

Bureau of Indian Affates
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, Ca 95825
Subject; Oppose of Casing in Xern County

| oppose the proposed-Casing in Kern County because it is not good for our community, familtes, kids
and enviranment. in Kern County It will effect Air pallution and water. We are already golng through
drought and Alr pollutian is not good in Kern County. It will create more crime In our community. We
will b2 very thankfy if yvau dismiss the idea of Casine in Kern County.

sincerely MO paef S, ?ﬁ"

Name: NAAMJEE T SJ?MQH

adaress: 1 5 /24 é’@ éé?a/,gf:? e




From: WPR BE1 327 3B72 00/14/2015 15:27 #2054 P 038/136
Comment Letter F1-34

September 12, 2015
John Rzdzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramentp, Ca 95825

Subject: Oppose of Casino in Karn County

| oppose the praposed-Casing in Kern County because it is not good for our community, famllies, kids
and environment. |n Xarn County It wilt effect Air pallution and water. We are already going through
drought and Air pollution is not good in Kern County. It will create more crime in our community, We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern County,

Sincerely Sutlodenn .547' ﬂ

Narme: gu/wﬁﬁw Sind9!
e sy Bean ST

/5@/@% { 7
4330/



Fron:WeR 661 327 3670 09714/2015 15:27 4254 P 0397136
Comment Letter F1-35

September 12, 2015
Jehn Rrdzik

Bureaw of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way

Lacraments, C3 95825
Subject: Oppose of Casing in Kern County

| oppose the proposed-Casing in Kern County because it is not good for our community, famllles, kads
and enyironment. in Xern County It will effect Alr pollution and water. We are already going through
drought and Air pollution is nat good in Kern County. [t wil! create more crime [0 our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casing In Kern County.

sincerely (\nainend 1CRWA

Name: C_HARA JEET ]LHUR‘

aageess: 1) S /L 0&44@0;&5" 2 IL{7
5 ﬁﬁkﬁdﬁﬂgﬁﬁ Yy

! 73313



From:WPR 661 327 3672 0971442015 15; 28 #254 P.040/138
Comment Letter F1-36

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely, Haﬁ‘m&/\ [Caax %(g_a%

Name: Hﬁw Yz @éﬂgh
Address: 3410 Kimm fhtckg/
BkerSheld CA Q333




From:¥PR

681 327 3672 08/1472015 15:28 #2534 P 0417136
Comment Letter F1-37

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

1 oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more ¢crime in our community, We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

SincererW

Name:‘—gl"“wlr < e —

Address: ¢ 2 | 78-'5{_'7/#( Yie.es Dr.
BXE <A DI B3




From:WPR 661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:28 #254 P 0421138
Comment Letter F1-38

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

| oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
goad for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water, Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely, m &3

Name: Y93 ¥l %5

Address: 380/ | LD Qag

AerSPiofof . AITIA




From:WPR

B&Y 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:28 #254 P.0437136
Comment Letter F1-39

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air poltution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely,

Name: 'JG\J Mepr S, -"2;3;,5
Address: }/ ?Mj 4’%/4(547’\

prrtl). fekept G4




From:WPR

661 327 3R72 05/14/2015 15:28 #2054 P044/136
Comment Letter F1-40

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

[ oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, Kids and environment In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely,

Name: Jﬂ{%}‘fj 5 m&f
Address: 5212 Rigoal. DA
_Mﬁhﬂ)f{‘ﬂy~

:

i

.




From.¥PR

B81 327 3672 05/ 142015 1528 #2954 P.(145/136
Comment Letter F1-41

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, familjes, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pellution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We

will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerel

Name: ,/MW 457/;/9;7

Address: _J 2~ Bk, 42F7 7
Bprel<pe7a 13397 < -




From:WPR BB1 387 g2 09/ 1472015 15:28 #7054 P OAB/12R
Comment Letter F1-42

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opeping in Kern County

| oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, g : )0<

ame. J3PLV AP L
Addressgo 14 Slﬁ% \ %=

_Pn/gjj tr 9333




Fron:WPR

BB1 327 3877 09/14/2015 15:23 #254 P D47¢
: . 136
omment Letter F1-43

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indlan Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, farnilies, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino In Kern

County.

Sincerely,

Name: % %4{4‘«,

Address: _S ¥/ Aoty rates S -
BakersCeld, cp T3573




From:WPR

BE1 327 3672 0971412015 15:29 §254 P Q4B/136
Comment Letter F1-44

September 13, 2015

fohn Rydzik

Bureau of Indlan Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Oppositon of Casino opening in Kern County

i oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely, }( ' /<

Name:kdlw} n)’!;’" }mer‘

Address: 3019 Skex P

_Qw{lﬂ Cg A3z




From:¥PR

1 327 3B72 09/14/2015 15:20 #254 P 049136
Comment Letter F1-45

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik
Bureau of Indian Affairs

2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

i oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air poilution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community, We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, g@w@/— >/'r//“7
Name: g@'j“‘fj’ S !'/Vy@

Address: :;L{'WQ? < r{) CT
boaksfl Co 49303

A
i




From:WPR 51 327 387 0911442015 15:28 £254 P 050136
Comment Letter F1-46

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Gpposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casine in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air polhition is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely, R u¢ ndir oubrs

Name: __ R u@iAd-4 Gidhu

Address: 7715 Plisn Wy
v34 15




From WPR B61 327 3872 051472015 15:29 #0254 P.0O51/136
Comment Letter F1-47

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, ’g

Name: Qu?ii‘l' g - L-z Yy \ A
Address: | 307 IS defj]{-"y )QLTJ‘ A
?{\Je&fﬁe% cd 737¢7 s




From:WFR

681 327 3672 DB/ 142015 15:29 #254 P 0527136
Comment Letter F1-48

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

| oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment, In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air polution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely, SGM?&M W

Name:ﬁ?AMM_M_ZZ’%m

Address: _} 3077 L}Os()l%er foss AU

palkerfiec £ A G3207 4




From:WFA

651 327 3677 08/14/2015 15:29 #254 P.O53/136
Comment Letter F1-49

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, %%a Yy,

Name: ﬂaczﬂﬂ Seinghyt
Address: _||47 Edonng £

L)




From:wWPR

BE1 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:25 #254 P _054/136
Comment Letter F1-50

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Oppositon of Casino opening in Kern County

| oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community, We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, Jan; i+ Rai

NEME:MH Rep
Address: {111 Rie Ulﬂdﬂ De
9333




From: KPR

BE1 327 3672 00/14/2015 1530 #9254 P 055136
Comment Letter F1-51

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casing will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
{County.

Sincerely, Grorsherapfres g ayh

i}
Name: L_nu-r.i»\'ﬂfw?n*e{ er}@},

Address: 2100 ohing gy,

.'r'l:}'{i"-ﬂ r-”'?iﬁj\{) { :‘5( {1\?)\’:1




From: WPR

BE1 327 3872 Do/142015 1530 #254 P.O5R/136
Comment Letter F1-52

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

[ oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, Sy W

Name: (Bumir Singh
Address: 280G  Limz o+

braesbdd oo 93313




From:WPR

BET 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:30 #2054 P.057/138
Comment Letter F1-53

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening jn Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, %

Name: gﬁf/;—'{,ﬁ ‘5:’{%

Address: // 400 siaidory
Lok P Bukerstin &g




From:¥PR

6R1 27 3R7P 08/14/2015 15:30 §254 P_OSB/136
Comment Letter F1-54

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

[ oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casine will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely, W /{?M
Name: @fﬂf’z ﬁ M/é%?

Address: /07~ //’f%’
el A




From:WPR

BG1 327 3572 B9/ 1472015 15:30 4054 P 055/136
Comment Letter F1-55

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Burean of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely,

Sore. Akt

Name: S0 N\ NfT 1
Address: _2.5 11 CAYY Hpve W WY

Bhie s AELS, Ch 333




Fron:WPR

661 327 3672 09/14/2015 1530 #254 P_0GO/136
Comment Letter F1-56

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely, W

Name: _&? JﬂPPEJ?L ﬁmﬁﬂ%ﬁlwaf

va

Address:  (HD Pﬂ’fﬂ’d’{‘s e
Pont P Dakess pf &35




From:WeR

661 327 3877 A9/14/2015 15:30 #254 P.O61/138
Comment Letter F1-57

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indlan Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

[ oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water, Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County. R

[
Sincerely, (YN 7

Name: ﬁ‘h‘fﬂ/s"vd 5

Address: // gﬁ‘" Wﬁ//ﬂ“ 67‘1"@‘ PC__
AR RS AR O QL Q}\jﬂ\




Fron:WPR

BB1 327 672 09/14/2G15 15:31 #2584 P_063/136
Comment Letter F1-58

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

[ oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is niot
good for our commurity, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water, Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County,
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely, @:M / Y A
ﬁ’ L —

Name: @ v 7TAE SI/NGH f?ﬂf\ﬂv “
Address: Sle7 KMKV)K‘ d ,D";~
Batopsfrefd oA -4 s2f)




From:WPA

661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:31 #254 P_064/136
Comment Letter F1-59

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casinoe opening in Kern County

I oppose the propeosed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment, In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, 1 Lt
sz%w\@%
Name: M&M

Address: SCo/ ﬁl%jﬁ éﬁﬁ/{ﬂ <T.
vanafo®l cp 033(3




From:WRR

661 327 3672 4961412015 15:9) #254 P.065/138
Comment Letter F1-60

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramentae, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pellution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely?

Name: Tﬂxﬁ:_"" Pﬁ"“a"r *

Address: _83% Tvopicema dr

ba.hqw,'{-'}de\ fh~ OB,




From:WPR

EB1 397 3672 0541472015 15:23 #254 P.O0D5/136
Comment Letter F1-61

September 13, 2015

Jjohn Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pellution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

# .
Sincerely, ¢.-~& Kbt /éa,wf"

Name: O{-z@k/f'w?’ S
Address: _//900 _tnlder Py ).

FI 12/ ZakersFieid 2




From:WFA

661 327 3672 00/14/2015 15:23 #254 P ODG/ 136
Comment Letter F1-62

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment, In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely,
Y b %{

Name: —JasioloDER.  Side i

Address: _&2 12 HALK CLEEK Pé

_bakeafuold &b 43313




From:WPR

BB1 327 3677 09/14/2015 15:3] $254 P OBB136
omment Letter I;1 -%3

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik
Bureau of Indian Affairs

2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

[ oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casine in Kern

County.

Sincerely, %
Name: _/AL%1QM

Address:* 3e RP /1 TFRRACp

Ew(:x,uvcﬁi}q e A w38s)




From:WPR 661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:31 #254 P _0G7/138
Comment Letter F1-64

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Burean of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely,
S ol

Name: L3 RH{P SIN e h
Address: _ o7/ T“gbb@m.r

Yarvi @ Pewdd B ..




From:¥PR

B! 327 3B72 GO/ 8472015 1531 #2354 P OBB/136
Comment Letter F1-65

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppaose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

/-1'
Sincerely, '\J&B,I/Qél,
Name: JQOHVF "ft“‘;y?gwf

Address: €31 Tow |y eze. Lo

At d Ll (i




From: WFR

§B1 a77 AGTP 09/14/2015 15:32 #254 P OBG/136
Comment Letter F1-66

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indlan Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. in
Kern County it will effect air poliution and water, Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely,
SegSnELy

Name: _HARCHARA N GINVG br
Address: 5511 Wi e Lkent A

bakecStie(d, CA 93313




From:WPR

B§1 327 3872 09/14/2015 15:3¢ #254 P.070/136
Comment Letter F1-67

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indlan Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community, We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely, D sﬁ RS TR N s

Name: D t 'R.S}'lﬂhf §i.mC£F
H RQ 9 She ]L;’f
Addrqss:

BT (A G3er




From:WPR

EG1 327 3872 091472615 15:32 #254 P.OT1/136
Comment Letter F1-68

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik
Bureau of Indian Affairs

2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

f oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air poliution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not goed in Kern County.

The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely,

Name: Pﬂﬁ M i Q,/(
Address: ' W2-L ﬁ:f‘,ﬁ/f? S,L/._W e
Gemfd cop 935D




from:WPR

BB1 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:32 §254 P.O724136
Comment Letter F1-69

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community, We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County,

Sincerely, m g _D

Name: N%MQV"SD\ ﬂ'ﬁgﬂ,waf
Add?eis/}ﬂ K DR CRE N




From: WPR

BE1 327 3672 0511472015 15-32 $254 P.073/136
Comment Letter F1-70

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

[ oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, jg%dyf/'f' m

Name: _ZZF‘JEEUWJT /éh?ffi
Address: ﬂ'ﬁ{_’:. &‘LZD‘(\CL ¢
cle]




From:WPR

661 327 3672 0971472015 §5:37 §254 P.OT40136
Comment Letter F1-71

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

1 oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. in
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air poliution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely,

VA
Name:- é} o 21 ,[a.r_gd

Address: __[77/¢ (HEIr s gape 24

Lakes oeld o B2y




From:WPR

661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:32 #254 P_075/138
Comment Letter F1-72

September 13, 20115

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indlan Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, W/\ |

Name: '%Wt\ﬂ QO‘MHQW

Address: C'WO—T Ly &e‘jt"f(-/
N gppyy Pl LA




From:wfR

661 327 3672 08/14/2015 1532 #254 P O76/136
Comment Letter F1-73

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik
Bureau of Indian Affairs

2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

[ oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more ¢rime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, -
@@QLWR\‘UQ’
Name;: M C;?CL%EAM

Address: & il Gl‘a’clwi H o e Lone

Cakavsficld o & A3 3\




From-WPR

661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:33 §254 P 0770136
Comment Letter F1-74

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casine in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air poliution is not good in Kern County.
The casine will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, /%Vféw(z/’ Shag sk

Name: Zarader—  Siee#h

Address: /980 Ldaiden (fartsz
Latershre . CH




From:WPR

651 327 3677 09/14/2015 15:33 4254 P 0787136
Comment Letter F1-75

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik
Bureau of Indian Affairs

2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

1 oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely,_ga,é@ odor #&u ~

Name: 5&{@4&?/'5" Y W
Address: //Z¢¢ Qg)’,&g_ﬁé‘

_;‘%‘ ﬁg‘éeﬁ'é !‘.’:ﬁ é a4,




From: WER 81 327 3872 09/14/2015 15:33 #254 P_079/138
Comment Letter F1-76

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not goed in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, 926_ _

Name: 2289 Sy P

Address: /70 _toaldven At

/fj/,m,@// Ca




Fram: WPR BE1 327 3B72 D9/ 1472015 15:33  #254 P.OB1/136
Comment Letter F1-77

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air polution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, W

Name: fapﬂ_@f Lauy”

Address: //0 _syltem fack.
11?7; &kfﬁ%ﬂ{ Cc:t




From WPR

561 327 3672 -
ugggmn?rtr%é?\'tjf_ette#l? ¥1F-'P§2# 136
September 13, 2015
john Rydzik
Bureau of Indlan Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County It will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, pam—"

Name: _ AR ik S

Address: S»e AN Saor QP9

GARESSCED s (A 43304




From:WPR 661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:32 #2754 P.nagnaﬁ
Comment Letter F1-

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the propesed Casino in Kern County becattse it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it wil] effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely,

o ed_—" T
Name: i Mk &b(é

Address: g;" 1L L&f."?r ]no'm b«hg
P ko A IEJJJ LCAABIIY




From:WPR 61 327 3672 N9/ 1472015 15:34 £254 F_DB4/136
Comment Letter F1-80

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County. A,
N

Sincerely, e

Name:

CTeRwAL L 8GN
& 13
Address: 8439 ﬁ”"ﬂ'@d‘? M_(' L?\
Al 7t 7~ 6 512,




From:WPR

Bt 327 3E72 0571472015 15:34 #2540 P 0857136
Comment Letter F‘f-g'f’

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Oppesition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not goed in Kern County,
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely,

Name: /g/zpffﬁ’/} gﬂgél
Address: é”o 7 MM

J'gﬁ’l J‘Cﬂ?ﬁfﬁt{_ﬁ =




Fron:WPR 661 327 3677 09/14/2015 1534 $254 P.uagrfaﬁ
Comment Letter F1-

September 13, 2013

John Rydzik
Bureau of Indian Affairs

2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

i oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.

The casino will also create more crime in our community, We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, |

Name: ﬂ VAP ST ¥ dlg_ el
Address: %ﬁg @Afﬁus’ st
Bobousfsesd CA 5 2Y°




S ]
Fron WPR B3 377 3872 087542015 15:34 #254 P 087138
Comment Letter F1-83

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
threugh drought and air polintion iIs not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community, We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerély, M
Name: H(W/LLW /3/&;\?(\

Address; bite ;{am snck fiue

QMM cCA




From: WPR 681 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:35 #2854 P 092/
. 0821136
Comment Letter F1-§Af

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
wil] be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, (tzh b B 2

Name: C&L{,ﬂ hgﬂnh pﬂ@f?
Address: 30on ot i T
92313




From: WPR 681 327 3B72 09/14/2015 15-35 #254 P 003/ 136
Comment Letter F1-85

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

1 oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely,

Name: UL nglp s

Address:.géaofﬂpﬁbfﬁg Pc’{“—{ P L
&Mﬁﬁéﬁlfﬂ/{




From: KPR B61 327 3672 D5/14/2015 15:35 §254 P.(94/136
Comment Letter ﬁ=1'-%é

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Burean of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

1 oppose the proposed Casinoe in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, famnilies, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.

The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, W ]

Name: %k“"’ gvy?c,
Address: __ 22U ¢ kg 22y
Fopvy P13 Daf. (o G530




Fram: KPR BE1 327 3672 00/14/2015 15:35 #254 P 095/ 136
Comment Letter F1-87

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
wll] be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, 6/

Name: SAKA o1 Ko ofd pn <
Address: 302 LR AN 74 CHeck ~7




From:WPR

661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:35 #254 P _DDG/138
Comment Letter F1-88

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

i oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincereiy),

‘.

Name: p Aarat BT _gml !:';H‘

Address: Sype  HNpebrfL IS

LY Sy L




Fraom:WPH

661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:385 £254 P 097/136
Comment Letter F1-89

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casine in Kern County because it is not
good for gur community, families, kids and environment. [n
Kern County it will effect air polhition and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The caslno will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely, é M lf—

Name: Cl’lh:mﬂcaﬁ? p{J{W )

Address.’?ﬁ (s TG Aewns Mogeloass

Ar QJJ Cor G232




From:WPR

BG1 327 3877 0971472015 15:38 $284 P_098/136
Comment Letter F1-90

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik
Bureau of Indian Affairs

2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

1 oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
gaod for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pellution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.

The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.
Sincerely, %ij} @{

Name: SHINDER EHQVR
address: Mo SERENE 61K DR
QleEes FIELD Cc A 4333




From:WPR 661 327 3872 094142015 15- #254 P 1199/136
Comment3 E‘Lettersl"';‘1 -3%

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

1 oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincere@v_.

Name: D Gpd) 5 8 ) pu

Address: 781§ PR S Wiy

Pl EodpiCin o~ 9211




Fron: WPR 661 327 3872 09414/2015 15:36 £254 P 100/ 136
Comment Letter F1-92

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casing in Kern

County.

Sincerely, cregm ?‘ﬁq

Name: r%ﬂt.ﬁﬂ':l FTinvGH

Address: 3801 MARTALO Auvb

DARERSEIELD) ¢ B~ ARID




From:WRR BB1 327 3672 09:14y :
2015 15:73 ¥254 P 1011136
Comment Letter i—j1 -9

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik
Bureau of Indian Affairs

2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

SincerelHM 5 w\

Name: (i RDI AL cgl m/‘zl
Address: 401 ¢ CEREM &L RDR,
fow 2enSeied B Cre7a3i




Feram:WFR

661 327 877 .
P Comment Letter £1-0% 1

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

i oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankiul if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Name: AR JINDERSINGH

Address: 20 i:) por-y Kow. S
Boaksshd (o G430




fron:¥WPR

661 327 3672 DG/ 1442015 15:36 1254 P, 1037136
Comment Letter F1-95

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect afr pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.

The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County. ,
Sincerely, \j,lg ”’EW/ L&%

Name: jgé' ’ff?f qg,r/}/é,;'f

Address: 996 CoBRLE Mow TIAN RPE

Rewd @S HELD v » 63313




From' WPR §BT 327 3B7? 09¢14/2015 1536 £254 P 104/136
Comment Letter F1-96

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

j oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
ilern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, @&f

Name: Qm&é.g\f:\/(
Address: {6 qvfza/a/m[‘{_ﬁp{ .
LS chA-qllo7




From: WPR

BE1 327 3677 05/14/2015 15:36 #254 P_105/135
Comment Letter F1-97

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pellution is net good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful jyou dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County. ’

Sincerely,

Name:  AJMEX . CDhillay

Address: 2450 Jc.

s ol c g @3RI




From: WPR

T R P e S

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, Da *‘"““/' Ma} .

Name: _KAMAND2ER]_ Fave

Address: i

Bpvsmepsin (£9330%




From: WPR BE1 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:37 #254 P.107/136
Comment Letter F1-99

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casine in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime iy our community. We

i

will be very thankful 1fyuu digniiss theJftea of Casino in Kern

Name: Pfdc @)ﬂ/
ays o wWharo U

Tﬂl ot oh Q| o3 7




From:WPR

661 327 3672 091472015 15:37 #254 P.10B/136
Comment Letter F1-100

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik
Bureau of Indian Affairs

2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

1 oppose the propesed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pellution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, g,},l\&u,!;ﬂ Kaaw:

Name: _SppudecpP KAu®
Address: Ub 18 T DIE Rock AYE
2awe e Cicl D Ca Y3313




From;WPR

BE1 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:37 #254 P.109/136
Comment Letter F1-101

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

i oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because itis not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, d/\ é@‘;

Name:_ﬁibﬂfﬂ?___ < Rﬂﬂ
Address: (1 8 S eyt '_j;aom.h.@o i
Qivernartp  Co R34




Fron:wPR BRI 327 4670 09/14/2015 15:37 ¥254 P 1107136
Comment Letter F1-102

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening jn Kern County

[ oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casing will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if ismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely,
Name: ‘J‘J( ":]lﬁ
Address: _L |t %EM-EM L‘lﬁ‘v)

Raearedneld Chy (427D




From:WPA

61 327 3672 09/ 1472015 15:37 #254 P.111/136
Comment Letter F1-103

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening In Kern County

[ oppose the proposed Casino In Xern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Name: I b e W\ e e STNA

Address; S 100 ~ NVLZS

Argse P LD 'LQ




From:WPR

BB1 327 3672 08/14/2015 15:37 #254 P_112/136
Comment Letter F1-104
September 13, 2015
john Rydzik
Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

1 oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community, We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, %

Name:_\agg? L
Address: 2°2a % (é@ L.So %C\J}K

(’Eﬁ-&- o a?)%@l_f




From:WPR BG1 327 3672 05£14/2015 15:3 #254 P.113/138
Comment Letter F1-105

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik
Bureau of Indian Affairs

2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening In Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County,
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely, zfé

Name: ZZ’?“-‘!‘!’ /Zf Lt 7~
Address: /940 Lvalde Far i,

Pl 93)) S boradodd CFF




Erom:WPR

BA1 327 3872 NG/ 142015 15:38 A254 P 1147138
Comment Letter F1-106

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, familjes, kids and environment, In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

AN
Sincerely, m ??
Name: ??.EM 5;9

Address: 25 /! FM”L {M
BakevShel (5 qisbv




661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:36
: 4 571
Comment Letter f._z;i11=0171 36

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Oppositon of Casino opening in Kern County

T oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

.' 'L c\,Ld.’ﬂf X ,ﬂ.‘c’L
Sincerely,

Name: _{Ram i 1 J es

Address: _(ei{ yolln bty ny

i [ TACY T 1




From: WPR BE1 327 3672 08/14/2015 15:38 #7254 F_11gf136
Comment Letter F1-10

" September 12. 2015
John Rzdzik
Bureau of Indian Affairs
280G Cottage Way

Sacramento, Ca3 95825
Subdect: Oppose of Casina in Kern County

| nppose the prapesed-Casing in Kern County Because it is not good for our community, famil(es, kids
and environment. In Kern County It will effect Air poliution and water. We are already going thraugh
drought and Air poliution Is not good in Kern County. 1t will create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankfu! If you dismlss the ldea of Casing in Kern County.

Siccerely

oAV ew o

Name; jﬂ{,"b'l_s.hf gJHGH

Address: L’f;—f'ﬂ?? V\’ﬂ‘fz-m AV
ﬁa#f'?’s:f(wd Cor 43313




from-WeR 661 127 J672 09r14/2015 15:38 4254 P 1170136
Comment Letter F1-109

Septernber 12. 2015
John Rzdzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2B00 Cottage Way

Sacramerdo, Ca 9582%
Subjact: Oppose of Casina in Karn County

| oppose the proposed-Casine in Kern County because 1E [s ot goad far our cemmunity, families, kids
and ervironment. In Kern County t will effect Air pollution and water. We are already going through
drought and Alr pollution i ot geod in Kern County. IT will create more crime in our community, 'We
will be very thankful if you gismiss the idea of Casino in Kern Counby,

Sincerely

A LW IRERTFAVR

Name: Bt’q L-Lb'! ULDM f-f'-%"
podeess: siyp7 A PTeN AVE

va-ﬁz@f CoA G347




From:WPR 661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:38 $254 P_118/138
Comment Letter F1-110

September 12. 2015
John Rzdztk

Buredu of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, Ca 95825
subject: Oppose of Casing In Xern County

§ oppose the propased-Casing in Kern County becausa it is aot good for our community, families, Kids
and environmant. In Kern County it will effect Air polfution and water, We are already going through
drought and Alr peilution is not good in Kern County. Ik will create mare crime in our cammiumity, We
will be very thankful if yvou dismiss the idea of Casine in Kem Lounty.

Sinceraly

k ULBIR KAVR
Name: KMLB!K \ﬂﬁuﬂ- |
Address: 5{1‘07 L(/Q’kfm M{‘
Bakevifesd Ca 45842



From: WPR 661 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:3B £254 P.118/136
Comment Letter F1-111

September 12, 2015
lohn Rzdzik

Bureau of Indlan Affairs
2800 Cottoge Way

Sacramento, Ca 5825

Subject: Oppose of Casino n Kern County

{ oppose the proposed-Casina in Kern County because it is not good for our community, familles, kids
ang erwirgnment. In Kern County it will effect Alr pollution and water. We are already gaing through
drought and Air poiluticn is not good in Kern County. It will create more £rime in gur community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern County.

Sincerely

@mwﬁd %

Name: S LUK M W3 ol ot S hoot
Address: > U7 | P’*ﬁ"w Hwv€_

Pakevseldd Ca 48313




From:WPR BB1 327 3672 0971472015 1538 £354 P_120/135
Comment Letter F1-112

September 12. 2015 |
lohn Rzdrik

Bureau of Indian Affalrs
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, Ca 95825
Subject: Oppose of Casine in Kern County

| oppese the proposed-Casino in Kern County because it is not good far our community, famllies, kids
and envirenment. In Kern County it will effect Alr polivtion and water. We are aiready going through
drought and Air potlution 15 not goed in Kern Coonty. It will create more crime in our community. 'We
will be vary thankful If you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern County.

SIncerely

/’?) A8t 5’4’0\4/1-

Name:@q[}ﬂi HAR A S 7 61173
Address: { &1 '[%;Mf‘( T ’Ecﬂ,ri.}i,i,f waﬁ[ CAAT 3 e



Fram-WPR BE1 327 4BTP go/14/2015 1538 £254 P.121/136
Comment Letter F1-113

September 12 2015
tohn Rrdrik

Bureau of Indian Affalrs
2300 Cottage Way

Sacramento, Ca 95825
Subject: Oppose of Casing tn Xern County

| pppose the proposed-Casina |n Kern County because it is not good for our community, familles, kids
and environment. In Kern County It will cfect Air pollution 2nd water. We are already going through
drought and Air pollution 1+ rot good in Kern County. It will create more erime in our community. We
will be very thankful [ you dismiss the klea of Casino in Kern County.

Sincerely

Ha}\r)ruz,.i“ g"\ak\
Name: MR PREET —CJN&H

Address: gi_aﬁ S\F‘\b"ﬁ ¥ Jaw@p ™~
Bakercheld, ¢4 gaa




From:WPR 661 327 3§72 0911472015 15:08 254 P 122/136
Comment Letter I5:1-1 'fi

September 12. 2015 |
John Rzdzik

Bureau of indlan Affalrs
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, Ca 55825
Subject: Oppase of Caslna in Kern County

| oppose the proposed-Casing in Kern County because it is not geod for our community, families, kids
and envirorment. In Kern County It will effect Alr pollution and water, We are aiready going through
drought and Air polluticn is not good in Kern County. It witl créate more (rima in our community. We
will be very thankfu! if you dismiss the ides of Casino in Kern County.

Sincerely

Jennetl .ﬂ'ngh
Name: 3P R POAL S O

agdress: 52100 S ucR SEweEL LN
RALERS FELD , p 2317




From:WPR E61 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:39 #254 P1231136
Comment Letter F1-115

September 122015
John Rzdzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Coltage Way

Sacramento, Ca 95B25

Subject: Oppose of Casino in Kern County

| oppose the proposed-Casino in Kem County Because it is notl good for our community, families, kids
and environment. In Kern County I will effect Air pollution and water. We are already gaing through
drought and Abr patiution is not goad in Kern County. 16 will create more crime In gur community, We
will be very thanidul if you dismiss the idea of Casing In Kern County.

Sincerely
Mo br -ﬂd 9""5 h

Mame: MANPREET Sina

Address: 19 o) Criver J{;L!-'QI 1A
'Eaicﬁrsx_.eii, CA 4233




Fram:¥PR BE1 327 3872 05/1472015 15:39 £754 P.124/136
Comment Letter F1-116

September 12 2015
John Radzlk

Aureaw of Indlan Affalrs
2800 Cottage Way

Latramento, Ca 35825
Subiect: Opoose of Caslno in Rern County

| oppose the praposed-Casing in Kern County because i€ is not good for cur community, families, kids
and environment. In Kern Cgunty It will effect Air pallution and water. We are already gaing through
drought and Alr pallution is not goad in Kern County. It will create more crime in aur vommunlty. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casing in Kern County,

Sincerely

AN AVAYRRE

Mama:

Address: 75‘1;,"3 @[LF?_TEA {’J&y
BAALeryLiELd ¢A. Q3313




Fron: WPR 661 327 J672 09/14/2015 15:38 2254 P 125/136
Comment Letter F1-117

september 12, 2015
John Rzdrik

Bureau of indian Affairs
2800 Carntage Way

Sacramento, Ca 95325
Subject: Oprose of Casing in Kern County

| oppose the proposed-Casing in Kern County because it is not good for our community, families, kids
and environment. In Kern County It witk effect Alr pollution and water, We are aiready going through
drought and Air pollution [s not good In Kern County. It will create more crime 1n gur community. We
will be very thankful i you dismiss the idea of Casing irs Kern County,

Sinceraly

Hame: TO&A/&;M {CQ«‘M-
Agdress: ;!Sj} QLITTE}{M"}&

BAKERYFELD €5.923)3




Fronm:WPR 61 327 3672 09/14/2015 15:39 #254 P 1261136
Comment Letter F1-118

September 12. 2015
lehn Rrdzlk

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, Ca 95825
Subject: Oppose of Casing n Kern County

| Gppase the proposed-Casino in Kern County bacause it is not good for sur community, fantilies, kids
and envirpnmant. In Kern County It will effect Air pollution and water. We are already going through
drought and Air pollution is not good in Kern County. It wll create more crlme in our community, We
will be very thankful If you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern County.

Sincerely

o St R
1518 CaATTER WA

DALERSFIELY CF. {3313

Ackdress:




From: WPR 661 327 1672 09/14/2015 15:39 £254 P 1274136
Comment Letter F1-119

September 12, 2015
John Rzdilk

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Lottage Way

Sacramento, Ca 95825

Subject: Oppose of Casing In Kern County

| oppose the proposed-Casing in Kern County because it is nat good far our community, familles, kids
and environment. in Kern County 1t will effect Alr poliution and watar. We are already going through
drought and Alr pollution is not good in Kern County. 1t will create more crime in our community. We
will be vary thankful if yau dismiss the klea of Casing in Kem County.

Sincerely

Psmdeel frams
Name: HMﬂmﬂ?é}Dgnu\? MO AN
address: S cq  Silwer Dptd L

%QJQF:PS?AE-‘&Q\, o Q33




From: WPR 661 327 3672 0971442015 1538 2254 P 12811736
Comment Letter F1-120

September 12. 2015
John Rrdelk

Bureay of indian Affairs
2800 Cattage Way

Sacramento, Ca 95825

Subject; Oppose of Casing in Kern County

| oppose the proposed-Casina In Kern County because it is not good for our community, families, lids
and enviranment. In Keren County It will effect Alr pallution and water. We are already going through
draught and Air pollution {s not good in Kern County. & will create more crime in gur community. We
will be very thankful ff you dismiss the ides of Casing in Kern County,

Singerely

TN -1V Ts gm l

Name: \jnngm DR Q,,-._; (nH
Address: 5 o G Sﬂbﬂ’r decuer‘ (A2
RekeRSFiced, ca Gazyy




From-WPR 661 327 3672 04/14/2015 15 29 #7254 P 1297136
Comment Letter F1-121

Scptember 12, 2015 |
Iohn Rzdzik

Bureau of Indlan Affairs
ZB0G Cortage Way

Sacramento, Ca 95825
Subject: Oppase of Casing in Kern County

| oppose the propased-Casing in Kern County because it is not good for aur community, families, kids
and environment. In Karn County It will effect Alr pollstion and water. We are already going through
drought and Air pollution is cot good in Kern County. It will create more crime in our community. We
will be very thaniful if you dismiss the dea of Casino in Kern County.

Sincerely

wu&ﬂlﬂr \MP
Name: kul..mxmﬁt”ﬁ ICPAUR
Address: S‘-? o Sﬂwr a{IpJ-f { A2

K akerslield, cpn G321




From-WPR 661 327 3677 09/14/2015 15:38 £254 P_130/136
Comment Letter F1-122

Saprember 12, 2015
John Rzdrix

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cattage Way

Sacramento, Ca9582%
Subject: Oppose of Casing in Kern County

| oppose the proposed-Casine in Kern County betause if is not good for cur community, families, kids
and emvirmenment. In Kern County It will effect Alr pallution 2nd water. We are already going through
drought and Alr peliution Is not good In Kern County. It wiil create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if yau dismiss the ldea of Casino in Kern County.

sincerely

(K

wame: (oor T YAR

Address: 5} 6 SPlver C)ewe-/ {
gO-ﬁff”“é,,lL‘zfeL (A G333



From: WPR 661 327 3672 09/14/201% 15:39 £254 P 1311136
Comment Letter F1-123

September 12. 2015
John Rzdaik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
1800 Cortage Way

sacrarento, Ca 95825

Subject: Qppose of Casina in Kerm County

1 appose the proposed-Casing in Kern County because it is not good for our community, families, kids
and environment. In Kern County [t will effect Air polivtion and water. We are already gaing through
drought and Alr poliution is not geod In Kern County. It will create mare crime in our community. We
will be very thankfu! if you dismiss the idea of Casirno in Kermn County.

Sincerety

A /Lt%"'{;(“%/

NEmE M ALKTAT SN bU
5209 $ipven Jewed LA .
bakev s-ﬁb-&f CA 433

Address:




From: WPR
B61 327 3572 09/1472015 15:45 z
(gommen Letter gaf_,iﬁamﬁ

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime i our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.
Sincerely, G R )P Hauh

Name: G?EQ_DEEIQ KAWL

Address: 3112, Loyadiv. Ave B D
BaXevsfiees (a 43717




from:WPH

661 327 672 09142075 1540 #254 P.1321136
Comment Letter F1-125

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
aood for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air poliution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more ¢rime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely, ng

Name: H@?M"Gd’ ,P],(/:.'n-,

Address: 37707 wyed HA«1 Ave

Bel<éry Frred A




Froa:WPR

651 327 3672 09/14/2015 1540 2254 P 1347136
Comment Letter F1-126

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. in
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community, We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely,




Fron:WPR 661 327 3572 0971472615 1540 $254 P 1364136
Comment Letter F1-127

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will alse create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely,

Name: (' AR AT F O™

Address: “”’i\-u B X W WA

rRexpregior, — CA [3350N



From:WPR

B§1 327 3672 09/14/2015 154 £254 P 1354136
Comment f_etter 1-1%8

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

| oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also ¢reate more crime in our community. We

will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern
County.

Sincerely, CHA Mﬁ/ A aGH

Name: ﬁ/

Address: 2% Jreivee  ust,
Bokers fetd ca  §3314




From: WPR

F61 227 367 .
¢ D g#ﬁﬁ\‘gr{f 'Eﬁétter#ﬁs‘f-iifgmm

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

Name:<

Address: @\L
e aed)  OMN




From:WPR

BE1 327 3672 05/14/2015 15:24 #254 P ODT/ 136
Comment Letter F1-130

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

| oppose the propesed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, SAJA ’é‘:jj 5> :,-o%

Name: Mi"b _Sﬁﬁ/i ,Som@{

Address: _ISO6 K fRI< wopp A~
BALERS. Litbd & D 93347




From:WPH

661 327 3672 09/ 1442015 15:30 #254 P_DB2I1386
Comment Letter F1-131

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

[ oppase the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County,
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, / f v % /f

L]
Name: M*_g‘fé;
Address: Sty Licrdrald— 3




Fron:WPR

BB1 327 3672 05/1472015 15:34 #3254 p %BEHSE
Comment Letter F1-1

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankfu! if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, /%MM arny

Name: /WM /M'}V
Address: _/ &7 WJ}?/
Mﬁm@




From:wPR 651 327 3672 09714/2015 15:34 £254 P_089/13%
Comment Letter F1-133

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

i oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is net good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino In Kern

County.

Sincerely, W

Name: Haf ) h:x_a!M Sw:.%

Address: 2%00 carins e T~
4373 2-




From:WPR B&1 227 3B72 05/14/2015 15:34 #254 P 0907136
Comment Letter F1-134

September 13, 2015

john Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

I oppose the proposed Casino in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, ldds and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create more crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely, “PJ}L

Name: 1 SWL

Address:_ML 10 Aswd 3 .ok Ave

__Ba&mé«cfd ch. 93313




From:WPR :
R U N Pl B3R

September 13, 2015

John Rydzik

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Opposition of Casino opening in Kern County

i oppose the proposed Casine in Kern County because it is not
good for our community, families, kids and environment. In
Kern County it will effect air pollution and water. Going
through drought and air pollution is not good in Kern County.
The casino will also create mote crime in our community. We
will be very thankful if you dismiss the idea of Casino in Kern

County.

Sincerely,

Name:;ﬁbh)a??ﬂ 0 Hashes
Address: ij ol Fn Pec K

LY 93315
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Bakersfield, California
Tuesday, September 1, 2015
East Bakersfield Veteran®s Hall
(6:00 P.M.)

---0000000---

MR. BROUSSARD: Okay. We are going to go
ahead and bring the hearing to order. I1f 1 could have
everyone®s attention. 1 just have some brief
introductory remarks and we will get going with the
presentation and then public testimony.

So Bureau of Indian Affairs welcomes you to
this public scoping hearing for the proposed Tejon
tribe deed trust and casino project environmental
Iimpact statement, also referred to as EIS.

My name is Chad Broussard and I"m an
environmental protection specialist with BIA, Pacific
regional office. BIA is a bureau within the United
States Department of the Interior. I will be your
facilitator at this evening®s public hearing.

At the table with me is Bibiana Alvarez with
Analytical Environmental Services, the BIA"s EIS
consultant, and Pete Bontadelli, also with AES.

And also attending tonight"s hearing is

Hillary Renick in the audience who is an environmental
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protection specialist as well with the BIA Pacific
regional office.

I want to thank everyone for taking the time
to come out. We have -- the restroom is located just
around the corner back here and we have emergency exits
along the side and the back and at entrance up front
here.

We are here tonight to conduct public scoping
for the EIS that will be prepared for the proposed deed
of trust land acquisition south of the City of
Bakersfield and the subsequent proposed development of
a casino for the Tejon effectively recognized tribe.

The location of the proposed deed of trust
property can be seen on the large information boards
that you saw in the front as you came in.

IT the BIA approves that deed of trust
acquisition 1t will hold the property in trust for the
tribe allowing for the development of a gaming facility
on site.

However, the National Environmental Policy
Act, which i1s also known as NEPA, requires that the BIA
conduct an environmental review before deciding whether
or not to accept the land in the trust.

And we"re at the very beginning of this

required environmental review starting with the process
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known as scoping.

The purpose of the scoping process is to
determine the scope of the environmental review and
what i1t should be, the geographical scope, the
timeframe of the analysis, the number of environmental
topics to study, the intensity of analysis for each
topic, any issues of concern to focus on and a number
of alternatives.

Those types of issues have to be determined at
the beginning of the analysis process. And the purpose
of this hearing is to provide information on the
process and the actions, the proposed action, and also
to solicit input from the public related to the scope
of the EIS.

For example, relevant input might include
concerns about specific types of impacts that may
result, information on historic environmental
conditions in the area or suggestions on alternatives
to the proposed action.

With that in mind, | want to be clear that
tonight®s hearing iIs not a question-and-answer period
nor is it a forum for debate. |1 will not be responding
to any questions, nor engaging in any debate.

Instead this iIs your opportunity to tell us

before we start working on the EIS what you think
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should be analyzed, how the analysis should take place
and what environmental issues you"re most concerned
with.

So the outcome of the scoping process iIs a
document called a Results of Scoping Report. And the
results of scoping report will summarize the comments
made during the scoping period. 1t will summarize the
environmental issues that will be analyzed in the EIS.
It will 1dentify the cooperative agencies that will be
cooperating during the NEPA process. It will describe
the alternatives that are proposed to be analyzed iIn
the EIS and 1t will summarize the remaining NEPA
process.

The results of scoping report will be
published on a CD and it will be made available to the
public.

Notice of the availability of this report will
be sent to you if you"re on the mailing list. And you
will be on the mailing list -- 1If you signed in on the
sign-in sheet you will automatically be added to the
mailing list for this project.

Now, we*"ve asked our EIS consultant to provide
you with a brief Power Point presentation on the
proposed deed of trust property, the proposed action

and the EIS process.

Page 6

WOOD & RANDALL (800) 322-4595
KELLI R. RUSSELL, CSR NO. 7172




© 00 N O o b~ W N P

N N N N NN R B R B R R R R R R
a N W N P O © ® N O O » W N P O

First, please turn your cell phones off or put
them on vibrate if you wouldn®t mind.

So if you wouldn®t mind, go ahead and proceed
with the presentation.

MR. BONTADELLI: Thank you, Chad.

Can everyone hear me in the back?

PUBLIC SPEAKER: Yes.

MR. BONTADELLI: Okay. When is NEPA required?
Basically whenever a federal action -- major federal
action 1s proposed a document must be prepared under
the National Environmental Policy Act. And the purpose
of that document is information so that the lead
agency, iIn this case the BIA, has the information they
need to make a decision knowing full well what all the
Issues are and mitigations, 1If any, that are going to
be required.

In this case the proposed major federal action
Is the request by the Tejon Indian Tribe to take 306
acres of land in Kern County near the City of Mettler
into trust.

The NEPA process itself is a process basically
going through and figuring out which direction and what
Is going to happen.

Essentially the proposed action was evaluated

and it was looked at and determined that it did not fit
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any of the exemptions for areas for categorical
exemption.

A quick environmental assessment was run and
determined very quickly that, yes, there were
significant issues, which takes us over to the
environmental impact statement which is required and
that"s the process that will be applied.

The Notice of Intent was formally published
about 15 days ago. The scoping meeting, which --
scoping, which includes the public meeting that you are
at tonight, following that the report that Chad
referred to, following the -- a due diligence of
everyone looking at the information that we have
available to us, doing the research, a draft
environmental impact statement will be issued.

Again, there will be a public review which
includes a public meeting.

The final environmental document EIS will be
prepared.

And 30 days after that has been noticed to the
public the BIA was able to issue a record of decision,
or a ROD, and then take the formal action.

The proposed action is essentially the trust
acquisition of approximately 306 acres within Kern

County.
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The Tejon Indian Tribe proposes to develop on
that trust land a gaming facility, hotel, parking,
other related support activities.

The 306 acre site is located south of
Bakersfield within Kern County®s jurisdiction. The
proposal has gaming facility, hotel, restaurants and
parking.

Generally you can see that the site is located
almost immediately to the west of the city
unincorporated area of Mettler, just to the west of 99,
slightly east of Interstate 5, and just north of
Highway 166.

The actual aerial photograph of the site shows
that the land is today agricultural. You can see it"s
proximity both to 99, the exits and entrances to 99,
and the City of Mettler.

The Notice of Intent was formally published on
August 13, which begins the scoping process. During
this 30 days formal is a formal request to the public
to provide input so that the document that is prepared
by our firm for BIA addresses all of the appropriate
Issues.

Scoping is the process for which lead agencies
solicit the input from the public so that we have

identified and know exactly what needs to be evaluated.
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The scope of the document will include the
extent of the action, will discussion a range of
alternatives, the types of impacts to be evaluated.

To date the issues that appear to be those
that are going to require analysis are: Land
resources, water resources, air quality, noise,
biological resources, cultural resources, resource use
patterns, traffic and transportation, public health and
safety, hazardous materials, public services and
utilities, socioeconomics, environmental justice,
visual resources or esthetics, and then the cumulative
Iimpacts and the direct/indirect and growth inducing
effects of the project.

Scoping comments period ends September 14th,
2015. So after tonight 1f you find there®s something
you know you want to say or feel you need to provide to
help the scoping process along, feel free to provide a
written comment.

Scoping comment period includes this scoping
meeting, gives the public the opportunity to comment on
the scope of the upcoming EIS.

All scoping comments, whether written or
spoken here tonight, will be considered equally by BIA
and will be iIncorporated in the scoping report.

After the close of the comment period the BIA
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will prepare the scoping report, which Chad referred to
earlier, summarizing the comments received during the
scoping period. Each comment letter received and
transcript of this meeting will be included in the
scoping report.

BIA will then use the scoping report to help
draft -- complete the draft of the EIS.

The draft EIS will be prepared by BIA and will
analyze all of the environmental impacts of proposed
actions along with a reasonable range of alternatives.

The draft EIS will be made available to the
public once completed for at least a 45-day review and
comment period.

Another public meeting will be held during
that time and, again, public review and comment will be
solicited.

After public review and comment period on the
draft EIS is closed, the BIA will prepare a final EIS.
The final EIS will include responses to all substantive
comment received on the draft EIS.

When completed the final EIS will be made
available to the public for review.

At least 30 days after the publication of the
final EIS the BIA will issue i1ts record of decision or

ROD and this includes a decision of whether or not to
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approve the proposed action to take the land into
trust.

The ROD basically marks the end of the NEPA
process.

You may mail, hand carry or fax written
comments to Amy Dutschke the regional direct or Bureau
of Indian Affairs, the Pacific regional office, 2800
Cottage Way, Sacramento, California.

IT you have further information as needed,
John Rydzik the Bureau of Indian Affairs, will be
available and his phone number is listed there for your
review.

That basically concludes the presentation that
we have.

And Chad.

MR. BROUSSARD: Okay. Thanks, Pete.

I will Just go over the procedure a little bit
before we get started with the comments.

So both spoken and written comments will be
accepted at tonight®s hearing. |If you have a written
letter that you would like to submit, please hand it to
me or to a representative at one of the tables in the
front.

We also have cards available for you to make

handwritten comments. Those are written comment cards
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and they"re at the tables there. So you just fill it

out. Grab a card, fill it out and put it in one of the
comment card boxes and we will consider those comments
along with all of the other comments received.

IT you would like to make a spoken comment at
the hearing tonight, please fill out one of the speaker
cards, these little yellow cards that are at the
tables. Fill one out and hand them iIn to one of the
representatives. And please write as legibly as
possible so 1 don"t butcher your name too badly, which
I apologize in advance. | will probably butcher your
name anyways, so please bear with me.

We will take speakers in the order that 1
received the speaker cards. Everyone will be given
three minutes to make their remarks in order to ensure
that we have enough time for everyone to speak.

IT there is additional time after all the
speak verse given their comments, 1 will provide an
additional three minutes i1t you would like additional
time to make a comment.

So a public hearing is not the best forum for
lengthy comments due to the constraints of time. |IF
you have a lengthy comment, we encourage you to submit
a written letter.

All comments will receive equal weight, as
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Pete said. Whether they“re spoken or written, we will
consider them all equally.

We have a stenographer here that will record
your spoken comments word for word. So they will be
considered fully as comments on the record.

With that said, we will ask you to please
restate your name for the record before you give your
comment and please speak as clearly as possible so that
the stenographer can understand and accurately document
your words.

Please understand that the purpose of
tonight®s hearing iIs not, again, to have a
question-and-answer session or debate of any kind. We
will not respond to questions or engage in debate. We
are here to listen and document your comments.

We will then carefully consider your spoken
and written comments sent by the close of the comment
period, which is September 14th, 2015.

Now, 1 would like to ask the Tejon
chairperson, Kathryn Morgan, to give an introductory
statement and comment.

MS. MORGAN: Thank you.

My name is Kathryn Morgan and I am the
Chairwoman of the Tejon Indian Tribe.

On behalf of more than 800 members of our
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tribe -- 809 actually -- I went to express the tribe*s
appreciation to the representatives of the Pacific
region of the Bureau of Indian Affairs for organizing
and conducting this hearing tonight in Bakersfield to
solicit public comment on the scope of the
environmental review for our project.

Tonight®"s hearing is an important first step
In rigorous review process, which we believe will
eventually and finally result in establishing a land
base for our tribe.

Right now the Tejon Indian Tribe is landless.
For more than 100 years the tribe and the United States
have tried to confirm the land base for the tribe its
aboriginal territory.

In 1851 the tribe signed a treaty with the
United States that would have established a reservation
for the tribe, but the senate never ratified that
treaty.

In 1920 the United States filed a lawsuit on
the tribe"s behalf to confirmed the tribe®s continuing
aboriginal title to a portion of the territory, but
this lawsuit failed because the United States had
waited too long to file it.

For years now -- for years after 1920 the

United States attempted to purchase a portion of the
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Tejon ranch which covers much of Tejon tribe aboriginal
territory.

When the ranchers refused to sell any land,
eventually the tribe was forced off of aboriginal
territory, but never left the area.

The tribe"s federal relationships was
reaffirmed in December 2011. Since that time the tribe
has worked with 1ts business partners to locate an
appropriate parcel of land from which the tribe can
rebuild.

This parcel would be the first starting point
for the tribe®s territory and the project we propose on
the partial -- parcel would be the economic engine to
rebuild tribal members health and welfare.

This parcel is located In an unincorporated
area of Mettler. The parcel is rendered cultivation by
a farmer under a year-to-year lease. It has been
farmed for many years. And it is in the vicinity of
light commercial use, such as a nearby truck stop and
iIs also within the area that would have been the
tribe®s reservation under that 1851 treaty.

It is as close as the tribe can get to the
canyon where the tribe of Tejon has been for
generations, since the Tejon Ranch now holds title to

that area and we no longer have access to.
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We can stand on this parcel today and
tomorrow, look across Highway 99, and see our homeland.
And it is a place today for where our ancestors are
buried.

The Tribe wants our neighbors to know that we
intend to proceed In a responsible way to develop the
project iIn a respectful way with other affected
governments.

In particular, the Tribe Is committed to a
government-to-government relationship with Kern County,
one where we address and resolve our mutual interests
and concerns in a productive way through agreement.

The Tribe strongly believes that this
development can and should be done In a way that
benefits all, Indians and non-Indians alike.

This project is essential to the
revitalization of our Tribe. The needs of our tribal
members of are great. Some of our elders live in
substandard housing, some of our families struggle to
feed their children, and our young people cannot afford
higher education.

As a Tribe we do what we can to meet these
needs. We have accessed and have a few housing
programs available for non-trust lands. We run a small

food pantry for our tribal members and we provide
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limited scholarships for our students, but we are a
poor tribe and we cannot possibly meet our members-
needs.

With this project we can dramatically increase
the ability to do all these things.

Our people are excited about this project, but
they are more excited about the opportunities it will
present to us to develop and fund services for our
people and to contribute to the development of the
entire local community.

Thank you for the opportunity to express the
Tribe®s support for the project and hopes for the
future. Thank you.

MR. BROUSSARD: Thank you. Now we will
proceed with the public comments. Remember, all
comments will be limited to three minutes. We have a
light timer right here you might not be able to see if
you"re not up front.

And, by the way, thank you, Ms. Morgan, for
your comments.

Everyone, please, i1f you could try and speak
into the microphone as much as possible so that
everyone can hear and also so the stenographer can hear
what you"re saying word for word.

This light timer will be -- the green light
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will be on at the beginning of the three-minute period.
When there®s one minute left, the green light will
start blinking. When i1t goes down to 30 seconds, then
the yellow light will come on. And then when i1t goes
down to zero, there will be a beep and the red light
will come on and 1 will ask you to please wrap up your
comment. So that"s how the light timer system works.

Please remember to state your name before
speaking and speak as clearly as possible.

Also, to best participate in this hearing
process | offer the following ground rules and
suggestions:

First, summarize your main points within your

Page 19

three-minute public speaking period. Be as specific as

you can. Only comments that relate to the scope of the

EIS will be useful to us in preparing the EIS.
Second, please avoid personal attacks. We

understand there may be strong feelings pro and con

regarding the proposed action. The best opportunity to

state your views convincingly is through a brief
factual presentation.

Third, 1t"s okay to disagree. The key is to
do it in a manner of mutual respect.

I will require you not to make any noises that

woulld distract from the stenographer®s ability to
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record anyone®"s comments.

IT 1 cannot hear a speaker®s comments because
of side bar conversations or other disturbances such as
booing or clapping, 1 will stop the hearing until order
IS restored.

Fourth, I will require you to address me
specifically with your comments so that | hear what
you"re saying, so that the stenographer can accurately
record your words.

IT you don"t address me directly, 1 will ask
the stenographer to stop recording and require you to
relinquish the microphone to the next speaker.

Finally, the hearing -- 1t"s not a referendum.
We are not hear to count the number of people that are
for or against the project.

The purpose of this hearing is solely to
collect comments on the scope of the EIS and all
comments will consider -- be considered equally no
matter how many times they"re made.

So please limit the substance of your comments
accordingly. And if someone ahead of you has already
made your point, there®"s really no need to repeat it.

So we have some seats reserved up front. We
don®"t have that many commenters lined up right now, so

I will just call everyone up individually at this
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point. If we have a lot of people start filling out
speaker cards, then I will start calling several people
up to sit and wait their turn.

But for now, why don®"t we go ahead and start.
And the first speaker will be Craig Murphy.

MR. MURPHY: How is that? Can you hear me? |
didn"t think so. How about that?

My name is Craig Murphy. 1°m the division
chief of the Kern County Planning & Community
Development Department.

So 1 don*"t have any specific comments right
now to offer regarding the EIS other than to state that
we are committed to working with the BIA as a local
agency In whatever process iIs appropriate under NEPA
and the governing body as it relates to the land
adjacent to where the proposed project is located and
that we look forward to learning more about the project
as it goes through.

And whatever help you guys need in terms of
information related to adjacent land uses, projects
that are being processed, things along those lines, we
woulld be happy to a provide that and, again, assist in
any way we can as a local body adjacent to the project.

MR. BROUSSARD: Thank you, sir.

The next speaker is Delia Dominguez.
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MS. DOMINGUEZ: My name is Delia Dee

Dominguez. 1°m the chairwoman of the of Kitanemuk and
Yowlumne Tejon Indians.

Our tribe"s family cultural affiliation i1s of
Kitanemuk, Yowlumne and Kern Lake Yokuts, Emigdeano and
Ventureno Chumash.

I1*m here to voice our concerns of the proposed
development. Kern Lake, the home of the Kern Lake
Yokuts, is a sensitive cultural landscape and known
archeological site.

The Kern Lake Yokuts had their own dialect in
the Yokuts language family and assisted ethnohistorian
A_L. Kroeber in his compilation of 20 Yokuts dialects
of the Central Valley.

On June 2nd, 2015 before the Kern County board
of supervisors the Tejon Indian Tribe made a
presentation describing 1ts members as the Kitanemuk
Tribe and that they refer to themselves iIn today"s time
as Tejon Indians.

Kern Lake is surrounded on three sides by
Highway 99, Freeway 5 and Maricopa Highway. This was
chosen for i1ts proximity to these highways.
and freeways.

The site is not culturally affiliated to the

Tejon Indian Kitanemuk Tribe. The site was not chosen
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to protect it for the Kern Lake Yoguts.

It was chosen for personal financial game of
the Kitanemuk Indians Tejon Indian Tribe whose landbase
iIs well-known. It is at the Tehachapi mountains and
over into the Mojave desert.

As with the general public, we are also
concerned about water. We are in a very severe
drought.

Air, nationwide iIn 2013 Bakersfield was number
one worst air quality, 2014 Bakersfield was number
three in worst air quality, 2015 Bakersfield was number
three iIn worst smog.

Traffic, Grapevine pass, 99 and 5 are already
over congested.

Ag land rezone would be lost.

Biological endangered species, we have a
migratory flight path. We will have the loss of
habitat and more human contacts to our site.

Increased lighting may inhibit Frazier Park,
one of the few sites suitable for star gazing.

Valley Fever, a fungal disease at epidemic
proportions at this time since 2000 and ongoing. Some
people believe spores lie in the village sites and
cemeteries. When uncovered the spores are spread.

We will have more crime, drug use and
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addiction. Social services in our county are already
spread thin.

Thank you.

MR. BROUSSARD: Thank you very much.

The next speaker will be Annie Ortega-Chavez.

MS. ORTEGA-CHAVEZ: Good evening. Thank you
for being here and giving us all this opportunity to be
here tonight. 1 appreciate that.

My name is Annie Ortega-Chavez. 1 don"t
believe that any further plans for a casino or anything
else for that matter should proceed until the Tribe as
a unity can come together.

As a little girl 1 remember having tribal
meetings at my house. 1 remember visiting family iIn
other towns that were nearby coming to our tribal
meetings In our home.

And 1 know we are cutting it short, so I will
get to the point. At the time now I am not recognized.
And, food for thought. How can you proceed with
something that i1ts core itself unstable. Thank you.

MR. BROUSSARD: Thank you. The next speaker
Is Thomas Edmonds.

MR. EDMONDS: Thomas Edmonds. 1 am a retired
homicide and robbery iInvestigator from the Los Angeles

area.

WOOD & RANDALL (800) 322-4595
KELLI R. RUSSELL, CSR NO. 7172




© 00 N O o b~ W N P

N N N N NN R B R B R R R R R R
a N W N P O © ® N O O » W N P O

Page 25
And 1 think that plan reeks of crime. It will

bring L.A. gang bangers, Bloods and Crips, there. They
really like casinos.

We"ve had casino robbery in Bakersfield
already.

The follow-home robberies, clients win money,
head back to Bakersfield, and they get jacked up by the
robbers that have been watching who wins in casinos.

I did this for 37 and a half years and 1
worked 1n the Bell Gardens casino and the Gardena Card
Park Palaces reeked of follow home robberies. And in
Gardena there were a few shootings that | heard about.

But the biggest thing is in receivers of
stolen crime go there to do their dope deals and
receive stolen property from burglaries.

And 1 think it brings undesirable people to
Kern County that we did not need. We have enough home
grown ones without importing more.

So 1 would like a real consideration on the
health and public safety aspect that"s not due to this
project.

Thank you very much for your attention and
review.

MR. BROUSSARD: Thank you, sir. So we don"t

have any more speakers signed up. Did anyone that

WOOD & RANDALL (800) 322-4595
KELLI R. RUSSELL, CSR NO. 7172




© 00 N O o b~ W N P

N N N N NN R B R B R R R R R R
a N W N P O © ® N O O M W N P O

spoke, would anyone like more time?

MS. DOMINGUEZ: My name is Delia Dee Dominguez
and 1 forgot one last thing when 1 spoke about the bad
quality of air.

These are the medications that | take. There
are a lot of people that take these medications.

When I go to see my doctor | see so many
families with children that can hardly breathe.

This i1s daily. This is when it gets really
bad and this is when I can hardly breathe. When this
doesn®"t work, 1 have to go see my doctor.

And 1 know when I go there, as | just
mentioned, that there®s so many children that 1 have
never seen before before we had this bad air. We
cannot afford to have more bad air In our area. Thank
you.

MR. BROUSSARD: Okay. Is there anyone else
that would like to make a comment?

Sir, if you wouldn*t mind, fill out a card and
we will get you in. Thank you, sir.

MR. MECHELIN: 1 want to speak on behalf of
Frazier Park residents. This whole casino thing was
sort of a fast tracked and sort of dropped on
everybody®s lap.

All of a sudden now it"s gone from what 1 read
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in the papers, it"s a few members, to now this is like
gonna happen. This is like a done deal. This is like
let"s get the comments out of the way so we get done,
but 1 do have a specific concern that 1 want to add to
the reports.

We already talked about the drug dealers, the
money sharks and the gangs that come, but there®s
another element that happens at casinos. 1°ve been in
casinos for 20 years.

The other element i1s business owners, people
with families, people that pay mortgages, that get
caught up in the gambling and they®"re not paying their
taxes, they"re not paying their business expenses,
they"re running up credit cards and they"re letting
their businesses go under because they get caught up iIn
these casinos.

You know, we have Las Vegas. We have Lake
Tahoe and we have Commerce Casino and there"s several
other casinos down south, hour and ten minutes from
Frazier Park.

That"s a pretty big concern with Frazier Park
and the Frazier mountain communities iIs what about
withdrawal , what about the addiction and the lure.

It"s not just the money. It"s not the gang

bangers and the drug deals. It"s regular people that
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have jobs and they get caught up. 1It"s an easy lure.
There®s no clocks iIn the casino, the lights are
flashing, beautiful women come up wearing the short
skirts with the candy carts and cigarettes. It draws
you in. It draws you in and it draws in doctors,
lawyers, not just the low elements.

There"s a negative side to this and | haven™t
heard any of it and 1 want that bought up iIn the
reports.

People that have gambling addiction, It"s not
-- there"s a lot of professionals that have the
addiction. There"s a lot of school teachers can get
caught up into it, people that work in the government.
I have personal experiences and 1 know two friends that
lost businesses, that lost homes, because of addiction.

So how is that going to be addressed in the
casino? All 1°ve heard is what, we"re putting a casino
in.

I would also like to know more of the positive
benefits. The first person that spoke talked about
housing and things. All 1°ve heard is casino. Are
they going to put homes next to the casino for the
Tribe members? 1Is there going to cultural centers?

I picture a casino as a parking lot next to

the freeway to capture the traffic of the people trying
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to go on vacation or going somewhere else. They"re
going to stop and drop a bunch money.

Where i1s the money going from the casinos?

How much is going to build housing for Tribe members?
What goes to the California state commerce? Where does
this money go? Why isn®"t this information out in the
public? What percentage of each dollar is going to go
to what and i1s there anything set aside?

This 1s an important point for the gambling
addiction. What money is going to be set aside so that
there will be programs?

Because the gambling casino is only presented
as a positive -- lights, beautiful people work in
casinos, bells ringing, whistles, beautiful carpet
floors, but where is the actual positive benefit?

That®"s all 1 got.

MR. BROUSSARD: Thank you, sir. The next
speaker is Linda Peterson. Ms. Peterson.

MS. PETERSON: Hi. Thank you for the
opportunity to speak. [I"m Linda Peterson from the Tule
River Tribe. |1™"m speaking for myself though and not
for my Tribe.

And what 1 don"t like about this whole deal is
the Kitanumek or Tejon people seems like they really

isolated and focused on just a certain amount of people
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that are allowed to be in their Tribe and they are
pushing away people that are actual Kitanumek families
and -- and to me that"s wrong.

And, like, at the Chachanski and it"s family
groups against family groups because they all -- some
of them are saying that you"re not Indian enough or
you"re not part of this Tribe and I hate that, that
that i1s happening down here.

And my family history, we are from the Kern
river area, but we settled up in Tule and we have no
claim to anything down here, but what I don"t like is
the way of tearing up Indian families. And that"s my
biggest complaint that 1 have against the casino.

And besides that, | understand 1t"s in a
culturally rich area where the proposal -- proposed
casino is and I do, you know, have feelings about that.
That for those reasons | would be against the casino.
Thank you.

MR. BROUSSARD: Thank you. Next speaker is
Jacquie Sullivan.

MS. SULLIVAN: Thank you very much. Yes. 1
am Jacquie Sullivan, a long time city council member.
I really have not yet read a lot of information about
this project, but 1 feel strongly that this would not

be good for our county and certainly not be good for
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our area.

Bakersfield, of course, is the ninth largest
city in California. We have 11 -- total of 11 cities.
We know that, to be very clear, that a casino would
bring a very bad element that we already have and that
we don"t need.

And just the, you know, just the thought that
someone would be getting rich quick, that that is a
lure and, you know, it just -- It"s just -- 1It"s just
something that is not good for our community and 1 just
feel the poor will get poorer. So I"m very strongly
opposed.

Certainly our city staff, if there®s any way
we can contribute as far as information i1s concerned, |
know that we would be happy to do that. So please do
not hesitate. You can call me personally, but our
staff is certainly very able and willing to help.

But my guess is that we as a council, we --
individually we would not be in support of this type of
project. Thank you.

MR. BROUSSARD: The next speaker is Lorraine
Unger. Ms. Unger, speak -- if you could, please
restate your name and speak right into the microphone.

MS. UNGER: My name is Lorraine Unger, like

hunger without an H.
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I*m speaking for myself today. 1°m known as
blind to the local organizations. 1"m just -- this is
my First contact with this development. 1 have no
knowledge of it other than iIt"s going in.

I do know they have -- you have to meet all
the NEPA requirements. One of the rumors 1°ve heard is
that there is a well there. The qualities of the water
there, how potable it iIs, whether there are
requirements that it be shared with others because of
the water shortages, 1 don®"t know. 1 don®"t know what"s
going on now.

There®s also the loss of farm land, whether
It"s prime or not prime farmland should be looked at.

One of the qualities on this paper that we
were just given is also waste, hazardous and otherwise.

Are you going to have a sewer facility there?
You have a lot of -- you would predict a lot of people
using the gambling area. And will they be using
recycles? Will they be throwing things away? What are
they going to do with proponents in terms of the waste
that are being generated, including food waste.

We know are being asked statewide to use our
food waste and either give them to people who are needy
or in the end compost.

So what does -- what do the proponents have in
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mind for that kind of thing?

All the different qualities. Ailr we know as
one lady went over.

Transportation is hard. We"re at sort of a
bottleneck where 5 and 99 come together.

There"s a whole laundry list of NEPA
requirements and | hope you go through every one,
including biological.

At the base of the Gravevine there are elk
that have been released. Are there any migration
corridors through there from the Tejon Ranch?

Just a myriad of things that need to be looked
at. Thank you.

MR. BROUSSARD: Thank you.

Is there anyone else that would like to speak
or that that has already spoken and would like more
time?

Okay. One more time. Was there anyone else
that would like to speak or that"s already spoken and
woulld like more time for comments? Okay.

So then that concludes our list of individuals
that have signed up to share theilr comments.

And 1 really want to thank everyone for coming
and also particularly those that had comments.

That will conclude the public scoping hearing
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for the Tejon deed of trust and proposed casino
project.

As Pete mentioned earlier, there will be
another public hearing after the draft EIS has been
published and will be taking public comment at that
hearing as well.

And you®ve probably seen the website. All of
the information for this project will be at
TejonEIS.com.

Thank you again for your participation and
everyone please have a safe drive home and have a good
evening.

(6:50 P.M.)

---0000000---
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‘State of California)

) -s8.
County of Kern )

I, Kelli R. Russell, a Certified
Shorthand Reporter for the State of California,'hereby
certify that I was present and reported in stenotypy
all the proceedings in the foregoing-entitled matter;
and I further certify that the foregoing is a full,

true, and correct statement of such proceedings and a

full, true and correct transcript of my stenotype notes

thereof.

Dated at Bakersfield, California, on

Thursday, September .10, 2015.

Kelli R. Russell, CSR No. 7172
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TEJON INDIAN TRIBE



United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFATRS
Pacific Regional Office
ZE00 Cotrage Way
Sacraments, Californda 35520

SEF 18 2015

Tejon [ndian Ttibe

Attn: Kathryn Montes Morgan, Chair
1731 Hasti Acres Dirive, Suite 108
Bakersfield, CA 93309

Subject;: NEPA Copperating Agency Invitation — Tejon Indian Tribe Trust Acquisition EIS
Dear Ms. Morgan:

The Bureau of Indian Affairs (BLA) is preparing 2n Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to analyze the
potential environmental consequences of the Tejon Indian Tribe {Tribe's) application for a 306-acre
fee-to-trust transfer and casino project. The proposed project site is tocated in unincorporated Kem County,
immediately west of the town of Mettler and approximately 14 miles south of the City of Bakersfield. The
proposed project may include, but is not limited to, a casino, hotel, parking, and other associated facilities.

The BIA is serving as the Lead Agency for National Environmental Palicy Act (NEPA) compliance, At
this time we are extending an invitation 1o the Tribe to participate in the EES process as a Cooperating
Agency. Please inform this office by Getober 19, 2015 of your willingness to accept this role.

I you have any questions or need additional information, please contact John Rydzik, Chief, Division of

Environmental, Cultural Resource Management, and Safety, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Pacifie Region,
2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2820, Szeramento, CA 95825; Phone (916) 978-6051

Sincerely,

Signed/Kevin Bearquiver

Qﬁf‘% Amy Dutschke
k Regional Director
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LS Department of the Interior March 9. 2018
Bureau of Indian Atfairs

Pacific Regional Office

Amy Dutschke. Regional Director

2R00 Conage Way

Sacramento, CA 95825

Re: Tejon Indian Tribe Project, Request for Cooperating Agency Status
Dear Ms. Dutschke.

Fhank you for your notification of the proposed Environmental Impact Statement (“EIS™)
tor the Tejon Indian Tribe’s application for fee-to-trust for a 300+ acre parcel located in
unmcorporated Mettler. Kern County, Calitornia.  The application was authorized by the Trnibe’s
Resolution No. T2014-30 and is the subject of the Notice of Intent. 80 Fed. Reg 48359, Aug. 13.
2015.

he Tribe hereby requests Cooperating Agency status for the EIS.  The undersigned. as
Chairman, will be the Tribe's contact on this matter,  You can reach me at the email address and
phone number listed above,

The Tribe looks forward w working with vour office on this important matter,

Sincerely.

)£ Ao

Chairman Escobedo

o Craig Murphy. Division Chief. Kern County Planning & Community Development Dept.
David Zweig, AES

1731 Hasti AL‘I‘E_'.\ Drive, Suite 108 I Bakersfield, CA 93309 I (661) 834-8566



United States Department of the Interior

BUREAL OF INIMAN AFFAIRS
Puofic Regwmal Office
2800 Cottage Way
Sacrnmentn, Californis 95825

MAR 2 [ 2018

Tejon Indian Tribe

Attre: Octavio Escobedo, Chair
1731 Hasti Acres Drive, Suite 108
Bakersfield, CA 93309

Subject: NEPA Cooperating Agency — Tejon Indian Tribe Trust Acquisition EIS
Dear Chairman Escobedo:

The Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) is in receipt of your March 9, 2018 letter requesting
Cooperating Agency status during the National Environmental Poliey Act (NEPA) compliance
review of the Tejon Indian Tribe (Tribe's) application for a fee-to-trust transfer and casino project.
As the Lead Agency, the BIA finds that the Tribe meets the critena necessary tor designation as a
Cooperating Agency (43 CFR 46.225) and agrees to conler this designation on the condition that
the Tribe agrees to maintain the confidentiality of documents and deliberations during the period
prior to the public release by the BIA of any NEPA documents. Upon receipt of a letter from the
Tribe agreeing to this maintenance of confidentiality, the Tribe will be considered a Cooperating
Agency pursuant o NEPA.

We look forward to working with you. If you have any questions or need additional information,
please contact Chad Broussard, BIA Pacific Region. 2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2820.
Sacramento, CA 95825 Phone (916) 978-6165.

Sincerely,

|"‘_.'r-||;" A _'-‘::,f;_.' .-I.-,IJ-'

Amy Dutschke
Regional Director



March 28, 2018

Ms, Amy Dutschke
Pacific Regional Director
Burcau ol Indian Alfairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Re: NEPA Cooperating Ageney — Tejon Indian Tribe 1rust Acguisittion Environmental
Impact Statement

Dear Director Dutschke:

Fhank you for vour letter dated March 20, 2018, confirming the Tribe as a Cooperating Agency
pursuant to NEPA for the BIA s preparation of the EIS. The EIS wall evaluate the environmental
impacts conceming the Tribe's fee-to-trust application tor ganung and homeland purposes as
well as all related Federal actions. In response to vour March 20, 2018 letter, the Tribe agrees 1o
maintain the confidentiality of all non-public NEPA documents and deliberations during the
period prior to the public release by the BIA of any NEPA documents.

As the BIA moves forward with preparation of the EIS. please feel free to contact me directly
should you have any guestions.

Fhank vou for your public service.

Uctavio Escobedo
Chairman
Tejon Indian Tribe

1731 Hasti Acres Drix-;. Suite 108 I Bakersfield. CA 93309 ; (661) 834-8566




UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY



United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS
Puoific Reprivnal Oy
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento. California 43825

SEP 21 2015

United States Envicenmemal Protection Agency
Environmental Review Office

Attn: Kathleen Cioforth, Manager

75 Hawthotne Street

San Franciseo, CA 94105

Subject: NEPA Cooperating Agency Invitation - Tejon Indian Tribe Trust Acquisition EES
Pear Ms. Gaoforth:

The Bureau of Indian Ailairs (BIA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement {LIS) o analyze the
potential enviranmental conscquences of the Tejon Indian Tribe (Tribe’s) application for & 306-acre trust
acquisition and casino project. The proposed project site is located in unincorporaled Kem Coumy,
immediately west of the 1wwn of Menler and approximately 14 miles south of the City of Bakersfield. The
proposed project may include. but is not limited 1o0. 2 casino, hotel, parking, and other associated facilities.

The BIA is serving as the Lead Agency for National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) compliznce. At
this time we arc extending an invitation to the Linited States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA} 10
panticipate in the EIS process as a Ceoperating Agency. Please inform this office by October 19, 2015 of
vour willingness to accept this e,

it vou have any questions or need additiona! information, please contact John Rydaik, Chief, Division of

Environmental, Cultural Resource Management, and Safery. Bureau of Indian AfTairs, Pacific Region,
2800 Cowape Way, Room W-2820. Sacramento. CA 95825; Phone (916) 978-6051.

Sincerely,

Amy Dutschke
Repional Director
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$ e g UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
H 4 REGION X
¥ ﬁj 75 Hawthorne Street
T et San Francisco, CA 94105
October 19, 2015
Amy Dutschke
Regional Director

Bureau of Indian Affairs
Pacific Regional Office
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Request for Cooperating Agency Participation for the Proposed Tejon Indian Tribe's
Trust Acquisition and Casino Project Environmental Impact Statement, Kern County,
California

Dear Ms. Dutschke:

We are in receipt of your letter dated September 21, 2015 inviting the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) to serve as a cooperating agency for the subject EIS. Since the EPA is the permitting
authority for the Clean Water Act stormwater permit required for the project, we accept your invitation.
Resource constraints may limit our involvement to the review of selected administrative documents,
with a focus on our area of jurisdiction - in this case, impacts to water resources.

This letter serves to document the role that the EPA will have in the preparation of the EIS, per EPA
policy. In addition to reviewing and providing feedback to the Bureau of Indian Affairs on the water
resources sections of the Preliminary Draft Environmental Impact Statement (PDEIS), we will review
other sections of the PDEIS as time and resources allow, and participate in scoping. The latter was
accomplished with the submittal of our scoping comments dated September 3, 2015. Please be aware
that EPA’s status as a cooperating agency does not affect our independent responsibilities under Section
309 of the Clean Air Act to review and comment publicly on all Draft EISs. Participation as a
cooperating agency does not imply endorsement of the proposed project, nor can it be used to obligate or
commit funds or as the basis for the transfer of funds. Please reference or incorporate this acceptance
letter into the Draft and Final EIS.

We appreciate the Bureau of Indian Affairs’ interest in working with the EPA. If you have any
questions, please contact Karen Vitulano, the lead reviewer for this project, at (415) 947-4178 or

vitulano.karen(@epa.gov.

Sinoerc]y,

ﬁ?ﬂ-’ Kathleen Martyn Goforth, Manager
Environmental Review Section

cc: Kathryn Morgan, Chairwoman, Tejon Indian Tribe



NATIONAL INDIAN GAMING COMMISSION



United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS
Pacific Ragional Office
2808 Cottage Way
Sacramenta, Californin #5825

SEP 18 2015

National Indian Gaming Commission
Avm: John Hay

144] L, Street NW, Suite 9100
Washington, DC 20005

Subject: NEPA Cooperating Agency [nvitation — Tejon Indian Tribe Trust Acguisition EIS
Drear Mr. Hay:

The Bureau of Indian Affairs (BEA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to analyze the
potential environmental conseguences of the Tejon Indian Tribe’s (Tribe's) application for a 306-acre
fee-to-trust transfer and casino project. The proposed project site is located in unincorporated Kern County,
immediately west of the town of Mettfer and approximately 14 miles south of the City of Bakersfield. The
propased project may include, but is not limited to, a casing, hotel, parking, and other associated facilities.

The BIA is serving as the Lead Agency for Mational Environmentz] Policy Act (NEPA) compliance. At
this time we are extending an irvitation to the Natiohal Tndian Geming Commissicn {NIGC) to participate
in the EIS process a5 a Cooperating Agency. Please inform this office by October 19, 2015 of your
wiltingness to accept this role,

If you have any questions or need additional informaticn, please contact John Rydzik, Chief, Divizion of
Environmental, Cultural Resource Management, and Safety, Burean of Indian Affairs, Pacific Regicon,
2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2820, Sacramento, CA #5825; Phone (%16) 978-6051.

Sincerely,

Signed/Kevin Bearquiver

D.g.n:\%
Amy Dutschke
Regional Directar




CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION



United States Department of the Interior

BUREALT OF TNDIAW AFFATRS
Pacific Regional Office
22080 Cottage Way
Bacramenta, Californis 95825

SEP 18 205

California Department of Transportation
District 6

Artn: Sharri Bender Ehlert, Director
1352 W. Olive Avenue

P.O. Box 12616

Fresno, CA, 93778-2614

Subject: NEPA Cooperating Agency Invitation —Tejon Indian Tribe Trust Acquisition EIS
Dear Ms. Ehlert:

The Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) is preparing an Environmeatal Impact Statement (ELS) to analyze the
potential environmental consequences of the Tejon Indian ribe’s (Tribe’s) applicatian for a 306-acre
fee-to-trust transfer and easing project. The proposed project site is located in unincorporated Kem County,
immediately west of the town of Mettler and approximately 14 mites south of the City of Bakersfield. The
proposed project may include, but is not limited 1o, v casino, hotel, parking, and other associated facilities.

The BIA is serving as the Lead Agency for National Envirgnmental Policy Act (NEPA) compliance. At
this time we are extending an invitation to the Catifornia Depariment of Transpornation (Caltrans) to
pariicipaie in the EIS process #s a Cooperating Agency. Please inform this office by October 19, 2015 of
your willingness to accept this role.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact John Rydzik, Chief, Division of
Environmental, Cultural Resource Management, and Safety, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Pacific Region,
2804 Cottage Way, Room W-2320, Sacramento, CA 95825; Phone (916) 978-6051.

Sincerely,

Signed/Kevin Bearquiver

Amy Dutschke
Regional Director
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KERN COUNTY



Lorelei H. Oviatt, AICP, Director
2700 “M” Street, Suite 100

PLANNING AND COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

Bakersfield, CA 93301-2323 : R
Phone: (661) 862-8600 Co N
Fax: (661) 862-8601 TTY Relay 1-300-735-2929

Email: planning@co.kern.ca.us i S -
Web Address: http://pcd.kerndsa. coml

Planning
Community Development
Administrative Operations

i - 1
FACIFC 5, Ginjy Foadie &“’lf/ v

ORACE Lo 70T A
September 1, 2015 R SRR S I Filéjgjudﬁ Tribe
Fooo  OFEERAMS BIA EIS
F T
US Department of Interior L ) “:m -
Bureau of Indian Affairs I\ , - — -
Pacific Regional Office Teo e atd ] A -

Amy Dutschke Regional Director
Attn: John Rydzik —
2800 Cottage Way —
Sacramento, California 95825

RE: Tejon Tribe Project - Request for Cooperating Agency Status for Kern County
Dear Ms. Dutschke,

Thank you for the notification of the proposed Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the application
for a fee-to-trust and gaming facility for the Tejon Tribe in Kern County.

The Kern County Board of Supervisors on June 3, 2015, considered a request from the Tribe to begin
negotiations and was briefed on the pending application with the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) and the
cooperating agency consultation process. The Board has a standing resolution (attached) for direction to
the Kern County Planning and Community Development Department to request Cooperating Agency Status
on Federal actions of importance and interest to Kern County.

Kern County requests Cooperating Agency status and has identified the Kern County Planning and
Community Development Department as the coordinating agency for the EIS.

Craig M. Murphy, Division Chief, will be your staff contact on this matter and can provide any coordination
assistance and guidance you may need with other county departments as well as existing environmental
information about Kern County. He can be contacted at 661-862-8739 or Murphyc@co.kern.ca.us.

Sincerely,

K. Ot

LORELEI H OVIATT, AICP, Director
Kern County Planning and Community Development Department

cc: CAO
County Counsel
Clerk of the Board
Tejon Tribe — Kathy Morgan
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF KERN, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the matter of: Resolution No. 2002-241
Reference No.

REQUEST TO AUTHORIZE PLANNING DIRECTOR

TO SEEK COOPERATING AGENCY STATUS ON

APPROPRIATE CASES UNDER THE NATIONAL

ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT (NEPA)

WITH FEDERAL AGENCIES

I, DENISE PENNELL, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Kern,
State of California, herby certify that the following resolution, on motion of Supervisor

Parra , seconded by Supervisor __ McQuiston , was duly and
regularly adopted by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Kern at an official
meeting thereof on the 25th day of __ June , 2002, by the following

vote and that a copy of the resolution has been delivered to the Chairman of the Board
of Supervisors.

AYES: McQuiston, Perez, Patrick, Vacant, Parra
NOES: None

ABSENT: None

DENISE PENNELL
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
County of Kern, State of California

2 8. ey
/ Déplty Clerk v

RESOLUTION

Section1. WHEREAS:

(a) The Board of Supervisors are concerned about the adverse impacts on
the economy, private property rights, resources and land use within the County arising
from plans, programs and decisions of Federal Agencies, including, the Bureau of Land
Management, U.S. Forest Service, U.S. Park Service, U.S. Bureau of Reclamation and
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; and

(b)  The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 establishes an

environmental policy for the nation, provides an interdisciplinary framework for
environmental planning by federal agencies and contains action-forcing procedures to
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ensure that federal agency decision makers take environmental factors into account
(42.U.8.C 4321; 40 C.F.R. 1500.1); and

(c)  The Council on Environmental Quality has established the following six
fundamental objectives for NEPA: 1) supplemental legal authority, 2) procedural reform,
3) disclosure of environmental information, 4) resolution of environmental problems, 5)
fostering of intergovernmental coordination and cooperation, 6) enhancing public
participation in government planning and decision making; and

d) The Council on Environmental Quality has provided clear direction to
federal agencies to actively consider granting local governments cooperating agency
status;

Section2  NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of
Supervisors of the County of Kern, State of California, as follows:

1. That all of the above facts are true and that this Board has jurisdiction over
the subject mater of this Resolution.

2. This Board authorizes the Planning Director to send appropriate
correspondence to federal agencies that have a proposal subject to review under
NEPA, that involves issues and concerns consistent with the Home Rule Program,
requesting the federal agency extend Kern County cooperating agency status for that
project.

3. The Clerk of the Board shall also cause copies of this Resolution to be
sent to the following:

(a)  County Administrative Office
{(p)  County Counsel
(c)  Director Planning Department
(d)  Senator Barbara Boxer,
U.S. Senaie
112 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510-0505
(e)  Senator Dianne Feinstein
U.S. Senate
331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510-0504
(f Congressman Calvin Dooley
U.S. House of Representatives
1227 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515-0520




(9

(h)

(i)

()

(k)

0

BD:WL
#30101
02.2750
C€C20022086

Congressman William Thomas
U.S. House of Representatives
2208 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515-0521

Bureau of Land Management, California State Office
2800 Cottage Way, Room W-1834
Sacramento, CA 95825-1886

Bureau of Land Management, California District Office

6221 Box Springs Blvd
Riverside, CA 92507
Honorable Gale Norton, Secretary of the Interior
U.S. Department of the Interior,
1849 C Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20240
Honorable Ann Veneman, Secretary of Agriculture
14™ & Independence Avenue SW
Room 200A, Washington, D.C. 20250
Arthur L. Gaffrey, Forest Supervisors
Sequoia National Forest
900 West Grant Avenue
Porterville, CA 93257

COPIES FURNISHED:
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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS
Pacific Regional Office

IN REPLY REFER TO: 2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, California 95825

SEP 10 2015

Ms. Lorelei H. Oviatt, AICP, Director

Kern County Planning and Community Development Department
2700 “M” Street, Suite 100

Bakersfield, CA 93301-2323

Attn: Craig M. Murphy
Dear Ms. Oviatt:

In response to your letter, dated September 1, 2015, and pursuant to 40 CFR 1501.6 and the
Bureau of Indian Affairs NEPA Handbook, 59 IAM 3, I am extending Cooperating Agency
status to Kern County in the preparation of the Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed
306 acre fee-to-trust land acquisition for gaming in unincorporated Kern County, California.
The Bureau recognizes Kern County’s jurisdiction by law and special expertise regarding the
proposed land acquisition.

The Bureau looks forward to working with the County as we move forward in the
Environmental Impact Statement process.

If you have any questions, please contact Chad Broussard, Environmental Protection Specialist at
(916) 978-6165 or John Rydzik, Chief, Division of Environmental, Cultural Resource
Management and Safety (DECRMS) at (916) 978-6051.

Sincerely,
/S/ Amy L. Dutschie

Regional Director
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