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Chapter 1
Introduction

1.1 Introduction

EDF Renewables (EDFR) proposes the Bullhead Solar Project (project) to develop up to 270
megawatts (MW) (alternating current) of solar photovoltaic (PV) capacity derived from tracker
technology and up to 270 MW of battery storage. The project includes solar development with
associated PV panels, battery storage units, inverters, converters, generators, foundations,
transformers, and optional generation-tie (gen-tie) routes to the Rosamond Switching Station and
the Whirlwind Substation, only one of which would be constructed. The project also includes
laydown yards, a meteorological station, a microwave/communication tower, a substation, and a
battery energy storage system (BESS).

The project is generally located in southern Kern County (County), central California (Figure 1-1,
Project Vicinity). The land is controlled via lease or fee-simple ownership (or in final negotiations
thereof) by EDFR. The project site is south of the Tehachapi Mountains on lands that gradually slope
downward from the northwest to the southeast. It is approximately 52 miles southeast of the city of
Bakersfield, 19 miles south of the city of Tehachapi, 8 miles northwest of the community of
Rosamond, and 2 miles north of the community of Willow Springs. Other communities in the vicinity
of the project site include Mojave in Kern County and the cities of Lancaster, Palmdale, and Neenach
in Los Angeles County, which are roughly 12 miles northeast, 17 miles southeast, 24 miles southeast,
and 18 miles southwest of the project, respectively. Edwards Air Force Base is 22 miles east of the
project’s eastern boundary.

The project site is approximately 12 miles southwest of State Route (SR-) 58 and approximately 34
miles east of Interstate (I-) 5. SR-14 (Antelope Valley Freeway) is approximately 7 miles to the east
of the site, and SR-138 (West Avenue D) is approximately 9 miles to the south in Los Angeles County.
The project site is generally bounded by Favorito Avenue to the south, Champagne Avenue to the
north, 110th Street West to the west, and 80th Street West to the east. The project site is bisected by
Tehachapi Willow Springs Road.

1.1.1 Purpose of the Report

This technical report supports the preparation of an environmental impact report for the project in
accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (California Public Resources Code
[PRC] § 21000 et. seq., as amended) and implementing guidelines (California Code of Regulations
[CCR], Title 14 § 15000 et. seq., 2007). In September 2021, ICF prepared a Phase I Cultural Resources
Technical Report that addressed both archaeological resources and built environment resources for
the project (ICF 2021). Consistent with a Phase I report, it reported the results of the reconnaissance
survey and identified buildings and structures 45 years or older in the study area (Figure 1-2, Built
Environment Study Area). Also consistent with a Phase I report, it did not include evaluations for
California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) eligibility.
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The purpose of this Phase Il report is to provide CRHR evaluations for built environment resources.!
Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) 523 Forms in Appendix B memorialize these
evaluations. A separate Phase Il report addresses the archaeological resources (ICF 2022).

1 Property access limitations prevented recordation of all the resources identified in the Phase I report, as
described further under Section 5.6, Field Survey.
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Chapter 2
Project Description

EDFR proposes the project to develop up to 270 MW (alternating current or “AC”) of solar PV
capacity derived from tracker technology and up to 270 MW of battery storage. The project includes
solar development with associated PV panels, inverters, converters, generators, foundations,
transformers, and preferred and optional gen-tie routes to the Rosamond Switching Station and the
Whirlwind Substations, only one of which would be constructed. The project also includes laydown
yards, a meteorological station, a microwave/ communication tower, and a substation.

The proposed project encompasses a study area of approximately 1,359.50 acres of private land
(Figure 1-1, Study Area). A larger study area has been provided for evaluation to ensure that all
lands potentially affected by the proposed project are included in the analysis. Should the County
Board of Supervisors approve the project, the County would issue Conditional Use Permits (CUPs)
and other required approvals on land proposed for development of the solar facilities. The portion
of the project subject to the CUPs comprises 1,349.3 acres; 10.19 acres are excluded from the CUP
boundary, but are included in the solar field boundary for purposes of environmental analysis.

As shown on Figure 1-2, Built Environment Study Area, secondary access to the Bullhead site is
provided via 120th Street West through the approved and adjacent BigBeau Solar Project (BigBeau).
Approximately 422.4 acres of land permitted in connection with BigBeau will be developed around
the same time as the proposed project, and those facilities will use the same interconnection
infrastructure as the proposed project. The County Board of Supervisors approved BigBeau and
certified an EIR for the project in June 2020. The environmental effects of developing on those lands
were evaluated in the BigBeau EIR (SCH # 2019071059), which is hereby incorporated by reference.
EDFR will comply with all mitigation measures and CUPs applicable to BigBeau for any development
those lands.

The project’s study area consists of a solar array area with three locations under consideration for
the development of a substation and BESS. CUPs are required for the solar generation facilities (e.g.,
the panels) and associated generation equipment (i.e., inverters, substation, and batteries), as well
as the communications tower. Therefore, these facilities will be located within the CUP boundary
(1,348.1 acres). Several other project components do not require CUPs and would extend beyond
the CUP boundary (but would be entirely within the study area). These components include access
roads and gen-tie power lines (both collection and transmission). Figure 1-2 shows the project
components.

EDFR is committed to creating a state-of-the-art solar energy project that would be constructed in a
manner that minimizes environmental impacts to the greatest extent feasible. The proposed project
includes four options for gen-tie routes, including two deviations to one option and one deviation to
another. Gen-tie poles and circuits would vary in height to a maximum of 160 feet. Only one route
would be constructed. Three project optional gen-tie routes—Rosamond Gen-Tie Options 1, 2, and 3,
including one deviation identified as Rosamond Gen-Tie Option 3.1—would travel south from the
project boundary and connect to the Rosamond Switching Station. The Rosamond Switching Station
is planned to be constructed by the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) by
December 2025. One optional project gen-tie route—Whirlwind Gen-Tie Option 1, including two
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deviation routes identified as Whirlwind Gen-Tie Option 1.1 and Whirlwind Gen-Tie Option 1.2—
would cross underneath Southern California Edison’s (SCE’s) Tehachapi Renewable Transmission
Project to the east of the project site and connect to the existing Whirlwind Substation. SCE’s
Tehachapi Renewable Transmission Project 220/500-kilovolt (kV) corridor travels through
Whirlwind Gen-Tie Option 1 and connects SCE’s Vincent Substation with SCE’s Windhub Substation
to the south and north of the project site, respectively. Many of the lands surrounding the site have
either been approved for, or are in the planning stages of, development for solar or wind energy.
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Regulatory Setting

3.1 California Environmental Quality Act

CEQA requires public agencies to evaluate the implications of their project(s) on the environment. It
includes significant historic resources as part of the environment. Public agencies must treat any
cultural resource as significant unless the preponderance of evidence demonstrates that it is not
historically or culturally significant (CCR Title 14 § 15064.5). A historic resource is considered
significant if it meets the definition of historical resource or unique archaeological resource, as
defined below.

3.1.1 Historical Resources

The term historical resource includes, but is not limited to, any object, building, structure, site, area,
place, record, or manuscript that is historically or archaeologically significant or is significant in the
architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or
cultural annals of California (PRC § 5020.1(j)). Historical resources may be designated as such
through three different processes.

1. Official designation or recognition by a local government pursuant to local ordinance or
resolution (PRC § 5020.1(k))

2. Alocal survey conducted pursuant to PRC Section 5024.1(g)
3. Listing in, or eligibility for listing in, the NRHP (PRC § 5024.1(d)(1))

The process for identifying historical resources typically is accomplished by applying the criteria for
CRHR-listing (CCR Title 14 § 4852), which state that a historical resource must be significant at the
local, state, or national level under one or more of the following four criteria:

1. Itis associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
California’s history and cultural heritage.

2. Itis associated with the lives of persons important in our past.

3. Itembodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction;
represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values.

4. Ithasyielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

To be considered a historical resource for the purpose of CEQA, the resource must also have
integrity, which is the authenticity of a resource’s physical identity, as evidenced by the survival of
characteristics that existed during the resource’s period of significance. Resources, therefore, must
retain enough of their historic character or appearance to be recognizable as historical resources
and convey the reasons for their significance. Integrity is evaluated with regard to the retention of
location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. It must also be judged
with reference to the particular criteria under which a resource is eligible for listing in the CRHR
(CCR Title 14 § 4852(c)).
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Chapter 4
Environmental Setting

The study area is in Kern County at the northwestern edge of the Antelope Valley, southeast of the
Tehachapi Mountain foothills and approximately 11 miles west of the Rosamond Hills. The project
lies in proximity to the Rosamond and Willow Springs communities. The largely undeveloped study
area is crossed by numerous unpaved roads, a recently constructed transmission line, and the Los
Angeles Aqueduct. Some rural residential and agricultural structures are within the project area
depicted in Figure 1-2.

4.1 Historic Context

After two previous expeditions, the Spanish entered California in 1769 to colonize the region.
Military commander Gaspar de Portola and Franciscan priest Junipero Serra led this contingent.
Serra, who would become father-president of the California missions, founded Mission San Diego de
Alcala in July 1869. The following year, Portola lead an overland expedition that traveled north from
San Diego in search of Monterey Bay. En route, the Portola expedition camped along the San Gabriel
River near what would become the first San Gabriel Mission site and subsequently on the banks of
the Los Angeles River in proximity to a Gabrielino village near what is now downtown Los Angeles.
One of the travelers, Spanish missionary Father Juan Crespi, named the second site Nuestra Senora
de la Reina de Los Angeles de la Porciuncula (Our Lady of the Queen of the Angels of Porciuncula),
which would later become the location of the pueblo of Los Angeles (Engelhardt 1927:3; County of
Los Angeles 2009).

In southern California, Spanish colonization efforts focused on areas south of the Transverse
Ranges; the newcomers made limited forays into the Antelope Valley. The first European
exploration of the Antelope Valley took place in 1772, when Captain Pedro Fages, the acting
governor of Alta California, led a party into the region from San Diego while pursuing Spanish army
deserters. Traveling from the east 4 years later, Father Francisco Garcés crossed the Mojave Desert
and passed through the Antelope Valley. He stopped at Willow Springs, a convenient watering stop
for travelers. No settlement or other travel by Europeans is known to have occurred in the western
Antelope Valley until the 1820s (Hoover et al. 2002:125; ICF 2015:2.1).

In 1821, California became a territory of Mexico and remained so until the late 1840s. During the
1820s and 1830s, Mexico maintained a tenuous grip on California as increasing numbers of
newcomers, many of them Americans, entered the territory by land or sea. Among these were fur
trappers Jedediah Smith, Kit Carson, and Ewing Young, all of whom passed through the Antelope
Valley. Day-to-day life did not change substantially during this period until secularization of the
mission system, beginning in 1833. Although some large land grants were made to individuals prior
to secularization, those made following secularization thoroughly redistributed the missions’ large
grazing holdings to officials, former soldiers, and some politically connected Anglo-American
newcomers to the region. Provisions in Spanish law for ensuring that Native Americans would
receive mission lands proved of little or no practical benefit to most of California’s indigenous
peoples during the secularization process (Bean and Rawls 2003:62-70; ICF 2015:2.1).

Bullhead Solar Built Environment Phase Il Technical Report 41 April 2023
Bullhead Solar Project 104036.0.002



Chapter 4
EDF Renewables Environmental Setting

After secularization of the missions, economic necessity, or coercion, forced many among the
region’s Native American population to work on Mexican ranchos. Indigenous peoples living farther
from rancho lands maintained their traditional ways of life for a longer period of time. As the
ranchos multiplied and spread inland, more and more indigenous groups were forced to acculturate
or move east, farther into the backcountry. Exploitation of native labor intensified during the
Mexican period. These laborers were now on ranchos with grazing lands that encompassed their
former territories. Economic production on the ranchos benefited Hispanic Californios and Euro-
American newcomers to the region almost exclusively. Although many acculturated Native
Americans who were ensconced within the rancho economy lived similarly to European peasants, a
small number of Native Americans associated with the San Fernando Mission did petition for and
receive modest land grants. Other Native Americans in southern California resisted acculturation,
lived away from the ranchos, and limited their contact with Mexican society. Native Americans from
the interior frequently raided ranchos during these decades (Bean and Rawls 2003:68; Johnson
1997:258-260; Sandos 1997:211-212, 216).

4.1.1 Antelope Valley

Euro-American settlement of the Antelope Valley did not occur until the later nineteenth century.
Prior to that, the establishment of Fort Tejon, sheep and cattle grazing in the region, and the
development of stage lines and roads to service the mines increased travel through the valley. The
Butterfield Overland Mail began stagecoach operations through the region during the 1850s, with
Willow Springs once again providing a stop for water. Beginning in the 1860s, a limited number of
people began to settle near springs and other water resources. Mining activity in and around the
valley brought some settlers and increased travel through the valley. By the end of the 1860s, four
roads served the valley: Soledad Road; Mojave Road; a road through San Francisquito Canyon, used
mainly by cattle owners and miners; and Fort Tejon Road (later Barrel Springs Road) (Gardiner
2002:13-14).

Water sources and railroad development led to the creation of the first communities in the vicinity
of the project area. During the early 1870s, the Southern Pacific Railroad constructed a railroad line
between Sacramento and Los Angeles via the San Joaquin and Antelope Valleys. Workers building
south from Tehachapi Pass and north from Los Angeles completed the line at Lang Station in
Soledad Canyon in 1876. Stations along the Southern Pacific line evolved into the project vicinity’s
first communities. Railroads subsequently constructed through the valley included the Atchison,
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway; the Los Angeles & Independence Railroad; the Antelope Valley Line; and
the Union Pacific (Lone Pine branch). Approximately 9 miles east and slightly south of the project
area and named for the daughter of a Southern Pacific official, Rosamond was initially the largest of
the valley’s railroad station settlements.

Situated approximately 11 miles south of Rosamond, Lancaster is thought to have been named for a
Southern Pacific employee (Gardiner 2002:14-15). There, a well completed in 1884 demonstrated
the availability of groundwater. Langley Wicks, who had earlier attempted and failed to establish a
Scottish colony at Willow Springs, purchased land and began to run real estate advertisements in
English newspapers. Soon Lancaster had a post office, a hotel, newspapers, a school, and multiple
churches. James P. Ward bought out Wicks in 1888 and grew the first alfalfa produced in the area,
which he shipped to Los Angeles in 1890 (Gardiner 2002:14-15, 18-19).
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Following the arrival of the railroad, the next major industrial-era development to shape the history
of the western Antelope Valley was construction of the Los Angeles Aqueduct. Developed by LADWP
and designed by engineer William Mulholland, the Los Angeles Aqueduct transported water more
than 200 miles, from the Owens Valley south to Los Angeles. The City of Los Angeles began
construction of the project in 1908 by creating more than 1,000 miles of new roads, pipelines, and
electricity and telephone lines in preparation for construction of the aqueduct itself. Completed in
1913, the Los Angeles Aqueduct was the largest aqueduct in the world for a time, consisting of
nearly 250 miles of canals, tunnels, siphons, and other water conveyance features. Because steel
pipe had to be shipped from the east, its use was limited to 12 miles of the route where canyon-
spanning siphons were constructed. The City of Los Angeles purchased 4,000 acres of clay- and
limestone-rich land near the Mojave Desert town of Monolith and established a facility that
produced 1,000 barrels of Portland cement per day for the project. The aqueduct system also
included Haiwee, Fairmont, Bouquet Canyon, and Dry Canyon reservoirs, as well as two reservoirs
in the San Fernando Valley where water from Owens Valley entered the local distribution system
(Kahrl 1979:32; Schwarz 1991:18-20, 22-23).

Homesteaders frequently pursued mining and agriculture in the Antelope Valley region into the
1930s, although mining declined thereafter. In its place, the military rose in importance during
World War II. The U.S. Army conducted flight training operations at War Eagle Field, south of
Rosamond, while the U.S. Navy built an airfield and training facility in the town of Mojave. The
federal government also established Muroc Army Airfield east of Rosamond. Later renamed
Edwards Air Force Base, it continues to operate as a hub for U.S. test flights and aircraft
development to this day (ICF 2015:2.2).

Willow Springs
Nineteenth Century

As one of only three natural oases in the Antelope Valley, Willow Springs was one of the most
geographically significant watering holes in the Mojave Desert. Situated on the trail connecting the
southern portion of the San Joaquin Valley and the desert area through the Tehachapi Pass, Willow
Springs was the only source of surface water for people traveling between Desert Spring to the
north and the San Gabriel Mountains to the south. It served as a source of water for Native
Americans, explorers and emigrants, stagecoaches and freight teams, and bandits traveling through
the Antelope Valley (Museum of Art and History 2021; Tehachapi News 1951:3).

Prior to the arrival of Europeans, Willow Springs served as an important stop for Native Americans
undertaking migration or trading trips through the valley. Although deserters from the Spanish
Cavalry probably traveled Native American trails that led there, Willow Springs first appeared in the
historical record in 1776, when Padre Francesco Garces stopped there for water upon returning to
Southern California from the San Joaquin Valley (Museum of Art and History 2021). During the
mission era, runaway Native Americans drove their horses along the main trail and stopped for
water first at Willow Springs before heading north to Desert Spring Indian Wells and into the desert
(Tehachapi News 1951:3). Due to this activity, the old trail became known as the Indian Horsethief
Trail (later known as the Walker Trail), as the springs also provided water for escaping horse
thieves (Museum of Art and History 2021; Tehachapi News 1951:3).
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Several other exploring parties visited Willow Springs during the mid-nineteenth century. In 1844,
John C. Fremont recorded his stop at the springs and described resting under the spring’s willow
trees (Museum of Art and History 2021). In 1849, several small bands of lost Gold Rush 49ers such
as the Manly-Jayhawk Party and the Bennet-Arcan Party stopped at Willow Springs to relieve their
thirst after a difficult journey through Death Valley (Tehachapi News 1951:3; Museum of Art and
History 2021).

Willow Springs became private property in 1862, when President Abraham Lincoln transferred the
springs and surrounding lands from the public domain to General Edward Beale. That same year,
Nelson Ward and his wife Adelia settled next to the springs. The Wards established a station and
constructed an adobe boarding house for horse and mule teams. The increasingly busy station’s
boarding house became known as “Hotel de Rush,” and some guests reportedly had to sleep at the
bar (Museum of Art and History 2021). Between 1864 and 1872, Willow Springs functioned as a
stage and freight station on the Los Angeles-Havilah stage lines. It also continued to serve as a
general watering and resting place for entrepreneurs such as Remi Nadeau, who transported silver
from the Cerro Gordo Mines, and freight teams associated with the development of the Death Valley
borax deposits (Museum of Art and History 2021; Tehachapi News 1951:3).

After Nelson Ward'’s death, a couple named Riley took over the Willow Springs station. They
operated the station until 1876, when introduction of the Southern Pacific Railroad line through the
valley made long-distance stagecoach travel obsolete (Museum of Art and History 2021).In 1937, a
plaque commemorating Willow Springs’ designation as a California Historical Landmark (CHL) was
placed on the approximate site of the old stage station. The concrete watering trough at the site of
the station is a reminder of the days when horses, mules, and oxen were the sole means of
transportation. The concrete trough replaced a wooden trough present at the site during the
station’s operation (Bakersfield Californian 1937:9).

Willow Springs is CHL No. 130. It was originally designated as a CHL in 1937 for its historical
significance to early travel across the Antelope Valley as a watering hole and a stage station prior to
completion of the Southern Pacific Railroad. A 1937 CHL plaque remains present on the west side of
Manly Road approximately 1,000 feet north of the intersection of Manly Road and Truman Road.
The Willow Springs CHL was rededicated in 1951 and registered as CHL No. 130, with an additional
plaque installed approximately 750 feet northeast of the 1937 plaque, at the east end of the small
portion of Manly Road aligned east-west through today’s Willow Springs Company property. The
1951 plaque remains intact today (Bakersfield Californian 1937:9; Tehachapi News 1951:3).

After the stage and freighting traffic ceased, Willow Springs remained quiet for the next few decades.
In 1900, an early Mojave Desert pioneer and local miner, Ezra M. Hamilton, bought the springs as
well as surrounding acres and moved there with his family. The watering hole became a center of
activity once again (Museum of Art and History 2021).

Hamilton Era

Ezra Hamilton arrived in Willow Springs in 1897, poor in both health and finances (Bakersfield
Morning Echo 1904:4). After exploring the desert, Hamilton found traces of gold that he believed to
be native to the area, and in 1897 he set up his own mine and five-stamp mill on the west slope of
Tropico Hill, which is located midway between Willow Springs and Rosamond (Bakersfield
Californian 1975:9; Tehachapi News 1914:1). The land proved so rich in ore that with just a small
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group of men Hamilton was able to mine $16,000 worth of gold in one week (Bakersfield Morning
Echo 1904:4). The ore from the mine was also exceptionally high in grade, with some yields earning
as much as $20,000 per ton. Hamilton’s mine ended up producing more than a million dollars’ worth
of gold. (Bakersfield Californian 1938:5, 1975:9).

Soon after establishing the mine, Hamilton bought 160 acres in Willow Springs from General Beale’s
estate for $3,500 and made it his home. Willow Springs had an abundance of water for irrigation,
which was key to its development and success (Tehachapi News 1914:1; Bakersfield Californian
1975:9). Although Hamilton considered using the water from the spring to run the mill for his gold
mine, the natural landscape and tranquility of Willow Springs convinced him to set up a resort
instead, which became “the ‘social mecca’ of the Antelope Valley” (Bakersfield Californian 1975:9,
quoted; Museum of Art and History 2021). In 1904, Hamilton constructed 27 stone buildings,
including: houses for himself, his family, and employees; a hotel consisting of a cluster of a dozen
cottages; a cement-lined swimming bath; a “town hall” and a dance hall (possibly the same building);
a post office; a trading post; and a restaurant. Makeshift greenhouses were also created to help stock
the trading post and restaurant with produce. The resort’s hotel cottages could accommodate up to
30 people and included amenities such as fresh ice, flush toilets, and electricity (Museum of Art and
History 2021; Bakersfield Morning Echo 1904:4). Hamilton also furnished the cottages, which he
rented to both travelers and convalescing or sick people for ten dollars a month. Hamilton promoted
the dry climate of Willow Springs as healthy and beneficial to people suffering from weak lungs, and
he promoted the waters of the springs as medicinal. Constructed of stone, the cottages were
comfortable, although not fully finished. At the time of Willow Springs’ development, the nearest
trees stood about 12 miles away from the settlement, so Hamilton had wood hauled in for the
houses’ grates (Bakersfield Morning Echo 1905:2; Bakersfield Morning Echo 1904:4). A 1904
newspaper article described the development activity at Willow Springs: “everything about Willow
Springs is being fitted up in the best manner, but there is no ostentation of wealth, and poor and rich
are the recipients of the same genial hospitality” (Bakersfield Morning Echo 1904:4).

Under Hamilton’s management, Willow Springs became the place for community gatherings.
Traveling road shows would stop to provide entertaining performances in the auditorium, and
churches frequently held their services there. Although his resort proved successful, Hamilton was
determined to transform Willow Springs into the center of the surrounding rural community. The
construction of the first school at Willow Springs was completed in 1904, and a year later Hamilton
built a larger school at the property just a short distance away from the earlier one to accommodate
more children. As Ezra Hamilton was the first resident of the Antelope Valley to own a car, Willow
Springs also boasted the first automobile garage in the area, which Hamilton equipped with a gas
pump (Museum of Art and History 2021). In 1904, there were about 50 permanent residents at
Willow Springs, and Hamilton planned to build more cottages as more people moved to the area
(Bakersfield Morning Echo 1904:4).

Hamilton died of heart failure in 1914 at age 81. At the time of his death, he was survived by his wife
and three sons, who resided in Willow Springs and Rosamond (Tehachapi News 1914:1). Hamilton’s
estate—valued at $23,878.10 and consisting mainly of land in southern Kern County—was
distributed to his widow Elsie E. Hamilton, Fred M. Hamilton, Truman W. Hamilton, and W. Lester
Hamilton. Fred and Truman Hamilton inherited the hotel property, while Elsie Hamilton inherited
the family home (Bakersfield Morning Echo 1916:2).
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After Hamilton’s death, his once-thriving resort passed on to his children, who sold the place 3 years
later. Between 1918 and 1930, Willow Springs had a variety of owners until the Willow Springs
Company—who carried on local mining operations—purchased the resort for its headquarters
(Museum of Art and History 2021). Into the 1930s, Willow Springs remained what a newspaper
described as “a thriving way station” that “offer[ed] gasoline to the traveler” (Bakersfield Californian
1937:9). In 1952, the Tehachapi earthquake destroyed some of the buildings at Hamilton’s former
property. However, Willow Springs endured. In the following years, the resort remained at least
partly occupied. Although ownership changed hands several times, people continued to reside in the
houses and cottages, and the restaurant continued to do business. During the mid-twentieth century,
flight crews participating in the Bell-X-1 experimental flights at Edwards Airforce base resided at
Willow Springs as tenants. Such tenants included Chalmers “Slick” Goodlin, the first person to fly the
X-1, and Dick Frost, team test project manager for the X-1 program. Renowned female pilot Pancho
Barnes also spent time at Willow Springs as a visitor. The restaurant closed at an unknown date. As
one source states, since the restaurant closed “Willow Springs village has again fallen quiet, spare
for the sound of cars racing nearby” at the racetrack located approximately 1.5 miles southeast of
the former Hamilton property (Museum of Art and History 2021).

4.1.2 Mining and Oil Drilling

One of the most powerful economic magnets that drew settlers to the Antelope Valley was mining.
Between 1880 and 1950, entrepreneurs explored and extracted minerals (e.g., copper, gold, silver),
as well as oil, clay, mud, and borate. Numerous mining districts were established, including Kramer,
Kramer Hills, El Paso, Mojave, Oro Grande, Randsburg, and Rosamond. Due to the proximity to
residences, homestead claims frequently came into conflict with mineral claims, which required
intervention by USGS and additional field surveys. Extensive mud-and-clay mining took place at the
dry Rosamond Lake and other dry lakebeds, mainly to produce bentonite clay for refining petroleum
products. Borax mining also flourished north and east of Rogers Dry Lake (Edwards Air Force Base
2009:126; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:52-53).

The most notable mining activity in the vicinity of the study area focused on gold. Ezra Hamilton,
who owned the Los Angeles-based East Side Pottery Company, originally came to the Antelope
Valley to mine clay but, to his good fortune, discovered gold in clay deposits. At Tropico Hill, east of
Willow Springs Butte, Hamilton established the Lida Mine in the mid-1890s. Hamilton later sold the
mine, and the resulting Tropico Mining Company operated successfully for many years and
expanded to include a mill. Two Canadian-born brothers, Clifford and Cecil Burton, worked at the
mine and mill and eventually acquired the operation (Hoover et al. 2002:135-136; Settle 1967:69;
Varney 1990:73-74).

After the purchase of the Tropico Mine, mining activities began to increase in the area. The Burtons
improved the mill and soon thereafter began to process ore from other mines, as well. During the
1930s, the price of gold increased dramatically. Approximately 400 mines sent ore to the Burtons’
mill for processing. The brothers also extracted deeper Tropico Mine deposits to increase their
profits. One such mine was the Cactus Queen, at Soledad Mountain, northeast of the study area.
George Holmes had developed Soledad Mountain’s Silver Queen (also known as the Gold Queen)
mine during the boom of the 1930s. During that time, investors made approximately $6 million from
the Silver Queen mine. Holmes eventually sold the mine to a South African interest for $3.5 million.
Federal restrictions on mining activity during World War Il and subsequent inflation ended the
mining boom and forced the closure of the Burtons’ Tropico operations, although intermittent
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mining activity has taken place there since, including at the Cactus Queen (Hoover et al. 2002:135-
136; Settle 1967:69-71; Varney 1990:73-74).

The discovery of oil north of Muroc buoyed the hopes of petroleum speculators, who drilled wells in
the vicinity of today’s Edwards Air Force Base and other parts of the Antelope Valley. In 1922, the
International Petroleum Reporter described drilling activities conducted north and northeast of
Lancaster by the Great Angeles Oil Corporation, the Antelope Oil and Gas Company, and the LA-Kern
0il Syndicate. Test wells were drilled in the Willow Springs area during the early 1930s, as well.
Drilling efforts in the central and western Antelope Valley ultimately proved far less successful than
those undertaken in western Kern County, the latter of which generated an oil bonanza (Bakersfield
Californian 1932, 1933; Edwards Air Force Base 2009:126; GLO 1935; International Petroleum
Reporter 1922:45).

4.1.3 Los Angeles Aqueduct in the Mojave

The City of Los Angeles’s construction of the Los Angeles Aqueduct was both a major endeavor and a
turning point for the Antelope Valley. The aqueduct was, in large part, built by human labor. Along
its route, the City of Los Angeles built temporary camps to house workers, managing personnel and
livestock during construction. All told, “57 camps were established along the line of work, most of
them in the mountains” (City of Los Angeles 1916:18). Camp sizes and the duration of their
occupation varied along the route, depending on the construction needs specific to the adjacent
area.

Construction of the aqueduct in the southwestern portion of the Mojave Division differed from that
in other areas in a number of ways. Southern Pacific constructed a branch line from Mojave to the
north, leaving the valley segment south of Mojave without railroad service. As a consequence,
construction materials and labor camp provisions had to be hauled into the South Antelope Valley
section of the Mojave Division, first by traction engines, which proved too expensive to maintain,
and later by mule teams (City of Los Angeles 1911:35-36, 1916:90). The Bureau of the Los Angeles
Aqueduct’s 1911 annual report noted that water supply shortages in the Mojave Division occurred
during the summer. To compensate for these shortages, “large, corrugated iron tanks” were built to
store materials for concrete construction and well drilling along the aqueduct alignment west of
Mojave (City of Los Angeles 1911:35-36).

Mojave Division work was characterized as “light work” compared with construction of massive
siphons and tunnels through mountainous terrain. As a result, the aqueduct camps in the South
Antelope Valley section had a more temporary character than the larger mountain camps. The
desert camps in southwest Antelope Valley relocated along the aqueduct line, as required by the
progress of construction (City of Los Angeles 1916:256). Aqueduct planners provisioned these
camps with tents and buildings that were designed for impermanence (e.g., offices, dwellings, bunk
houses), the latter of which “could be taken down in sections, loaded on wagons, and expeditiously
erected again at some other point” (City of Los Angeles 1916:89).

Construction of the cut-and-cover tunnel through the southwestern Antelope Valley was completed
by 1912. Steam shovels and other heavy pieces of equipment were transported to other segments of
the aqueduct that were still under construction (City of Los Angeles 1916:21). The rest of the Los
Angeles Aqueduct was completed in 1913 and today remains an important part of southern
California water infrastructure (City of Los Angeles 1916:26).
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4.1.4 Transmission Line Technology in Southern California

Although Europeans developed the first overhead electrical transmission lines as early as the 1870s,
the so-called “white coal” of hydroelectric generation initiated and drove the evolution of
transmission technology in California beginning in the 1890s. Constructed over 28 miles from
Pomona to San Bernardino in 1891, the San Bernardino Light & Power Company’s 5-kV
transmission line was Southern California’s first long-distance electrical transmission line. The
following year, a 23-mile line completed between Riverside and Mill Creek operated as the first 10-
kV commercial three-phase AC transmission line in the region. An advance beyond the Mill Creek
system'’s transmission capacity, an 11-kV commercial three-phase AC line began transmitting
electricity from the Folsom Powerhouse 22 miles to Sacramento in 1895. Transmission technology
improved at a rapid pace thereafter. By 1906, state-of-the-art insulator design supported voltage
capacity up to 60 kV. Iron and sometimes steel lattice, tubular, or pipe poles carried electrical lines
until the turn of the century. Thereafter, engineers increasingly opted for riveted steel lattice towers,
which reduced labor costs, especially for higher-voltage lines (Becker et al. 2015:40-45; Williams
1997:176-177).

In 1907, E. M. Hewlett and H. W. Buck introduced the suspension insulator, which allowed long-
distance transmission capacity to reach 100 kV. By 1909, three transmission lines could deliver as
much as 100 kV of electricity at distances greater than 150 miles: Great Western Power’s Las Plumas
line from Big Bend to Oakland (155 miles); Colorado Power Company’s Glenwood-Denver line (152
miles); and the Southern Power Company’s Great Falls, South Carolina-Durham, North Carolina line
(210 miles). By 1912, Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) had completed a 100-kV line from its
Drum Powerhouse in Placer County to Oakland (110 miles) (Hughes 1983:280, 282; Van Wormer
and Dolan 1999:15).

First developed by the Pacific Light and Power Company, which completed a 241-mile 150-kV line to
Los Angeles in 1913, the Big Creek hydroelectric power transmission system became the focal point
of transmission technology advancement in the southern portion of California over the next decade.
The Big Creek line set a new standard, with steel lattice towers 41 feet high incorporating cross
arms approximately 34 feet wide, which engineers designed to carry conduit at average lengths of
660 feet between tower locations. Southern California Edison (SCE) acquired the Big Creek system
in 1917 and began upgrading and building new lines with 220-kV capacity, which included
augmenting existing towers to carry heavier loads. SCE engineers developed a larger version of the
Big Creek tower model for the next major transmission line, the Vincent 220-kV Transmission Line.
The new towers, although similar in appearance to the old Big Creek towers, had additional height
and cross-bracing to support the structural load of the 220-kV wire spanning the 224-mile
transmission alignment. SCE completed the Vincentline in 1926. In northern California, PG&E had
completed a 202-mile, 220-kV line from its Pit River hydroelectric system to Sacramento 4 years
earlier (Becker et al. 2015:49, quoted; Electrical West 1962:394; Van Wormer and Dolan 1999:15).

Benefitting from the advances in long distance transmission and tower design, the City of Los
Angeles, through its newly formed Bureau of Power and Light, harnessed hydropower made
available by construction of the Los Angeles Aqueduct from 1908 to 1913 to develop its own
municipal electrical system. Bureau of Power and Light, later the LADWP, built an over 200-mile-
long transmission line through the Owens Valley to carry power generated by multiple aqueduct
hydroelectric plants, a new San Francisquito Power Plant No. 1 near Santa Clarita, and a Central
Receiving Station (now Receiving Station A), northeast of downtown, as the first phases of a
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generation, transmission, and distribution network. The system initiated service in 1917, delivering
electricity to the city over a 115-kV transmission line on steel lattice towers.

The development of Boulder Dam during the 1930s resulted in the next major advancement in long-
distance electrical transmission. SCE constructed three single-circuit 220-kV lines, and LADWP built
three single-circuit 287.5-kV lines to transmit power from Boulder Dam on the Colorado River to the
Los Angeles area. These transmission systems began delivering power to the Los Angeles area in
1938. LADWP’s line stretched 226 miles and carried power on towers ranging from 109- to 144-feet
high, the largest in the world at the time of construction. Furthermore, LADWP’s line carried “the
highest commercial operating voltage in the world” and represented the “pinnacle of achievement in
point to point high voltage power transmission” (Electrical West 1962:394; Van Wormer and Dolan
1999:13, quoted).

After World War 1], the effort to connect the electrical systems of large regions fueled noteworthy
advances in transmission technology. The largest interconnection effort in the Western United
States was the Pacific Intertie Project, completed in the late 1960s. California-based SCE, PG&E, and
LADWP joined with the Bonneville Power Administration and Portland General Electric to construct
twin 500-kV AC lines and a single 800-KkV direct current (DC) line from Washington state to
southern California. Engineers developed new metal lattice tower configurations, insulator designs,
and conductor technology to carry the heavier equipment, while minimizing cost over its 845-mile
length. When complete, the Pacific Intertie was the first use of DC power transmission in the United
States and the world’s largest system in terms of length, voltage, and power capacity (Becker et al.
2015:51; Northwest Power Planning Council 2001; Great Bend Tribune 1964:18).

4.1.5 Homesteading and Agriculture

Beyond the Antelope Valley railroad stops that developed into towns and eventually into cities, most
settlement in the region involved homesteading lands for ranching and agriculture. Ethno-religious
groups, prohibitionists, and utopian socialists also established agricultural colonies in the region
during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Some newcomers homesteaded lands with
the primary goal of becoming successful ranchers or farmers, and other homesteaders undertook
requisite improvement of lands strategically in an effort to supplement their mining endeavors
(Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53).

Homesteading claims in the western Antelope Valley region began primarily after 1900, a
consequence of several factors. Having received transfers of significant land grants in 1903 from the
federal government, the Southern Pacific Railroad launched heavy land-sale promotions during the
1910s, which attracted settlers from the east and Europe. Rising land prices in Los Angeles and
other urbanizing areas of southern California enhanced the appeal of homesteading in the Antelope
Valley for some southland residents. These factors, along with amendments to the Desert Land Act—
which made provisions for absentee ownership, reduced irrigation, and cultivation requirements,
and shrank requisite periods of residency—generated a boom in homesteading activity that lasted
from the 1910s through the mid-1930s (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones &
Stokes 2004:53-54). However, not all homesteads were successful. Numerous claims filed after
1910 were never patented because of homesteaders’ failure to improve lands adequately. Although
Southern Pacific Railroad and other Antelope Valley land promoters presented the region as
exceptionally fertile, settlers often confronted difficult climatic conditions, including frequent high
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winds during multiple seasons, flooding, intermittent drought, and, at times, excruciating heat
(Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53-54).

Homesteading in the Antelope Valley largely came to an end in the 1930s. Prevailing drought
conditions worsened locally and across the nation during that decade. In addition, the Great
Depression made it increasingly difficult for prospective settlers to accumulate capital for necessary
improvements. As a result, during that time, many Antelope Valley settlers abandoned their
homesteads, and the longstanding emphasis on promoting private use and development gave way to
a new emphasis on conservation and preservation by the National Park Service, U.S. Forest Service,
and Bureau of Land Management. In 1935, the federal government stopped accepting new
“homestead” or “desert lands” entries, although small, 5-acre homestead tracts could be purchased
until 1950, and homesteaders with valid claims prior to 1935 could continue to improve their land
(Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:54).

Across the vicinity of the project, agricultural activity increased after World War II. From 1953 to
1956, land cultivated with crops in the Kern County portion of the Antelope Valley increased from
26,000 to more than 41,000 acres (with 23,732 acres irrigated), mostly in areas west of Rosamond
and around Cantil. Alfalfa fields made up the majority of cultivated land across the larger Antelope
Valley, followed by dry-land grains. During the 1950s, Antelope Valley farmers devoted limited
acreage to irrigated forage crops, vegetables, almonds, apples, peaches, and other fruits. Field crops,
such as alfalfa and grain, as well as irrigated pastureland, dominated agricultural activity in the Kern
County portion of the Antelope Valley, accounting for 34,978 acres in 1957. Alfalfa fields for hay and
seed made up 90 percent of that acreage. In terms of livestock, sheep grazing was the most
prominent activity in the Kern County portion of the valley during the 1950s. At this time,
agriculture accounted for 97 percent of Antelope Valley water use. Although groundwater depletion
led some farmers to abandon acreage by the late 1950s, pumping for irrigation remained
economically feasible in most of the valley’s farming areas (DWR 1959:36-49).

The mainstay of agriculture in the project vicinity, Antelope Valley alfalfa production went into
decline after the 1950s. Rising electricity costs for pumping depleted groundwater supplies and
made alfalfa farming more difficult over time. Valley land planted in alfalfa declined from 38,525
acres in 1950 to 8,810 acres in 1987. Between 1953 and 1988, total groundwater pumped annually
in the valley declined from 480,000 acre-feet to 69,000 acre-feet. Although land in the project
vicinity continued to be cultivated during the 1970s, crop farming in the Rosamond and Willow
Springs areas declined dramatically thereafter (DWR 1959:49; Templin et al. 1995:1-2, 7, 16, 64).

4.1.6 Agricultural Buildings

Kern County is one of the leading farm counties in the United States (Beeman 2016). Historically,
ranching was the main form of agriculture in Kern County, but, more recently, fruits and vegetables
have become important crops in the County (Beeman 2016). Important crops and commodities in
Kern County include grapes, almonds, milk, citrus, cattle, pistachios, and carrots (Water Association
of Kern County 2021). With the County’s strong association with agriculture, there are many
agricultural buildings in the county. Types of agricultural buildings include barns, storage silos,
equipment sheds, and cattle housing.

An early barn type includes transverse frame. Transverse frame barns have front-gabled roofs and
large, centered entries for horse-drawn vehicles, tractors, trucks, or other equipment to access the
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central passages. Storage of hay or other animal feed are often in second story lofts (Noble 1984: 6-
7, 11-13). A common variant, the Midwest three-portal barn is a transverse frame farm with added
shed roof-enclosed side aisles, each with front elevation (Noble 1984:13). After World War 1],
industrial-scale feed silos replaced the storage loft of many barns. One-story pole barns with walls
formed of vertical metal poles and attached siding and low-pitched gabled roofs supported by steel-
girder trusses became prevalent (Noble 1984:47; Noble & Cleek 1996:39). Recently, agricultural
producers have developed simpler structures to provide shelter for livestock, stripping pole barns of
their siding altogether in favor of open-sided structures consisting of steel columns that support
low-pitched metal roofs. Such shelters can be large and extensive, creating a larger area of sheltered
space.

Because of the practical and utilitarian use of agricultural buildings, they rarely have applied
architectural styles. Agricultural buildings usually have a vernacular style with local materials,
including wood frame and cladding. Some newer agriculture buildings have corrugated metal siding.
If there are windows, they may include double-hung or fixed wood-frame sashes; fixed or
operational steel-frame sashes, or horizontally sliding aluminum sashes. Many ancillary buildings
incorporate one or more larger vehicle entries, often with roll-up metal doors, as well as pedestrian
entries with single-leaf doors. Associated historic vernacular landscape features include irrigation
features, feedlots, tanks, and pastureland (SurveyLA 2018a:43).

Post-War Retail Building

Post-World War I], architects and builders increasingly oriented buildings around the automobile.
Instead of relying on Main Street commercial centers, developers and retail owners often opted to
erect free-standing buildings on large parcels with easy automobile access. This new commercial
building type appeared on parcels that could accommodate larger buildings and parking lots and
often were along new commercial strips and freeway frontage roads. Architects and builders
designed these new, free-standing buildings with moderate-to-deep setbacks in order to provide
convenient automobile parking. In some examples, architects and builders arranged paved parking
areas along the sides of these buildings, but not to the rear. This pattern of development created a
pattern of voids and solids along the street and, as the scale of the buildings and adjoining parking
lots increased, would become more pronounced (Prosser 2017:17).

Free-standing, post-war retail buildings came in a variety of forms and displayed varying degrees of
Modernistic architectural styles. The type ranged from simple rectilinear buildings of concrete-block
construction with flat primary fagades, display windows, and little-to-no cladding, to elaborately
designed buildings with large expanses of glass, multiple cladding materials, cantilevered canopies,
dramatic roof lines, and eye-catching signage (Prosser 2017:16-17; Liebs 1995:30-31).

4.1.7 Gas and Service Stations

As automobile ownership increased in the early twentieth century, gas filling stations incorporated
auto repair elements, adding grease pits, flat tire repairs, and replacement parts to their services. By
the end of the 1920s, gas stations also incorporated a repair garage, creating the neighborhood
service station (Liebs 1995:102). Early gas-and-service stations often featured two buildings,
configured in an L- or U-shape, surrounding a central gasoline pump. However, this format proved
to be short-lived. During the 1930s Depression, gas-and-service station builders condensed two
buildings into one and situated pumps on the exterior. Owners soon sited pumps farther from the
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building in an effort to address vehicular circulation needs. Builders designed gasoline and service
stations in popular architectural styles of the era, including Streamline Moderne and International
styles. These styles allowed owners to display advertisements for services and goods to motorists
through spacious garage bays and large storefront windows (Liebs 1995:102-106).

Starting in the 1950s, building designers re-introduced L-plans and varied the heights of buildings,
with the service portion typically taller than the office portion. Builders continued the trend of
designing buildings in popular styles and added Mid-Century Modern, Contemporary, and Ranch to
the style palette. Modern styles included use of concrete blocks and multiple cladding materials, flat
rooflines with extended overhangs, large canopies supported by thin metal posts, wide expanses of
glass, and tall, stand-alone signage. Service stations with Ranch-style elements featured front-
gabled, low-pitched rooflines with extended eaves, metal-framed windows, wood-and-brick
cladding, and large canopies (Jones et al. 2016:7-3, 7-5, 7-8; Rotary Lift 2020). Shed stations with a
canopy extending from the building across the driveway to the pump to provide shelter for fueling
were common in commercial districts in urban areas. In rural areas, multi-use stations positioned
pumps outside of stores, inns, and restaurants, often providing open areas for parking. Like shed-
type stations, multi-use stations sometimes incorporated small buildings and canopies to shelter the
filling area (Randl 2008:2).

Beginning in the late 1960s, auto repair became popular as an at-home hobby, decreasing the
relevance of service stations. Specialty shops sold auto repair items for at-home repairs. This change
in auto repair trends contributed to the decline of the gasoline and service station business. To
adapt, some gasoline and service stations transitioned away from offering repairs to other services,
such as convenience stores and other shops, restaurants or other food services, and offices, a
concept known as store with gas or dual fuel depot (Liebs 1995:113-115).

4.1.8 Manufactured Homes

Manufactured homes, commonly known as trailer homes or mobile homes, represent a housing
trend spurred by automobile tourism and travel at the turn of the twentieth century. Landowners
developed campsites called auto courts or motor courts that allowed travelers to pitch tents or sleep
in their cars. The camps provided an economical lodging option and welcome alternative to hotels,
which were sometimes deemed too formal. This movement led to the design of prefabricated trailer
homes in the 1930s, allowing travelers to essentially bring “homes” to the motor parks, rather than
sleeping in tents or automobiles. Trailer homes were small (on average, 8 feet wide and 32 feet long)
and typified as “one ‘room’ that served several functions and included transformable furniture”
(Lawrence 2012:15), designed to allow for easy transport by hitching them to cars. Trailer homes
relied heavily on metal construction materials. A typical trailer park had relatively compact, angled,
parallel-parking spaces, which allowed the maximum number of homes to fit in the park at one time.
Trailer parks often had a laundry room, toilets, showers, or other limited amenities onsite. During
and after World War II, the government subsidized the construction of trailer camps to address a
housing shortage. The efforts by the government to provide affordable and quickly assembled
housing led to a more permanent version of the trailer home known as the mobile home (Lawrence
2012:12, 14,15, 17,18, 22; Fowler et al. 2016:4).

By the late 1960s, mobile homes had become a popular housing choice across the country. By that
point, one-third of single-family dwellings in the United States were mobile homes, approximately
20 out of every 100 Californians lived in a mobile park in California alone, and six million Americans
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lived in them across the nation (Fowler et al. 2016:11). Features such as shutters and gable roofs,
indoor bathrooms, increased electrical capabilities, and landscaping appeared on mobile homes,
making them look and function more like suburban homes. Mobile homes increased in size (up to 14
feet wide and 34 feet long), and most had more than one section. Other changes and features include
two stories, indoor bathrooms, fold-out porches, full-height doors, and jalousie and bay windows
(Fowler et al. 2016:9, 11). Many mobile home designs contained corridors to separate the living
spaces, and telescoped sections or awnings provided more living space. Mobile homes also included
chassis and wheels, which allowed a professional to transport them to the site, but they no longer
had the transient capability of trailer homes, due to their size and weight. Mobile home construction
included wood composite, aluminum, or steel. Larger, rectangular lots replaced the angled parking
spots to allow for larger homes and, depending on the arrangement of the homes, often provided
more privacy. Camps soon included amenities such as swimming pools, playgrounds, and
recreational facilities, which made these communities desirable and offered a more affordable price
than conventional homeownership. Following the safety and construction standards published in
1976, the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development introduced the term manufactured
home for mobile and trailer homes (Haney n.d.:2; Lawrence 2012:18-19; Fowler et al. 2016:9, 11).

Many trailer parks and mobile home parks still exist today. Most parks are specific to either trailer
homes or mobile homes and can contain dozens to hundreds of homes. Simple street arrangements
may be observed or more complex patterns, including radial street designs in some cases. Most will
have one primary entrance to the park and be enclosed by a retaining wall. Although well-built, most
manufactured home parks are vernacular, and professionals designed very few of these
communities and homes. If well-maintained, manufactured homes can provide affordable housing
even many years after being constructed and are said to be “the single most affordable type of
housing available” (Haney n.d.:4; Lawrence 2012:36; Fowler et al. 2016:11,14).

4.1.9 Bungalow

A bungalow is a modest residential dwelling type whose primary design tenets are simplicity and
economy. Designers applied the bungalow building type to popular styles of the period, including
Spanish Colonial Revival, English Revival, American Colonial Revival, and Craftsman. The type was
popular from the early twentieth century until World War 1. Bungalow is a British adaptation of the
Bengali word bangala, which refers to a seventeenth-century Indian hut. The components of a
bungalow have evolved since British army tents, but still display simplicity, large, open spaces, and
outdoor ventilation, elements that attracted Californians in the early twentieth century. In stark
contrast to the ostentatious architecture of the preceding Victorian era, the bungalow’s “simplicity
and artistry could harmonize in one affordable house” (Winter 1996:8).

Bungalows commonly feature all living spaces on one floor and built-in furniture, and, although they
can vary in size, most are compact and have a low profile. They are simple and practical to construct
and lack ornamentation (Winter 1996:8-10). The bungalow became available for purchase in highly
marketed plan books and catalogues in a variety of styles and for shipment by railroad in a
prefabricated format. Because of the efficiency and low cost, property developers were able to
construct bungalow courts, or clusters of bungalows, on a single property, arranged sometimes
around shared green, open space or with a driveway. Bungalows dipped in popularity following
World War II, when an even more economical residential form took hold: the tract house (Winter
1996:6-10; Grimes 2016:8-11).
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4.1.10 Quonset Hut

Quonset huts stemmed from a military need for prefabricated, easy to build, portable buildings. In
1916, World War I British officer Major Peter Norman Nissen patented the first iteration of what
became the Quonset Hut. The Nissen Hut was a semi-cylindrical shelter constructed of corrugated
steel cuts in strips and wrapped around a steel frame. The U.S. Navy recognized the adaptability of
the structures and decided to manufacture their own version of the Nissen Hut during World War II.
The U.S. Navy hired George A. Fuller and Company, a Chicago architectural firm, to design a better-
functioning hut that would help solve the U.S. Navy’s need for storage and housing. Their designs
would become the Quonset Hut. Named after new naval base Quonset Point, in Rhode Island, the
Navy had two specifications for the hut’s design: arched in shape and easy to assemble/dissemble.
The Fuller firm designed three iterations throughout World War 1, each with two different size
plans. The first hut, the T-Rib Quonset, proved heavy and hard to ship overseas. The second, the
Quonset Redesign, included a better floorplan and new frame built with material from Stran-Steel,
which helped to lighten the shipment of the hut materials and cost less to produce. The final
redesign used new materials, including half-inch plywood and lighter siding that made the huts even
lighter to ship and easier to assemble (SurveyLA 2015:1-4).

U.S. military contractors manufactured approximately 160,000 Quonset huts during World War II.
Other manufacturers also produced Quonset huts for the civilian market during the war. The United
States sold many surplus military huts to the public, which served a variety of purposes, including
housing, barns, and restaurants (Survey LA 2015: 4). In a 1946 press release, Stran-Steel stated that
its Quonset huts had been adapted for 257 different uses. Housing developers attempted to use
Quonset huts to meet the pressing need for post-war housing throughout the country with modest
success. The sloping sides of the frame made the floorplan smaller on the inside, and the huts
reminded many veterans in need of housing of their time in the military, both leading to less interest
in buying a Quonset hut (Washington State 2021).

4.1.11 Vernacular

Vernacular buildings typically include features that express the influence of a particular
architectural style, but do not reflect an architect’s or builder’s intentional articulation of a specific
architectural style. Vernacular structures are part of the common, everyday fabric of the built
environment. Their purposes, functions, and aesthetic values and objectives play crucial roles in
determining their design and construction.

Historically, vernacular architecture reflects the common building traditions, construction materials,
culture, climate, and landscape of a particular nation, region, or place. During the industrial and
post-industrial eras, modern forces, such as industrial fabrication, mass-production and distribution,
consumer capitalism, and large-scale market conditions, influenced vernacular architecture more
than place and tradition. Architectural historians Herbert Gottfried and Jan Jennings argue that
during the late nineteenth and twentieth centuries, vernacular architecture continued to qualify as
“practical” architecture, but also increasingly became an “industrial” or “manufactured” architecture,
not to mention a “market” architecture “responsive to marketing pressure and to changes in
fashion” (Gottfried and Jennings 2009:9-12).
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4.1.12 Spanish Colonial Revival

At the end of World War I, American architects adopted ideas and techniques emphasized in Spanish
architecture, specifically in the Andalusian region, to create a new architectural style. Starting in
1915, the Panama-California Exposition held in San Diego, California, popularized the emerging
Spanish Colonial Revival architectural style. Architect Bertram Grosvenor Goodhue looked to
Spanish Colonial buildings in Latin America for his design of the San Diego Exposition buildings.
Goodhue’s well-received designs led to adoption of Spanish Colonial Revival style across the
southwestern states and Florida from 1915 to 1940 (McAlester 2015:521-522). Due to its ability to
create an austere facade on an otherwise-unassuming building, Spanish Colonial Revival saw
heightened popularity in California. Architects and builders found the new style flexible, allowing
them to apply its various design features to simply built frames. As a result, designers regularly used
it on residential, commercial, and institutional buildings (SurveyLA 2018b:14-15).

Spanish Colonial Revival exteriors incorporate asymmetrical facades with stucco walls and arched
windows and doors. Most buildings designed in this style have multi-level roofs, clay-tile-clad, low-
pitched, cross-gabled, side-gabled, hipped, or flat roofs. Spanish Colonial Revival buildings typically
feature fenestration framed by spiraled wood or stucco columns, covered porches that overlook
decorative-tiled courtyards, and towers. Common Spanish Colonial Revival elements include iron-
and-wood window grilles, balconettes, and door knockers (McAlester 2015:521-525).

4.1.13 Ranch Style

Originally designed in California in the 1930s, Ranch houses drew inspiration from earlier Spanish
Colonial haciendas and northern California farmhouses (SurveyLA 2015:5). The Ranch style gained
popularity after World War 11, due to Federal Housing Administration promotion and loan support.
Architects designed and builders constructed Ranch residences across the United States (McAlester
2015:602-603). Developers constructed entire tracts in the style during the 1950s and 1960s
(McAlester 2015:602-603). Typically, in post-World War Il automobile-dependent suburbs where
workers commuted to and from work in central business districts, the Ranch style maintained its
popularity until circa 1975 (SurveyLA 2015:13-15 Non-tract examples of the style, such as those
found in rural Kern County, are rarer and often simpler, with minimal applied architectural detail.
Easily built and customizable, Ranch homes continued to be constructed across America because
they blended effortlessly into the newly forming middle-class attitude and lifestyle (SurveyLA
2015:13-15).

Ranch houses typically feature horizontal, one-story massing, with either a gable or hip roof. Initially
built with simple rectangular floor plans, by the 1950s, L-shaped floor plans with intersecting gable
roofs became more popular (Gottfried and Jennings 2009:208-209). Developers built these homes
on large tracts of land that allowed for spacious backyards and private outdoor living (McAlester
2015:602-603). Ranch-style homes feature an asymmetrical exterior, often elongating the look of
the house by incorporating an attached front-facing garage. Substyles of the traditional Ranch plan
include Contemporary, Cinderella, American Colonial, and Minimal. Elements of a Cinderella Ranch,
otherwise known as Storybook Ranch, feature steep-pitched porch hoods and Swiss-Chalet inspired
fascia and shutters that give the house an exaggerated fairytale look. In contrast, Minimal Ranch
buildings have a more restrained exterior, including less variation in wall materials and simple
footprints, and were commonly built within Federal Housing Administration design guidelines
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(SurveyLA 2015:17-18). Key features include a large picture window, small porch, and recessed
entry. Builders used a variety of resources, including stucco, brick, stone, and wood. They also
incorporated planters or window boxes into the exterior design for emphasis (McAlester 2015:597-

601).
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5.1 Introduction

The July 2022 Phase Il Cultural Resources Technical Report defined the built environment study area
and described the results of the reconnaissance survey. The report identified built environment
resources needing evaluation for CRHR eligibility and those that require further survey before
evaluation. This chapter describes the methods ICF architectural historians used to evaluate the
built environment resources.

Twenty-six built environment resources are present in the study area. Although architectural
historians could not access eight properties for intensive level survey of some resources, sufficient
information to evaluate all 26 resources was obtained through aerial photography, property
research, and observation from the public right-of-way. Refer to Error! Reference source not f
ound. for summaries of available information for each resource.

5.2 Study Area

The Phase I Cultural Resources Technical Report defined the built environment study area as the
archaeological study area, plus a 0.5-mile buffer around gen-tie routes to account for potential visual
impacts on historical resources (ICF 2022:1-2). Please refer to Figure 1-2 for the study area figure.

5.3 Staffing

ICF architectural historians who conducted field survey for this project include Stephanie Hodal,
Katrina Castaneda, Millie Mujica, and Margaret Roderick. Colleen Davis, Katrina Castaneda, and
Hanna Winzenried authored this technical report. Colleen Davis provided quality control review.

DPR authors include Maureen McCoy, Winzenried, Inga Gudmundsson, Corey Lentz, Roderick,
Hodal, Castaneda, Caitlin Greeley, Millie Mujica, and Timothy Yates. Jessica Feldman and Timothy
Yates provided quality control review.

ICF architectural historians who meet the Secretary of the Interior Professional Qualifications

Standards (36 CFR 61) include Hodal, Roderick, Davis, Winzenried, Lentz, Feldman, Mujica, and
Yates. See Chapter 10, Personnel, for more detail.

5.4 Records Search and Other Previous Evaluations

On March 1, 2021, staff members at the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center conducted a
review of all recorded built environment resources within 0.5 mile of the project site. Architectural
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historians confirmed that five previously recorded resources are present within the built
environment study area (Table 5-1). As indicated in Table 5-1, two of the five have been previously
evaluated and recommended ineligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and the
CRHR. Two of the five are historical resources under CEQA as a result of being listed in, or
determined eligible for listing in, the NRHP and the CRHR: the SCE Vincent (Big Creek No. 3) 220-kV
Transmission Line (P-15-017243) and the First Los Angeles Aqueduct (P-15-003549). One of the
five is CHL No. 130, Willow Springs (P-15-000129).

ICF consulted the NRHP and documents and inventories from the State Historic Preservation Office
(SHPO), including the CHLs, California Points of Historical Interest, listings of NRHP Properties, and
the Built Environment Resources Directory.

Table 5-1. Previously Recorded Potential and Known Built Environment Resources in the Study

Area
Primary Year
Number Built Resource Previous Evaluation?
P-15-018681 1950- LADWP Owens Gorge 230-kV POWER Engineers, Inc. Previously
1952 Transmission Line evaluated as not eligible for the
NRHP or CRHR in 2014, due to a lack
of integrity in the report Cultural
Resources Survey for the Barren
Ridge-Haskell Canyon 230-kV
Transmission Line, Los Angeles and
Kern Counties, California. No status
code was assigned.
P-15-017243 1925- SCE Vincent (Big Creek No. 3) This resource is a Contributor to the
1927 220-kV Transmission Line historic district and has a status code
(Antelope-Magunden No. 2 220-  1D. SCE listed the Big Creek
kV Transmission Line today) Hydroelectric System Historic
District to the NRHP in 2016,
automatically listing it to the CRHR.
P-20-003145 1949- SCE Big Creek No. 4 220-kV SCE evaluated as not eligible for the
1951 Transmission Line) (Antelope- NRHP or CRHR in 2017 and assigned
Mesa 500-kV Transmission Line  6Y and 6Z status codes.
today)
P-15-003549H 1907- First Los Angeles Aqueduct Various segments recorded multiple
1913 times. Found eligible for listing to the
NRHP as part of a historic district in
1992 and 2006. This resource has a
2D2 status code.
P-15-000129, c. 1862 Willow Springs The resource is the site of a former
CHL No. 130 nineteenth century stage station.

First designated as a CHL in 1937, the
site was recorded in 1992 by
Western Mojave Survey Association.
It has never been evaluated for the
NRHP or CRHR.

a Status code in this column refers to California Historical Resource Status Codes.
CHL = California Historic Landmark; CRHR = California Register of Historic Resources; kV = kilovolt; LADWP = Los
Angeles Department of Water and Power; NRHP = National Register of Historic Places; SCE = Southern California
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5.5 Research

Qualified architectural historians conducted research using historic topographic maps, historic
aerial photographs, AncestryLibrary.com, Newspapers.com, building permits accessed through the
Kern County Building & Development, and Kern County Assessor data accessed through the
subscription service ParcelQuest. Where the assessor data did not provide construction dates,
architectural historians reviewed historical maps and identified an approximate construction date.

Qualified architectural historians examined historical maps, including USGS quadrangle maps and
aerial photographs from Nationwide Environmental Title Research Online and University of
California Santa Barbara FrameFinder. Qualified architectural historians reviewed the David
Rumsey Historical Map Collection and the U.S. Department of the Interior Bureau of Land
Management's General Land Office Records for information regarding historical property
ownership. The County of Kern was not able to provide ownership or occupant history, and building
permit records were limited to microfiched online records.

5.6 Field Survey

On June 8, 2021, Katrina Castaneda and Stephanie Hodal conducted a reconnaissance survey from
the public right-of-way. To the extent possible and with limited visibility at several locations due to
distant buildings and intervening vegetation, they observed and recorded built environment
resources 45 years old or older with photographs and noted alterations. On December 28, 2021,
qualified architectural historians Stephanie Hodal and Margaret Roderick conducted an additional
survey of five resources to gather sufficient information to evaluate them. Millie Mujica and
Margaret Roderick conducted a reconnaissance-level survey of the Willow Springs CHL and former
Ezra Hamilton property at Willow Springs from the public right-of-way on March 24, 2023. These
resources are predominantly located on private property that could not be accessed for intensive-
level survey. Table 5-2 summarizes the evaluated resources.

ICF submitted letters to property owners in November 2021, requesting approximately 30 minutes
of access to eight properties in order to adequately survey building exteriors and conduct
evaluations for CRHR eligibility. No responses were received. Although ICF could not obtain
property access to eight built environment properties, architectural historians were able to glean

sufficient information from aerial photography, property research, and observation from the public
right-of-way to evaluate them. Error! Reference source not found. summarizes these resources.

Table 5-2. Evaluated Built Environment Resources

Resource

ID Location/Name Property Type Year Built
01 6195 105th Street Residential 1964

02 6149 105th Street Residential 1968

03 APN 346-032-55-00-4 (no address available)  Agricultural 1968

04 8715 Favorito Avenue Residential, Agricultural 1970

05 5488 Tehachapi-Willow Springs Road Residential 1963

06 10145 Hamilton Road Residential 1963
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Resource

ID Location/Name Property Type Year Built

07 10085 Hamilton Road Residential 1940

08 10057 Hamilton Road Residential 1951

09 Willow Springs CHL No. 130 Stage Station c. 1862

10 3045 90th Street West #A&B Residential 1956

11 9009 Rosamond Boulevard Commercial, Residential c. 1959

12 2973 95th Street Residential -

13 9580 West Rosamond Boulevard Residential 1955

14 9650 West Rosamond Boulevard Residential c. 1963

15 9668 West Rosamond Boulevard Residential c. 1963

16 9714 West Rosamond Boulevard Residential 1919

17 2860 100th Street Residential c. 1945

18 8738 Rosamond Boulevard Residential c. 1945

19 2655 95th Street (Quonset Hut) Residential c. 1950s-

1960s

22 LADWP 500-kV Pacific Intertie Transmission = Transmission Line c. 1965-
Line 1970

23 LADWP Owens Gorge 230-kV Transmission Transmission Line 1950-
Line, P-15-018681 1952

24 Hamilton Property Agricultural, Residential, c.1900-

Hotel, and Restaurant 1914

25 First Los Angeles Aqueduct, P-15-003549H Water, Engineering Feature 1907-

1913

26 SCE Vincent (Big Creek No. 3) 220-kV Transmission Line 1925-
Transmission Line, P-15-017243 (Antelope- 1927
Magunden No. 2 220-kV Transmission Line
today)

27 SCE Big Creek No. 4 220-kV Transmission Transmission Line 1949-
Line, P-20-003145) (Antelope-Mesa 500-kV 1951
Transmission Line today)

28 2655 95th Street (Mobile Homes) Residential c. 1963-

1972
APN = Assessor’s Parcel Number; kV = kilovolt; LADWP = Los Angeles Department of Water and Power; SCE =
Southern California Edison
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6.1 Introduction

Of the 26 resources recorded during field surveys, qualified architectural historians newly evaluated
22 resources and updated four previous evaluations. DPR Forms 523 for these 24 resources are in
Appendix B.

Figure 6-1. and Appendix A depict the 26 resources.

6.2 Historical Resources (CRHR-Eligible)

Three resources are listed in or eligible for listing in the CRHR. Table 6-1 summarizes these findings.
All of these resources were previously evaluated and listed in the CRHR and are therefore CEQA
historical resources. ICF’s architectural historians field-verified these resources and confirmed that
their integrity is sufficient to convey their significance. Significance statements, character-defining
features summaries, and integrity assessments within the study area are provided below. The three
linear resources are depicted in Figure 6-1. Appendix B provides updated DPR forms.

Table 6-1. Historical Resources (CRHR-Eligible)

Resource Eligible

ID Location/Name Year Built Status Code  Criterion/a

22 LADWP 500-kV Pacific Intertie 1965-1970 2S2 1land3
Transmission Line

25 First Los Angeles Aqueduct, P-15-003549H 1907-1913 2D2 1 and 2

26 SCE Vincent (Big Creek No. 3) 220-kV 1925-1927 1D 1,2,and 3

Transmission Line, P-15-017243
(Antelope-Magunden No. 2 220-kV
Transmission Line today)

kV = kilovolt; LADWP = Los Angeles Department of Water and Power; SCE = Southern California Edison
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6.2.1 Resource ID #22: LADWP 500-kV Pacific Intertie
Transmission Line

This 5-mile section of the 845-mile long Pacific Direct Current Intertie (PDCI) runs from the
northeast at McConnell Avenue, between Tehachapi Willow Springs Road and 80th Street West, to
the southwest at Holiday Avenue between 110th Street West and 105th Street West. The PDCI is
also known as the Celilo-Sylmar line. The subject section of the line occupies the west side of the
LADWP Easement, an unpaved service road that serves as a corridor for two additional lines: the
LADWP Owen’s Gorge 230-kV transmission line, also known as Barren Ridge-Rinaldi in this
segment, runs parallel to the Pacific DC Intertie on east side of the LADWP Easement; the LADWP
Barren Ridge-Haskell Canyon transmission line runs east of and parallel to Barren Ridge-Rinaldi.
Additional transmission and distribution lines cross or temporarily enter, parallel, and exit the
corridor near Favorito Avenue, Rosamond Boulevard, and Leslie Avenue. The surrounding area is
rural and sparsely populated, with few paved roads. The surrounding desert landscape features
weathered loamy sand, silt, and clay soil and low scrub vegetation (Dibblee 1963:203).

This segment of the PDCI uses metal-lattice guyed and self-supporting towers. The guyed towers
have a tall, slender, square body that supports a single cross-arm (Plate 6-1). The two-phase circuit
suspends paired conductor cable on either side of the cross-arm; ground wires run on a parallel
plane above the circuit, supported on the tips of the tower peak. The tower body tapers at its base,
connecting to a square mounting plate bolted into a circular concrete footing. Guy wires anchored in
concrete footings stabilize the columnar structure. The self-supporting towers, wide and square at
their base, taper up to a narrow square body that supports a single cross-arm (Plate 6-2). As on the
guyed tower, paired conductor cable is suspended from either side of the cross arm, and ground
wires connect to the tower’s peak. The self-supporting towers stand on four legs set into individual
round concrete footings. Designed by the Bureau of Reclamation and the LADWP, the metal-lattice
towers for the DC line were a new purpose-built form, with a small, light structure supporting
equipment for two-phase power transmission. By using bundled conductors, the project engineers
increased the acceptable spacing between towers, thereby reducing material and construction costs
along the line. Character-defining features (CDFs) of the line include the two metal-lattice tower
designs, the alignment within the right-of-way, the paired conductor cable that forms each two-
phase circuit, and the paired ground wires.

Work on the PDCI began in 1965, including planning, surveying, and construction. Construction on
the mercury-arc converter station at Celilo Substation in Oregon ran from 1965 to 1969, under the
direction of the Bonneville Power Authority, and construction on the similar substation at Sylmar
ran from 1966 to 1969, under the direction of the LADWP. The first tests on the system occurred in
late 1969, and the circuit initiated service in May 1970. At its completion, PDCI was the longest High
Voltage Direct Current (HVDC) transmission line in the world and the first long-distance HVDC
transmission line in the United States (ElectricalWest 1965:41, 1968a:28, 1970:37; Lindseth
1965:70; Schneider 1970:20; Norwood 1981:246).

The evaluated segment of the PDCI retains integrity relative to its historic period of significance, the
period of construction and initial operation, from 1965-1970. Furthermore, it is a contributing
segment in the overall Pacific Northwest-Pacific Southwest Intertie system under the CRHR Criteria
1 and 3. The PDCI is significant under Criterion 1 because the DC component in the first
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transregional extra-high-voltage transmission grid in the country and for its integration of federal,
municipal, and investor-owned transmission networks. The PDCI is significant under Criterion 3 for
its development and design of HVDC transmission technology. The recorded segment is a historical
resource for the purposes of CEQA.

On July 12, 2019, the California SHPO concurred that the Pacific Intertie was eligible for listing to the
NRHP under criteria A and C, giving it a status code of 2S52.

Plate 6-1. Typical Guyed Tower of the Plate 6-2. Typical Self-Supporting Tower of
LADWP Pacific Intertie 500-kV Transmission the LADWP Pacific Intertie 500-kV
Line Transmission Line

6.2.2 Resource ID #25: First Los Angeles Aqueduct, P-15-
003549H

The First Los Angeles Aqueduct (P-15-003549H)

The portion that falls within the study area was part of the Aqueduct’s first phase of construction,
between 1907 and 1913. The larger aqueduct system beyond these segments spans 215 miles,
carrying water from the Owens River into the San Fernando Valley and comprises concreted
aqueducts, reservoirs, dams, siphons, and other features.

Julia Costello, Judith Marvin, and Judy Tordoff of Foothill Resources, Ltd., first recorded the resource
in 1992. Although they did not provide a formal evaluation of the resource, they remarked that the
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Los Angeles Aqueduct, along with construction camps, railroad spurs, pump sites, and other related
features, could be eligible as an NRHP district. Developed by William Mulholland, Chief Engineer for
the LADWP, on its completion, per the 1992 report, it was the third-largest engineering achievement
of its time, after the New York City aqueduct system and the Panama Canal.

In 2006, a report on the Los Angeles Aqueduct similarly found it eligible for listing to the NRHP
as the First Los Angeles Aqueduct Historical Archaeological District. In 2010, A. Fergusson,

H. Calicher, R. Rolston, and N. Lawson of CH2M Hill remarked that this segment appears to be a
contributing element to the entire resource’s overall eligibility under CRHR Criterion 1 for its
successful development of the City of Los Angeles and to the development of southern California and
under Criterion 2 for its strong association to William Mulholland, whose large-scale engineering
projects, such as the Aqueduct, shaped the city’s development.

Three segments of the aqueduct traverse the study area for a total of 6.5 miles. All segments are
subsurface and channelized at this location, belowground at Aqueduct Road (Plate 6-3). The primary
CDF at these segments is the aqueduct’s undisturbed, underground nature. Due to its concealed
underground location and unchanged setting, this resource retains integrity. This resource qualifies
as a historical resource under CEQA because of previous evaluations that found it eligible for the
NRHP and has a 252/2D2 status code. It remains unclear whether the SHPO ever concurred with the
previous NRHP evaluation of the Los Angeles Aqueduct, or if the resource is actually listed in the
CRHR.

Plate 6-3. View of First Los Angeles Aqueduct (underground) facing north, photo taken east of 172nd
Street West
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6.2.4 Resource ID #26: SCE Vincent (Big Creek No. 3) 220 kV
Transmission Line, P-15-017243

The 224-mile-long SCE Vincent (Big Creek No. 3) 220-kV Transmission Line (P-54-005027) qualifies
as a historical resource under CEQA by virtue of its status as a contributor to the Big Creek
Hydroelectric System Historic District. It was constructed between 1925 and 1927 and is known
historically as the Big Creek No. 3 Transmission Line, today identified by SCE as the Antelope-
Magunden No. 2 Transmission Line. The Big Creek Hydroelectric System Historic District was first
determined eligible for listing in the NRHP in 1993. In 2016, SCE nominated the resource for the
NRHP, and it was listed in the NRHP under Criteria A, B, and C for association with the electrification
and industrialization of southern California and the Los Angeles region and innovative electrical
engineering technology. As a contributor to a property listed in the NRHP, the Vincent 220-kV
Transmission Line is automatically listed in the CRHR. It therefore has a 1D status code.

The portion within the study area spans 1.75 miles and has a northwest-southeast orientation, with
its southeastern point at Holiday Avenue. CDFs at this segment include steel-lattice towers and the
alignment within the study area. Plate 6-4 and Plate 6-5 depict portions of the resource.

\

Plate 6-4. Typical tower of SCE Vincent Plate 6-5. View of two SCE Vincent (Big
(Big Creek No. 3) 220-kV Transmission Line Creek No. 3) 220-kV Transmission Line
towers, lefthand side of photograph, facing
west
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6.3 Not Historical Resources (CRHR-Ineligible)

Qualified architectural historians found 23 resources not eligible for listing to the CRHR, including
the Willow Springs CHL No. 130, the site of a former nineteenth-century stage station. Unlike CHL
Nos. 770 and above, CHL Nos. 1-769 are not automatically listed in the CRHR. They are considered
culturally sensitive sites or places requiring evaluation to assess whether they constitute built
environment resources with CRHR eligibility potential. Architectural historians conducted a
reconnaissance survey sufficient to support a CRHR evaluation. They concluded that intact buildings
and structures dating to the stage station’s operation are not present at the site, and that the CHL is
therefore not eligible for CRHR listing as a built environment resource. The CHL is also the site of
several parcels containing buildings and structures developed as part of Ezra Hamilton’s property
beginning in circa 1900-1914. Architectural historians conducted a reconnaissance-level survey of
the Hamilton property and evaluated it for CRHR eligibility. The former Hamilton property was
found potentially significant under CRHR Criterion 3 for the presence of buildings and structures
that could be considered important examples of a type, period, or method of construction. However,
the former Hamilton property was determined to retain insufficient historic integrity to convey
significance under Criterion 3 and was found ineligible for the CRHR. Table 6-2 lists the built
environment resources found ineligible for the CRHR.

Table 6-2. Not Historical Resources (CRHR-Ineligible)

Resource
ID Location/Name Property Type Year Built
01 6195 105th Street Residential 1964
02 6149 105th Street Residential 1968
03 APN 346-032-55-00-4 (no address available) Agricultural 1968
04 8715 Favorito Avenue Residential, 1970
Agricultural
05 5488 Tehachapi-Willow Springs Road Residential 1963
06 10145 Hamilton Road Residential 1963
07 10085 Hamilton Road Residential 1940
08 10057 Hamilton Road Residential 1951
09 Willow Springs CHL No. 130 Stage Stop c. 1862
10 3045 90th Street West #A&B Residential 1956
11 9009 Rosamond Boulevard Commercial, c. 1959
Residential
12 2973 95th Street Residential c. 1959
13 9580 W. Rosamond Boulevard Residential 1955
14 9650 West Rosamond Boulevard Residential c. 1963
15 9668 West Rosamond Boulevard Residential c. 1963
16 9714 West Rosamond Boulevard Residential 1919
17 2860 100th Street Residential c. 1945
18 8738 Rosamond Boulevard Residential c. 1945
19 2655 95th Street (Quonset Hut and House) Residential c. 1950s-
1960s
20 APN 358-211-06-00-04 (no address available) Residential c. 1963
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Resource
ID Location/Name Property Type Year Built
23 LADWP Owens Gorge 230-kV Transmission Line, P-  Transmission 1950-1952
15-018681 Line
24 Hamilton Property Agricultural, c.1900-1914
Residential,
Hotel and
Restaurant
27 SCE Big Creek No. 4 220-kV Transmission Line, P- Transmission 1949-1951
20-003145) (Antelope-Mesa 500-kV Transmission  Line
Line today)
28 2655 95th Street (Mobile Homes) Residential c.1963-1972
APN = Assessor’s Parcel Number; kV = kilovolt; LADWP = Los Angeles Department of Water and Power; SCE =
Southern California Edison
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Chapter 7
Impact Analysis

7.1 Introduction

This chapter assesses the project’s potential to result in impacts on built environment resources that
qualify as historical resources under CEQA. A project can have a significant impact on a historical
resource if it causes a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource. A
substantial adverse change can occur when physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or
alteration of a historical resource or its immediate surroundings materially impairs the significance
of the resource. Potential impacts on the three built environment resources in the study area that
qualify as historical resources under CEQA are assessed below.

7.2 Resource ID #22: LADWP 500-kV Pacific Intertie
Transmission Line

The proposed project would not damage or physically alter the steel lattice towers or the paired
conductor cable ground wires and circuits that form the LADWP 500-kV Pacific Intertie
Transmission Line. No element of the resource would be relocated in association with the project,
and the transmission line would continue to function as a transmission line owned and operated by
LADWP. Gen-tie options, including Rosamond Gen-Tie Options 1, 2, and 3, would introduce a new
transmission line ranging in height up to a maximum of 160 feet near a limited portion of the
LADWP 500-kV Pacific Intertie Transmission Line.

Implementation of one of these gen-tie options, including any subvariation option, would alter the
immediate setting of the historical resource in limited areas. However, the subject transmission line
exists within an easement containing multiple transmission lines, and the more recently constructed
Windhub to Antelope 500-kV Transmission Line is aligned northward near the historical resource.
Additional transmission lines and wind turbines located approximately 6 miles to the west are also
visible from the LADWP 500-kV Pacific Intertie Transmission Line alignment. The overall high-
desert setting of the majority of the LADWP 500-kV Pacific Intertie Transmission Line alignment
across the entirety of the Antelope Valley would not be transformed by implementation of a
Bullhead Solar gen-tie option in the vicinity of Willow Springs. Although altered by transmission line
and renewable energy development since the construction of the LADWP 500-kV Pacific Intertie
Transmission Line in the late 1960s, the setting of this historical resource would remain
recognizable to a historical contemporary, such as someone who participated in resource’s
construction. Finally, viewsheds to the east and west are not high-ranking character-defining
features that convey the LADWP 500-kV Pacific Intertie Transmission Line’s historical and
technological significance. For these reasons, impacts on the LADWP 500-kV Pacific Intertie
Transmission Line from implementation of one of the gen-tie options would be less than significant.
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7.3 Resource ID #25: First Los Angeles Aqueduct, P-
15-003549H

The proposed project would not damage or physically alter the First Los Angeles Aqueduct, which
consists entirely of a subsurface channelized structure within the study area. No portion of this
underground linear resource would be relocated as part of the proposed project, and the aqueduct
would continue to function as an underground water conveyance structure owned and operated by
LADWP. The Whirlwind Gen-Tie Option 1, including segments that would be co-located on existing
Antelope Valley Transmission Line poles, would be located within close to relatively close proximity
to the aqueduct within portions of the western study area. The existing Windhub to Whirlwind 500-
kV and Antelope Valley Transmission Lines and numerous wind turbines found within the study
area have altered viewsheds from the aqueduct alignment to the northwest and southeast over the
last 50 years. However, these viewsheds are not character-defining features that convey the
significance of underground portions of the 215-mile-long aqueduct in the vicinity of the proposed
project. The introduction of a new gen-tie line and the use of existing transmission line poles for
portions of Whirlwind Gen-Tie Option 1 would have no impact on the First Los Angeles Aqueduct.

7.4 Resource ID #26: SCE Vincent (Big Creek No. 3)
220 kV Transmission Line, P-15-017243

The proposed project would not damage or physically alter any portion of the Vincent (Big Creek
No. 3) 220-kV Transmission Line in the project vicinity, which SCE has renamed the Antelope-
Magunden No. 2 Transmission Line. This transmission line’s character-defining features include its
steel lattice towers and original surviving alignment. None of the transmission line’s towers would
be relocated in association with the project. The Vincent (Big Creek No. 3) 220-kV Transmission Line
would continue to function as a transmission line owned and operated by SCE.

Gen-tie Whirlwind Gen-Tie Option 1 would be aligned east of the Vincent (Big Creek No. 3) 220-kV
Transmission Line, adjacent to and east of an existing transmission line constructed within the last
50 years. The nearest Vincent (Big Creek No. 3) 220-kV Transmission Line tower to Whirlwind Gen-
Tie Option 1 is approximately 950 feet to the west. Additionally, the Vincent (Big Creek No. 3)
220-kV Transmission Line is aligned adjacent to (within 175 feet) of an additional transmission line
constructed between 1965 and 1974, decades after the construction of the Vincent (Big Creek No. 3)
220-kV Transmission Line (USGS 1965c). Numerous wind turbines to the north and northeast have
also altered viewsheds in the area. Given the nature of the historical resource’s character-defining
features (original towers and alignment), its overall length (224 miles), and the limited degree to
which Whirlwind Gen-Tie Option 1 would alter a setting characterized by numerous existing
transmission lines and wind turbines, the proposed project would have a less-than-significant
impact on the Vincent (Big Creek No. 3) 220-kV Transmission Line.
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8.1 Formally Evaluate Built Environment Resources in
the Study Area

ICF architectural historians identified a total of 26 built environment resources within the study
area. Three of these qualify as historical resources under CEQA: the LADWP 500-KkV Pacific Intertie
Transmission Line; First Los Angeles Aqueduct, P-15-003549H; and the SCE Vincent (Big Creek

No. 3) 220-kV Transmission Line, P-15-017243 (today’s Antelope-Magunden No. 2 220-kV
Transmission Line). Relevant project elements in the vicinity of these three historical resources
were analyzed for potential impacts. Architectural historians have concluded that the project would
have no impact on the First Los Angeles Aqueduct, and less-than-significant impacts on the LADWP
500-kV Pacific Intertie and SCE Vincent (Big Creek No. 3) 220-kV Transmission Lines. Twenty-three
additional built environment resources were evaluated and found ineligible for the CRHR. Those 23
resources do not, therefore, qualify as historical resources for the purposes of CEQA. Neither
additional analysis nor any mitigation involving built-environment cultural resources is
recommended.
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Corey Lentz! MA Author

Caitlin Greeley MA Author

Margaret Roderick!? MA Author

Stephanie Hodal! MA Author

Katrina Castaneda N/A Author

Jessica Feldman? MA Quality assurance/quality control
Field Crew

Stephanie Hodal! MA Field technician

Katrina Castaneda N/A Field technician

Margaret Roderick?! MA Field technician

Specialists

Shane Sparks? MA GIS map and figure production
Melissa Cascella? MA Database production

1 Federally qualified professional historian (36 Code of Federal Regulations 61).
2 Federally qualified professional archaeologist (36 Code of Federal Regulations 61).
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Please note that the maps and DPR forms in the following appendices cover a larger study
area effective prior to May 2022. However, the updated body of the Bullhead Solar Built
Environment Phase Il Technical Report (dated April 2023) addresses the resources
associated with the refined project boundary.
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State of California -- The Resources Agency Primary #

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HR #

Trinomial

PRIMARY RECORD NRHP Status Code _6Z

Other Listings

Review Code Reviewer Date

Page 1 of 8 Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): Resource ID 01, 6195 105th Street
P1. Other Identifier: 6195 105th Street

* P2.  Location: [ INot for Publication  [v]Unrestricted
*a. County and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*h. USGS 7.5' Quad Date T iR ; 1/4 of 1/4 of Sec ; B.M.
c. Address 6195 105th Street City Rosamond Zip
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear feature) Zone , mE/ mN

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)
; 474-120-12-00-5

* P3a. Description:  (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)
The subject residence is located at 6195 105th Street West, Rosamond, Kern County, California 93560. The property comprises Block 12 of
S V5 of Section 36 Township 10 N Range 14 W, a 10.03-acres square parcel on 105th Street West between Yucca Avenue and Dawn Road in
unincorporated Kern County to the northwest of Willow Springs. The property, owned by Jason Young, is minimally developed with the
centrally located single-family residence and several ancillary structures and has flat terrain, trees and shrubs, and a series of internal roads
connecting 105th Street West to the residence and various structures on the property. The residence was constructed in 1964.

The residence is one-story side-gabled building oriented on a diagonal axis set back roughly 400 feet west of the property line at 105th Street
West. (See continuation sheet.)

* P3b. Resource Attributes: ~ HP2. Single family property

* P4, Resources Present: [v|Building [ ]Structure [ ]Object [ |Site [ |District [ |Element of District [ |Other (Isolates, etc.)

P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, etc.)
Northeast elevation, facing south 06/08/2021

* P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:
[ |Prehistoric  [v]Historic [ ]|Both
1964 (Factual) Tax Assessor

* P7. Owner and Address:
Jason Young
6195 105th Street West
Rosamond, CA 93560

* P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation, address)
Corey Lentz
ICF
1200 6th Avenue, Suite 1800, Seattle, WA 98101

* P9. Date Recorded: 01/24/2022
* P10. Survey Type: (Describe)

* P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey report/other sources or "none")



* Attachments: [ JNONE [ ]Location Map [ ]Sketch Map [v]Continuation Sheet [v]Building, Structure, and Object Record
[ JArchaeological Record [ |District Record [ |Linear Feature Record [ |Milling Station Record [ JRock Art Record [ |Artifact Record
[ ]Photograph Record  [_]Other: (List)
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State of California -- The Resources Agency Primary #

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HR #
BUILDING, STRUCTURE, AND OBJECT RECORD
*Resource Name or # (Assigned by Recorder): Resource ID 01, 6195 105th Street * NRHP Status Code 6Z

* Page 2 of 8

B1l. Historic Name: None

B2. Common Name: 6195 105th Street
* B3. Original Use: Residence B4. PresentUse: Residence
* B5. Architectural Style: Ranch
B6. Construction History:  (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations.)
The residence was constructed in 1964 (ParcelQuest 2021). The two ancillary structures to the northwest of the residence were constructed
contemporaneously with the residence and have been present at the property with the residence since 1968. (Teledyne Geotronics 1968). A
third ancillary structure was constructed between 2012-2014 to the south of the residence (Nationwide Environmental Title Research, LLC
INETR12012: NETR 2014). (See continuation sheet.)

*

*B7. Moved? [¢/No [ ]Yes [ JUnknown  Date: N/A Original Location: N/A
B8. Related Features:
N/A
* B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
B10. Significance:  Theme N/A Area N/A
Period of Significance N/A Property Type N/A Applicable Criteria  N/A

The property at 6195 105th Street, Rosamond, CA 93560 does not meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources (CRHR). It does not, therefore, qualify as a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act.

CONTEXT

HOMESTEADING AND AGRICULTURE

Beyond the Antelope Valley railroad stops that developed into towns and eventually into cities, most settlement in the region involved
homesteading lands for ranching and agriculture. Ethno-religious groups, prohibitionists, and utopian socialists also established agricultural
colonies in the region during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Some newcomers homesteaded lands with the primary goal of
becoming successful ranchers or farmers, while other homesteaders undertook requisite improvement of lands strategically in an effort

to supplement their mining endeavors (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53).

Homesteading claims in the western Antelope Valley region began primarily after 1900 as a consequence of several factors. Having received
transfers of significant land grants in 1903 from the federal government, the Southern Pacific Railroad launched heavy land-sale promotions
during the 1910s, which attracted settlers from the east and from Europe. Rising land prices in Los Angeles and other urbanizing areas of
Southern California enhanced the appeal of homesteading in the Antelope Valley for some southland residents. These factors, along with
amendments to the Desert Land Act—which made provisions for absentee ownership, reduced irrigation and cultivation requirements, and
shrank requisite periods of residency—generated a boom in homesteading activity that lasted from the 1910s through the mid-1930s (Edwards
Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54). However, not all homesteads were successful. Numerous claims filed
after 1910 were never patented because of homesteaders’ failure to improve lands adequately. (See continuation sheet.)

* B11. Additional Resource Attributes:
B12. References:

(See continuation sheet.)

B13. Remarks:

* B14. Evaluator: Corey Lentz, ICF, ICF
Date of Evaluation: 01/24/2022
(This space reserved for official comments.)

) 0 875 175 350 Feet
T




State of California -- The Resources Agency Primary #
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HR #

CONTINUATION SHEET Trinomial

Page 3 of 8 *ResourceNameor#: (Assigned by recorder) Resource ID 01, 6195 105th Street

* Recorded by:  Corey Lentz, ICF
[¥]Continuation [ JUpdate * Date: 01/24/2022

*P3a. Description (continued):

Documentation of the residence’s features from the public-right-of-way was limited due to its set back and restricted access to the property.
Visible features of the residence include its vertical board exterior cladding, a gabled-roof form is located within the roof line near the
northern end of the northeastern fagade, a rectangular window located near the northern end of its southeastern fagade, and mechanical
equipment located on the gable peak near the northwestern end of the building. The residence has an attached garage on its southern side,
with a gable roof that is slightly steeper than the residence’s gable and projects above that roof near the middle of the building. Aerial views
of the residence also indicate a small central shed-roofed projection off the building’s southern end.

There are five ancillary structures within the property. Two structures that were constructed contemporaneously with the residence are located
to the northwest of the residence. A third structure constructed circa 2014 is located to the south of the residence. Two structures and an
associated corral constructed circa 2016 are located to the north of the residence. These ancillary structures were not documented and are not
being evaluated as part of this documentation.

INTEGRITY

The subject property retains integrity of location. It also retains integrity of setting because its rural, semi-agricultural setting along 105th
Street West remains largely unchanged with only minimal residential development in the vicinity in the twentieth and twenty-first century.
The residence’s integrity of design, materials, and workmanship could not be documented as its specific features and potential alterations
were not visible from the public right-of-way. For these reasons, its integrity of feeling and association are also indeterminable.

*B6. Construction History (continued):

Two other ancillary structures associated with a corral were constructed to the north of the residence between 2014 and 2016 (NETR 2014;
NETR 2016). The central curvilinear drive is original to the construction of the residence, with the other internal roads through the property
added between 2012 and 2014 (Teledyne Geotronics 1968; NETR 2012; NETR 2016).

*B10. Significance (continued):

Although Southern Pacific Railroad and other Antelope Valley land promoters presented the region as exceptionally fertile, settlers often
confronted difficult climatic conditions, including frequent high winds during multiple seasons, flooding, intermittent drought, and, at times,
excruciating heat (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53-54).

Homesteading in the Antelope Valley largely came to an end in the 1930s. Prevailing drought conditions worsened locally and across the
nation during that decade. In addition, the Great Depression made it increasingly difficult for prospective settlers to accumulate capital for
necessary improvements. As a result, during that time, many Antelope Valley settlers abandoned their homesteads, and the longstanding
emphasis on promoting private use and development gave way to a new emphasis on conservation and preservation by the National Park
Service, U.S. Forest Service, and Bureau of Land Management. In 1935, the federal government stopped accepting new “homestead” or
“desert lands” entries, although small 5-acre homestead tracts could be purchased until 1950, and homesteaders with valid claims prior to
1935 could continue to improve their land (Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:54).

Across the vicinity of the project, agricultural activity increased after World War II. From 1953 to 1956, land cultivated with crops in the
Kern County portion of the Antelope Valley increased from 26,000 to more than 41,000 acres (with 23,732 acres irrigated), mostly in areas
west of Rosamond and around Cantil. Alfalfa fields made up the majority of cultivated land across the larger Antelope Valley, followed by
dry-land grains. During the 1950s, Antelope Valley farmers devoted limited acreage to irrigated forage crops, vegetables, almonds, apples,
peaches, and other fruits. Field crops such as alfalfa and grain, as well as irrigated pastureland, dominated agricultural activity in the Kern
County portion of the Antelope Valley, accounting for 34,978 acres in 1957. Alfalfa fields for hay and seed made up 90 percent of that
acreage. In terms of livestock, sheep grazing was the most prominent activity in the Kern County portion of the valley during the 1950s. At
this time, agriculture accounted for 97 percent of Antelope Valley water use. Although groundwater depletion had led some farmers to
abandon acreage by the late 1950s, pumping for irrigation remained economically feasible in most of the valley’s farming areas (DWR
1959:36-49).

The mainstay of agriculture in the project vicinity, Antelope Valley alfalfa production went into decline after the 1950s. Rising electricity
costs for pumping depleted groundwater supplies and made alfalfa farming more difficult over time. Valley land planted in alfalfa declined
from 38,525 acres in 1950 to 8,810 acres in 1987. Between 1953 and 1988, total groundwater pumped annually in the valley declined from
480,000 acre-feet to 69,000 acre-feet. Although land in the project vicinity continued to be cultivated during the 1970s, crop farming in the
Rosamond and Willow Springs areas declined dramatically thereafter (DWR 1959:49; Templin et al. 1995:1-2, 7, 16, 64).

DPR 523L (1/95) * Required Informatior
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RANCH

Originally designed in California in the 1930s, Ranch houses drew inspiration from earlier Spanish Colonial haciendas and northern
California farmhouses (SurveyLA 2015:5). The Ranch style gained popularity after World War I, due to Federal Housing Administration
(FHA) promotion and loan support. Architects designed and builders constructed Ranch residences across the United States (McAlester
2015:602—603). Due to its ability to capitalize on the importance of automobiles in the post-World War II suburban sprawl, where workers
needed to commute to and from work in the city, the Ranch style maintained its popularity until circa 1975 (SurveyLA 2015:13—15). Because
of the influence of streetcar suburban developments on the creation of the style, Ranch style houses are primarily associated with and found
in suburbs. Developers constructed entire tracts in the style during the 1950s and 1960s (McAlester 2015: 602-603). Non-tract examples of
the style, such as those found in rural Kern County, are rarer and often simpler with minimal applied architectural detail. Easily built and
customizable, Ranch homes continued to be constructed across America because they blended effortlessly into the newly forming
middle-class attitude and lifestyle (SurveyLA 2015:13-15).

Ranch houses typically feature horizontal, one-story massing, with either a gable or hip roof. Initially built with simple rectangular floor
plans, by the 1950s, L-shaped floor plans with intersecting gable roofs became more popular (Gottfried and Jennings 2009:

208-209). Developers built these homes on large tracts of land that allowed for spacious backyards and private outdoor living (McAlester
2015:602—-603). Ranch-style homes feature an asymmetrical exterior, often elongating the look of the house by incorporating an attached
front-facing garage. Substyles of the traditional Ranch plan include Contemporary, Cinderella, American Colonial, and Minimal. Elements of
a Cinderella Ranch, otherwise known as Storybook Ranch, feature steep-pitched porch hoods and Swiss-Chalet inspired fascia and shutters
that give the house an exaggerated fairytale look. In contrast, Minimal Ranch buildings have a more restrained exterior, including less
variation in wall materials and simple footprints, and were commonly built within FHA design guidelines (SurveyLA 2015:17-18). Key
features include a large picture window, small porch, and recessed entry. Builders used a variety of resources, including stucco, brick, stone,
and wood. They also incorporated planters or window boxes into the exterior design for emphasis (McAlester 2015:597-601).

SITE HISTORY

In the early twentieth century Antelope Valley in the Mojave Desert was sparsely settled. Willow Springs had been established to the
southeast of the property in the nineteenth century as the principal stagecoach station in Antelope Valley between Fort Tejon and the
Tehachapi Pass prior to the arrival of the railroad and was developed into a small community by Ezra Hamilton at the turn of the twentieth
century (Hoover et al. 2002:131; Varney 1990:74—76). By 1898, the settlements of Rosamond to the southeast and Mojave to the northeast
had been established and Manly Road (now no longer extant north of Hamilton Road and the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Easement) ran north-northwest from Willow Springs to Tehachapi (Congdon 1898). At that time, an entity called State School owned Section
36 of Township 9 North Range 13 West (Sec. 36 TON R13W), which encompassed the property (Congdon 1898). The State of California
had owned a large swath of Antelope Valley since 1856, when it claimed a total of 17,028 acres in Kern County and Los Angele County as
authorized the California Enabling Act of 1853 (Bureau of Land Management 1856). Ownership of the property in 1898 by “State School” is
likely a reference to State of California ownership.

By 1915 an unimproved road ran southeast-northwest through Sec. 36 TON R13W to the southwest of the property and an intermittent stream
transected the southwest %4 of Sec. 36 TON R13W. (United States Geological Survey [USGS] 1915). To the north of the property, the Los
Angeles Aqueduct running through this area of Antelope Valley had been constructed (USGS 1915).

By the early 1960s, there was a moderate degree of agricultural development in this area northwest of Willow Springs, supported by the Los
Angeles Aqueduct to the north and the construction of the Willow Springs Pumping Station near the intersection of General Petroleum Road
as early as 1943 (USGS 1943; NETR 1963). The residence was constructed in 1964 (ParcelQuest 2021). The two ancillary structures extant
to the northwest of the residence were constructed between 1963 and 1968. (NETR 1963; Teledyne 1968). At that time, the property
appeared to be primarily residential with no clear agricultural associations (Teledyne 1968). By 1974, minor agricultural features including a
small field and garden appear to have been developed along the western boundary of the property and larger scale agricultural developments
in the vicinity of the property were still prevalent (NETR 1974).

By 1995, agricultural features were no longer present within the property (USGS 1995). Three structures located along the property’s western
boundary were constructed between 2002 and 2005, the use of which was indiscernible from documentation (USGS 2002; NETR 2005).
These three structures were demolished by 2009, but a small ancillary additional structure had been constructed to the west of the residence
(NETR 2009). This ancillary structure was then demolished by 2012 (NETR 2012). By 2014, the extant structure to the south of the residence
was constructed (NETR 2014). The two other extant structures associated with the corral to the north of the residence were constructed
between 2014 and 2016 (NETR 2014; NETR 2016).

In the 1980s and 1990s agricultural land use declined in the immediate vicinity of property, though it remained more prevalent to the
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southwest of Willow Springs (NETR 1986; USGS 1995). During this period, the only notable construction in the vicinity was Llyod’s
Landing Airport, constructed between 1974 and 1995 (NETR 1974; USGS 1995). The residence’s vicinity has remained largely undeveloped
since 1995 with minimal residential construction and agricultural use dispersed along 105th Street and Tehachapi Willow Springs Road to
the east and solar farms constructed along 110th Street West to the west (USGS 1995; USGS 2002; NETR 2005; NETR 2009; NETR 2012;
NETR 2016; Google Pro 2021).

The property has been owned by Jason Young since 2011, when Young purchased the property from U.S. Bank Trust following U.S. Bank
Trust’s acquisition of the property from an unnamed Trustee’s Deed in 2010 (Kern County Assessor-Recorder 2021). Research did not reveal
any specific documented owners between State School in 1898 and U.S. Bank Trust in 2010.

EVALUATION

Under CRHR Criterion 1, the property at 6915 105th Street West does not have important associations with historic events, patterns, or
trends of development. The residence was constructed in a rural, semi-agricultural area of Antelope Valley in southern Kern County in the
mid-twentieth century. The property’s construction was not related to any patterns of residential development in this area, which was minimal
throughout the twentieth and twenty-first centuries. Furthermore, this residential property was only briefly used for minor agricultural
purposes and research did not reveal the nature of this use or possible associations with any mid-twentieth century trends in agriculture in
Kern County during that period. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Ceriterion 1.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 2, the subject property does not share significant associations with the lives of persons important to history. Research
provided no indication that its documented owners, State School or Jason Young, or any other individuals potentially associated with the
residence played a significant role in national, regional, or local history. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 2.

Under CRHR Criterion 3, the subject property is not a significant example of its type, style, or era, it lacks high artistic value, and is not the
work of a master architect, building, designer, or engineer. The residence is a common example of the Ranch style. As a commonplace
example, lacking some key features of a style, it lacks high artistic value. Research did not reveal a known architect or builder of the property.
As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 3.

Under CRHR Criterion 4, the subject property has neither yielded nor is likely to yield important information about our past. Typical of
similar buildings, the property does not have the potential to yield important information regarding construction or engineering materials,
methods, or technologies used in the 1950s and 1960s. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 4.

In conclusion, 9650 W. Rosamond Boulevard does not have historical associations or architectural or construction qualities that qualify the
property for listing under any of the CRHR significance criteria. The property was evaluated in accordance with Section 15064.5(a) (2) of the
CEQA guidelines, and found not to qualify as a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The current evaluation has assigned a 6Z
status code to the property.

*B12. References (continued):
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Review Code Reviewer Date

Page I of 6 Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): Resource ID 02, 6149 105th Street
P1. Other Identifier: 6149 105th Street

* P2.  Location: [ INot for Publication [«]Unrestricted
*a. County Kern and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Date T iR ; 1/4 of 1/4 of Sec ; B.M.
c. Address 6149 105th Street City Rosamond Zip
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear feature) Zone , mE/ mN

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)
;474-111-17-00-4

* P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)

The property at 6149 105th Street is a rectangular shaped lot measuring 435,600 square feet. The property is in a rural agricultural area of
Rosamond, Kern County, southeast of Solar Star, a solar energy farm. The property contains a single-family residence, a detached garage, and
additional auxiliary buildings including a manufactured home on the southwest corner of the lot. The remainder of the lot contains un-
landscaped fields.

From west-to-east, there is a single-width manufactured home with particle board siding, a side-facing gable roof, vinyl windows, and a wood
door set on a block foundation. The single-family residence, located east of the manufactured home, is a rectangular shaped building with non-
original stucco siding and a low pitch gabled roof with exposed rafter tails and aluminum sliding windows. There is a non-original covered
porch on the east elevation. To the northwest of the single-family residence, there is a board and batten two-bay garage with two board and
batten garage doors. (See continuation sheet.)

* P3b. Resource Attributes: ~ HP2. Single family property
* P4. Resources Present: [v|Building [ Structure [ ]Object [ |Site [ |District [ |Element of District [ ]Other (Isolates, etc.)
P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, etc.)
Single-Family Residence, south elevation, view
facing north
* P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:
[ ]Prehistoric  [v]Historic [ |Both
1968 (Factual ) ParcelQuest

*P7. Owner and Address:
Dias Bilgai T Trust
8625 Tunney Ave
Northridge, CA 91324

* P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation, address)
Hanna Winzenried
ICF
555 W. 5th Street, Suite 3100, Los Angeles, CA
90013

* P9. Date Recorded: 12/16/2021

*P10. Survey Type: (Describe)

* P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey report/other sources or "none")

* Attachments: [ INONE [ JLocation Map [ ]Sketch Map [v]Continuation Sheet [v|Building, Structure, and Object Record
[ JArchaeological Record [ |District Record [ |Linear Feature Record [ ]Milling Station Record [ JRock Art Record [ |Artifact Record
[ ]Photograph Record [ |Other: (List)
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Page 2 of 6

B1. Historic Name: None

B2. Common Name: 6149 105th Street

B3. Original Use: Residence B4. Present Use: Residence

B5. Architectural Style: Ranch

B6. Construction History:  (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations.)

The single-family residence on the subject property dates to 1968 (Parcelquest 2021). Aerial photography from 1974 shows that the west
manufactured home and the garage was already extant (NETR 1974). The east manufactured home dates from between 1995 and 2005 (NETR
1995; 2005). No additional permits were found.

B7. Moved? [¢/No [ ]JYes [ JUnknown Date: N/A Original Location: N/A
B8. Related Features:
N/A
B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
B10. Significance:  Theme N/A Area N/A
Period of Significance N/A Property Type Single Family R Applicable Criteria N/A

The property at 6149 105th Street does not meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR). It does not,
therefore, qualify as a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act.

CONTEXT

HOMESTEADING AND AGRICULTURE

Beyond the Antelope Valley railroad stops that developed into towns and eventually into cities, most settlement in the region involved
homesteading lands for ranching and agriculture. Ethno-religious groups, prohibitionists, and utopian socialists also established agricultural
colonies in the region during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Some newcomers homesteaded lands with the primary goal of
becoming successful ranchers or farmers, while other homesteaders undertook requisite improvement of lands strategically in an effort to
supplement their mining endeavors (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53). (See continuation sheet)

Homesteading claims in the western Antelope Valley region began primarily after 1900 as a consequence of several factors. Having received
transfers of significant land grants in 1903 from the federal government, the Southern Pacific Railroad launched heavy land-sale promotions
during the 1910s, which attracted settlers from the east and from Europe. Rising land prices in Los Angeles and other urbanizing areas of
Southern California enhanced the appeal of homesteading in the Antelope Valley for some southland residents. These factors, along with
amendments to the Desert Land Act—which made provisions for absentee ownership, reduced irrigation and cultivation requirements, and
shrank requisite periods of residency—generated a boom in homesteading activity that lasted from the 1910s through the mid-1930s (Edwards
Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54). However, not all homesteads were successful. Numerous claims filed
after 1910 were never patented because of homesteaders’ failure to improve lands adequately. (See continuation sheet.)

B11. Additional Resource Attributes:
B12. References: (Sketch map with north arrow required)

(See continuation sheet.)

B13. Remarks:

* B14. Evaluator: Hanna Winzenried, ICF, ICF

Date of Evaluation: 12/16/2021
(This space reserved for official comments.)
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*P3a. Description (continued):
It has a front facing gable roof. An additional manufactured home with corrugated metal siding, a rounded metal roof, and aluminum
windows sits east of the single-family residence.

INTEGRITY

The subject property’s integrity is fair. It retains integrity of location. It also retains integrity of setting because the surrounding agricultural
and rural setting remains intact. In addition, due to a few alterations including the addition of two manufactured homes and the re-stucco of
the single-family residence, it has fair integrity of design, materials, and workmanship. It has integrity of feeling and association as it is still
legible as a rural agricultural homestead.

*B10. Significance (continued):

Although Southern Pacific Railroad and other Antelope Valley land promoters presented the region as exceptionally fertile, settlers often
confronted difficult climatic conditions, including frequent high winds during multiple seasons, flooding, intermittent drought, and, at times,
excruciating heat (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53-54).

Homesteading in the Antelope Valley largely came to an end in the 1930s. Prevailing drought conditions worsened locally and across the
nation during that decade. In addition, the Great Depression made it increasingly difficult for prospective settlers to accumulate capital for
necessary improvements. As a result, during that time, many Antelope Valley settlers abandoned their homesteads, and the longstanding
emphasis on promoting private use and development gave way to a new emphasis on conservation and preservation by the National Park
Service, U.S. Forest Service, and Bureau of Land Management. In 1935, the federal government stopped accepting new “homestead” or
“desert lands” entries, although small 5-acre homestead tracts could be purchased until 1950, and homesteaders with valid claims prior to
1935 could continue to improve their land (Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:54).

Across the vicinity of the project, agricultural activity increased after World War II. From 1953 to 1956, land cultivated with crops in the
Kern County portion of the Antelope Valley increased from 26,000 to more than 41,000 acres (with 23,732 acres irrigated), mostly in areas
west of Rosamond and around Cantil. Alfalfa fields made up the majority of cultivated land across the larger Antelope Valley, followed by
dry-land grains. During the 1950s, Antelope Valley farmers devoted limited acreage to irrigated forage crops, vegetables, almonds, apples,
peaches, and other fruits. Field crops such as alfalfa and grain, as well as irrigated pastureland, dominated agricultural activity in the Kern
County portion of the Antelope Valley, accounting for 34,978 acres in 1957. Alfalfa fields for hay and seed made up 90 percent of that
acreage. In terms of livestock, sheep grazing was the most prominent activity in the Kern County portion of the valley during the 1950s. At
this time, agriculture accounted for 97 percent of Antelope Valley water use. Although groundwater depletion had led some farmers to
abandon acreage by the late 1950s, pumping for irrigation remained economically feasible in most of the valley’s farming areas (DWR
1959:36-49).

The mainstay of agriculture in the project vicinity, Antelope Valley alfalfa production went into decline after the 1950s. Rising electricity
costs for pumping depleted groundwater supplies and made alfalfa farming more difficult over time. Valley land planted in alfalfa declined
from 38,525 acres in 1950 to 8,810 acres in 1987. Between 1953 and 1988, total groundwater pumped annually in the valley declined from
480,000 acre-feet to 69,000 acre-feet. Although land in the project vicinity continued to be cultivated during the 1970s, crop farming in the
Rosamond and Willow Springs areas declined dramatically thereafter (DWR 1959:49; Templin et al. 1995:1-2, 7, 16, 64).

RANCH STYLE

Originally designed in California in the 1930s, Ranch houses drew inspiration from earlier Spanish Colonial haciendas and northern
California farmhouses (SurveyLA 2015:5). The Ranch style gained popularity after World War 11, due to Federal Housing Administration
(FHA) promotion and loan support. Architects designed and builders constructed Ranch residences across the United States (McAlester
2015:602—-603). Due to its ability to capitalize on the importance of automobiles in the post-World War Il suburban sprawl, where workers
needed to commute to and from work in the city, the Ranch style maintained its popularity until circa 1975 (SurveyLA 2015:13-15).
Because of the influence of streetcar suburban developments on the creation of the style, Ranch style houses are primarily associated with and
found in suburbs. Developers constructed entire tracts in the style during the 1950s and 1960s (McAlester 2015: 602-603). Non-tract
examples of the style, such as those found in rural Kern County, are rarer and often simpler with minimal applied architectural detail. Easily
built and customizable, Ranch homes continued to be constructed across America because they blended effortlessly into the newly forming
middle-class attitude and lifestyle (SurveyLA 2015:13-15).

Ranch houses typically feature horizontal, one-story massing, with either a gable or hip roof. Initially built with simple rectangular floor
plans, by the 1950s, L-shaped floor plans with intersecting gable roofs became more popular (Gottfried and Jennings 2009: 208-209).
Developers built these homes on large tracts of land that allowed for spacious backyards and private outdoor living (McAlester 2015:602—
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603). Ranch-style homes feature an asymmetrical exterior, often elongating the look of the house by incorporating an attached front-facing
garage. Substyles of the traditional Ranch plan include Contemporary, Cinderella, American Colonial, and Minimal. Elements of a Cinderella
Ranch, otherwise known as Storybook Ranch, feature steep-pitched porch hoods and Swiss-Chalet inspired fascia and shutters that give the
house an exaggerated fairytale look. In contrast, Minimal Ranch buildings have a more restrained exterior, including less variation in wall
materials and simple footprints, and were commonly built within FHA design guidelines (SurveyLA 2015:17-18). Key features include a
large picture window, small porch, and recessed entry. Builders used a variety of resources, including stucco, brick, stone, and wood. They
also incorporated planters or window boxes into the exterior design for emphasis (McAlester 2015:597—601).

MANUFACTURED HOMES

Manufactured homes, commonly known as trailer homes or mobile homes, represent a housing trend spurred by automobile tourism and
travel at the turn of the twentieth century. Landowners developed campsites called auto courts or motor courts that allowed travelers to pitch
tents or sleep in their cars. The camps provided an economical lodging option and welcome alternative to hotels, which were sometimes
deemed too formal. This movement led to the design of prefabricated trailer homes in the 1930s, allowing travelers to essentially bring
“homes” to the motor parks, rather than sleeping in tents or automobiles. Trailer homes were small (on average, 8 feet wide and 32 feet long)
and typified as “one ‘room’ that served several functions and included transformable furniture” (Lawrence 2012:15), designed to allow for
easy transport by hitching them to cars. Trailer home relied heavily on metal construction materials. A typical trailer park had relatively
compact, angled parallel parking spaces, which allowed the maximum number of homes to fit in the park at one time. Trailer parks often had
a laundry room, toilets, showers, or other limited amenities onsite. During and after World War 11, the government subsidized the
construction of trailer camps to address a housing shortage. The efforts by the government to provide affordable and quickly assembled
housing led to a more permanent version of the trailer home known as the mobile home (Lawrence 2012:12, 14, 15, 17, 18, 22; Fowler et al.
2016:4).

By the late 1960s, mobile homes had become a popular housing choice across the country. By that point, one-third of single-family dwellings
in the United States were mobile homes, approximately 20 out of every 100 Californians lived in a mobile park in California alone, and six
million Americans lived in them across the nation (Fowler et al. 2016:11). Features such as shutters and gable roofs, indoor bathrooms,
increased electrical capabilities, and landscaping appeared on mobile homes, making them look and function more like suburban homes.
Mobile homes increased in size (up to 14 feet wide and 34 feet long), and most had more than one section. Other changes and features
include two stories, indoor bathrooms, fold out porches, full height doors, and jalousie and bay windows (Fowler et al. 2016:9, 11). Many
mobile home designs contained corridors to separate the living spaces, and telescoped sections or awnings provided more living space.
Mobile homes also included chassis and wheels, which allowed them to be transported to the site by a professional, but they no longer had
the transient capability of trailer homes due to their size and weight. Mobile home construction included wood composite, aluminum, or steel.
Larger, rectangular lots replaced the angled parking spots to allow for larger homes and, depending on the arrangement of the homes, often
provided more privacy. Camps soon included amenities such as swimming pools, playgrounds, and recreational facilities, which made these
communities desirable and offered a more affordable price than conventional homeownership. Following the safety and construction
standards published in 1976, the United States Department of Housing and Urban Development introduced the term manufactured home for
mobile and trailer homes (Haney n.d.:2; Lawrence 2012:18-19; Fowler et al. 2016:9, 11).

Many trailer parks and mobile home parks still exist today. Most parks are specific to either trailer homes or mobile homes and can contain
dozens to hundreds of homes. Simple street arrangements may be observed or more complex patterns, including radial street designs in some
cases. Most will have one primary entrance to the park and be enclosed by a retaining wall. Although well-built, most manufactured home
parks are vernacular, and professionals designed very few of these communities and homes. If well-maintained, manufactured homes can
provide affordable housing even many years after being constructed and are said to be “the single most affordable type of housing available”
(Haney n.d.:4; Lawrence 2012:36; Fowler et al. 2016:11,14).

SITE HISTORY

U.S. Public Records Index information shows that the subject property was owned by Thomas S. Sandoval in 1939. In 1959, the land was
owned by Gail C. Romines. Neither of these owners appear in newspaper research. A historic aerial from 1952 shows that the surrounding
area was completely undeveloped except for some scattered agricultural lands indicating that although the land may have been owned, no one
lived there prior to the construction of the current residence (Robinson Aerial Surveys, Inc. 1952). By 1963, some roads appeared around the
subject property but none of the properties contained any buildings (NETR 1963). By 1974, the subject property contained buildings but was
isolated except for some agricultural lands to the east NETR 1974). By 1995, some surrounding properties were developed but the property
remained largely isolated (NETR 1995).

EVALUATION
Under CRHR Criterion 1, the property at 6149 105th Street does not have important associations with historic events, patterns, or trends of
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development. The development of the subject property post-dates the homesteading of Antelope Valley which occurred from 1910 through
1935. The property even post-dates when the Kern County population nearly doubled in size after World War II from 1953-1956. As such,
while the property is part of the post-war growth, it was not part of major development trends in the County, and the subject property is
ineligible under CRHR Criterion 1.

Under CRHR Criterion 2, the subject property does not share significant associations with the lives of persons important to history. The
subject property was owned by Thomas S. Sandoval in 1939 and Gail C. Romines in 1959. However, historical research did not reveal them
to be people important to history. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Ceriterion 2.

Under CRHR Criterion 3, the subject property is not a significant example of its type, style, or era, it lacks high artistic value, and is not the
work of a master architect, building, designer, or engineer. The single-family residence on the property is a Ranch style residence. However,
it is an extremely modest example. Furthermore, it lacks character-defining features of the style such as an attached garage. As such, the
subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 3.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 4, the subject property has neither yielded nor is likely to yield important information about our past. Typical of
similar buildings, the subject property’s homestead type does not have the potential to yield important information regarding construction or
engineering materials, methods, or technologies used in the 1960s. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 4.

In conclusion, 6149 105th Street does not have historical associations or architectural or construction qualities that qualify the property for
listing under any of the CRHR significance criteria. The property was evaluated in accordance with Section 15064.5(a) (2) of the CEQA
guidelines, and found not to qualify as a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The current evaluation has assigned a 6Z status code
to the property.
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*a. County Kern and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Date T iR ; 1/4 of 1/4 of Sec ; B.M.
c. Address N/a City Rosamond Zip
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear feature) Zone , mE/ mN

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)
; 346-032-55-00-4

* P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)

The property APN 346-032-55-00-4 is a rectangular lot measuring 12,563,139 square feet. The lot is located at the southeast corner of the
intersection of Champagne Avenue and Tehachapi Willow Springs Road. The Los Angeles DWP Easement runs diagonally through the east
half of the property. The property is agricultural and there are agricultural and light industrial buildings on the northwest corner of the lot.

There are approximately three agricultural distribution buildings on the lot, abutting one another. To the north is a corrugated metal building
with a very low profile front-facing gable roof with no overhanging eaves set atop a high concrete foundation with loading bumpers. This
building has two metal roll-up garage doors to the north and a metal pedestrian door on the south side. The door is accessed by concrete steps
and a concrete landing with metal railings. This building was constructed by 1995. To the south is the original building which was constructed
by 1968. It is a corrugated sheet-metal building with a moderately pitched gable roof with no overhanging eaves. (See continuation sheet.)

* P3b. Resource Attributes:  HP8. Industrial building
* P4. Resources Present: [v|Building [ Structure [ ]Object [ |Site [ |District [ |Element of District [ ]Other (Isolates, etc.)
P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, etc.)
West fagade, view facing west

* P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:
[ ]Prehistoric  [v]Historic [ |Both
1968 (Estimate ) Aerial Imagery

*P7. Owner and Address:
Aurora Solar LLC
1125 NW Couch St Ste 700
Portland, OR 97209-4129

* P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation, address)
Hanna Winzenried
ICF
555 W. 5th Street, Suite 3100, Los Angeles, CA
90013

* P9. Date Recorded: 12/17/2021

*P10. Survey Type: (Describe)

* P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey report/other sources or "none")

* Attachments: [ INONE [ JLocation Map [ ]Sketch Map [v]Continuation Sheet [v|Building, Structure, and Object Record
[ JArchaeological Record [ |District Record [ |Linear Feature Record [ ]Milling Station Record [ JRock Art Record [ |Artifact Record
[ ]Photograph Record [ |Other: (List)
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DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HR #
BUILDING, STRUCTURE, AND OBJECT RECORD
*Resource Name or # (Assigned by Recorder): Resource ID 03, 346-032-55-00-4 * NRHP Status Code 6Z

* Page 2 of 6

B1. Historic Name: None
B2. Common Name: 346-032-55-00-4
* B3. Original Use:  Agricultural B4. Present Use: Agricultural
* B5. Architectural Style: N/A
B6. Construction History:  (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations.)
The central building appears in aerials by 1968 (Teledyne Geotronics 1968). The additional buildings appear in aerials by 1995 (NETR 1995).
No building permits are available for the subject property.

*B7. Moved? [¢/No [ JYes [ JUnknown Date: N/A Original Location: N/A
B8. Related Features:
N/A
* B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
B10. Significance:  Theme N/A Area N/A
Period of Significance N/A Property Type Industrial Applicable Criteria N/A

The property at APN 346-032-55-00-4 does not meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR). It does
not, therefore, qualify as a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act.

CONTEXT

HOMESTEADING AND AGRICULTURE

Beyond the Antelope Valley railroad stops that developed into towns and eventually into cities, most settlement in the region involved
homesteading lands for ranching and agriculture. Ethno-religious groups, prohibitionists, and utopian socialists also established agricultural
colonies in the region during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Some newcomers homesteaded lands with the primary goal of
becoming successful ranchers or farmers, while other homesteaders undertook requisite improvement of lands strategically in an effort to
supplement their mining endeavors (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53).

Homesteading claims in the western Antelope Valley region began primarily after 1900 as a consequence of several factors. Having received
transfers of significant land grants in 1903 from the federal government, the Southern Pacific Railroad launched heavy land-sale promotions
during the 1910s, which attracted settlers from the east and from Europe. Rising land prices in Los Angeles and other urbanizing areas of
Southern California enhanced the appeal of homesteading in the Antelope Valley for some southland residents. These factors, along with
amendments to the Desert Land Act—which made provisions for absentee ownership, reduced irrigation and cultivation requirements, and
shrank requisite periods of residency—generated a boom in homesteading activity that lasted from the 1910s through the mid-1930s (Edwards
Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54). However, not all homesteads were successful. Numerous claims filed
after 1910 were never patented because of homesteaders’ failure to improve lands adequately. Although Southern Pacific Railroad and other
Antelope Valley land promoters presented the region as exceptionally fertile, settlers often confronted difficult climatic conditions, including
frequent high winds during multiple seasons, flooding, intermittent drought, and, at times, excruciating heat (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123;
Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54).

* B11. Additional Resource Attributes:
B12. References: (Sketch map with north arrow required)

(See continuation sheet.)

B13. Remarks:

* B14. Evaluator: Hanna Winzenried, ICF, ICF

Date of Evaluation: 12/17/2021
(This space reserved for official comments.)
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*P3a. Description (continued):

There is a large attic vent in the gable. From north to south, there is a metal window with two- over-three3 true-divided lights, a pedestrian
door, electrical equipment with conduit run up the fagade and over the metal roll-up garage door on the south half of the building. The
building is set atop a tall concrete foundation that extends out from the plane of the front exterior, creating a loading dock, which displays
loading bumpers across the front. The loading dock is connected to the concrete steps of the building to the north, providing access to this
structure. The two north buildings run from east to west. The south building is oriented north to south. The primary fagade facing Tehachapi
Willow Springs Road is set back from the center building and is clad in standing seam steel siding. This building has a side gable roof with a
shallow pitch and shallowly overhanging eaves and sits atop a tall concrete foundation. The west elevation contains ten metal roll-up garage
doors; under each opening on the concrete foundation are two applied loading bumpers. The south building was constructed by 1995.
Northeast of the three main buildings is a metal storage silo. There are two additional buildings east of the three main buildings that are not
visible from the public right-of-way.

INTEGRITY

The subject property’s integrity is fair. It retains integrity of location. It also retains integrity of setting because it is still rurally located with
undeveloped fields to the west, and agricultural fields to the east. In addition, the 1968 building has undergone minimal alterations including
the addition of a bar and electric conduit, but two additional buildings were constructed directly abutting the original building and therefore
the property has fair integrity of design, materials, and workmanship. For these reasons, it has integrity of feeling and association because it is
still legible as an agricultural building and property.

*B10. Significance (continued):

Prevailing drought conditions worsened locally and across the nation during that decade. In addition, the Great Depression made it
increasingly difficult for -prospective settlers to accumulate capital for necessary improvements. As a result, during that time, many Antelope
Valley settlers abandoned their homesteads, and the longstanding emphasis on promoting private use and development gave way to a new
emphasis on conservation and preservation by the National Park Service, U.S. Forest Service, and Bureau of Land Management. In 1935, the
federal government stopped accepting new “homestead” or “desert lands” entries, although small 5-acre homestead tracts could be purchased
until 1950, and homesteaders with valid claims prior to 1935 could continue to improve their land (Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:54).

Across the vicinity of the project, agricultural activity increased after World War II. From 1953 to 1956, land cultivated with crops in the
Kern County portion of the Antelope Valley increased from 26,000 to more than 41,000 acres (with 23,732 acres irrigated), mostly in areas
west of Rosamond and around Cantil. Alfalfa fields made up the majority of cultivated land across the larger Antelope Valley, followed by
dry-land grains. During the 1950s, Antelope Valley farmers devoted limited acreage to irrigated forage crops, vegetables, almonds, apples,
peaches, and other fruits. Field crops such as alfalfa and grain, as well as irrigated pastureland, dominated agricultural activity in the Kern
County portion of the Antelope Valley, accounting for 34,978 acres in 1957. Alfalfa fields for hay and seed made up 90 percent of that
acreage. In terms of livestock, sheep grazing was the most prominent activity in the Kern County portion of the valley during the 1950s. At
this time, agriculture accounted for 97 percent of Antelope Valley water use. Although groundwater depletion had led some farmers to
abandon acreage by the late 1950s, pumping for irrigation remained economically feasible in most of the valley’s farming areas (DWR
1959:36-49).

The mainstay of agriculture in the project vicinity, Antelope Valley alfalfa production went into decline after the 1950s. Rising electricity
costs for pumping depleted groundwater supplies and made alfalfa farming more difficult over time. Valley land planted in alfalfa declined
from 38,525 acres in 1950 to 8,810 acres in 1987. Between 1953 and 1988, total groundwater pumped annually in the valley declined from
480,000 acre-feet to 69,000 acre-feet. Although land in the project vicinity continued to be cultivated during the 1970s, crop farming in the
Rosamond and Willow Springs areas declined dramatically thereafter (DWR 1959:49; Templin et al. 1995:1-2, 7, 16, 64).

AGRICULTURAL BUILDINGS

Kern County is one of the leading farm counties in the United States (Beeman 2016). Historically, ranching was the main form of agriculture
in Kern County, but more recently, fruits and vegetables have become important crops in the County (Beeman 2016). Important crops and
commodities in Kern County include grapes, almonds, milk, citrus, cattle, pistachios, carrots (Water Association of Kern County 2021). With
the county’s strong association with agriculture, there are many agricultural buildings in the county. Types of agricultural buildings include
barns, storage silos, equipment sheds, and cattle housing such as dairies, pig sties, and sheep housing (Historic England 2017).

An early barn types includes “transverse frame.” Transverse frame barns have front-gabled roofs and large centered entries for horse-drawn
vehicles, tractors, trucks, or other equipment to access the central passages. Storage of hay or other animal feed are often located in second
story lofts (Noble 1984: 6-7, 11-13). A common variant, the “Midwest three-portal barn” is a transverse frame farm with added shed roof
enclosed side aisles to the, each with front elevation (Noble 1984: 13). After World War 11, industrial-scale feed silos replaced the storage
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loft of many barns. One-story poles barns with walls formed of vertical metal poles and attached siding, and low-pitched gabled roofs
supported by steel-girder trusses became prevalent (Noble 1984: 47; Noble & Cleek 1996: 39). Recently, agricultural producers have
developed simpler structures to provide shelter for livestock, stripping pole barns of their siding altogether in favor of open-sided structures
consisting of steel columns that support low-pitched metal roofs. Such shelters can be large and extensive, creating a larger area of sheltered
space.

Because of the practical and utilitarian use of agricultural buildings, they rarely have applied architectural styles. Agricultural buildings
usually have a vernacular style with local materials including wood frame and cladding. Some newer agriculture buildings have corrugated
metal siding. If there are windows, they may include double-hung or fixed wood frame sashes; fixed or operational steel-frame sashes, or
horizontally sliding aluminum sashes. Many ancillary buildings incorporate one or more larger vehicle entries, often with roll-up metal doors,
as well as pedestrian entries with single-leaf doors. Associated historic vernacular landscape features including irrigation features, feedlots,
tanks, and pastureland (SurveyL A 2018: 43).

SITE HISTORY

Historic aerials show that in 1952, the subject property and surrounding land was a undeveloped. There were very few roads cut into the
landscape at the time (Robinson Aerial Surveys, Inc 1952). By 1963, the subject property, and a couple properties to the south and to the
northwest was agricultural (NETR 1963). By 1968, additional properties to the west, and north were agricultural (Teledyne Geotronics 1968).
Agricultural developments continued to grow into 1974 (NETR 1974). By 1995, an airfield was developed southwest of the subject property.
The additional buildings appear in aerials by 1995 (NETR 1995).

EVALUATION

Under CRHR Ceriterion 1, the property at APN 346-032-55-00-4 does not have important associations with historic events, patterns, or trends
of development. The property is used for alfalfa agriculture but does not contain a homestead. The property is a part of the post-World War
II growth of Kern County as the property was developed for agriculture in the 1950s. While it is a part of agricultural development in Kern
County, it is not an important or trend-setting example of Kern County’s agricultural development. As such, the subject property is ineligible
under CRHR Ceriterion 1.

Under CRHR Criterion 2, the subject property does not share significant associations with the lives of persons important to history. Historical
research did not reveal any people associated with the property. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 2.

Under CRHR Criterion 3, the subject property is not a significant example of its type, style, or era, it lacks high artistic value, and is not the
work of a master architect, building, designer, or engineer. The buildings on the property are examples of one-story pole buildings with walls
formed of vertical metal poles and attached siding, and low-pitched gabled roofs supported by steel-girder trusses. However, these buildings
are not barns, but are storage buildings. The central oldest building has a steel-frame window with corrugated metal siding and a roll-up metal
door typical of agricultural buildings in Kern County from the 1960s. However, the building is a modest example and lacks any architectural
details. It is not an example of a master architect’s design and is not a rare example of the building type in Kern County. The two additional
buildings are younger than 45 years of age and are not historically significant. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR
Criterion 3.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 4, the subject property has neither yielded nor is likely to yield important information about our past. Typical of
similar buildings, the subject property’s Agricultural landscape does not have the potential to yield important information regarding
construction or engineering materials, methods, or technologies used in the 1950s and 1960s. As such, the subject property is ineligible under
CRHR Ceriterion 4.

In conclusion, APN 346-032-55-00-4 does not have historical associations or architectural or construction qualities that qualify the property
for listing under any of the CRHR significance criteria. The property was evaluated in accordance with Section 15064.5(a) (2) of the CEQA
guidelines and found not to qualify as a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The current evaluation has assigned a 6Z status code to
the property.

*B12. References (continued):
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Review Code
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Page I of 5
P1. Other Identifier: 8715 Favorito Avenue
* P2. Location: [ INot for Publication  [v]Unrestricted
*a. County
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Date
c. Address 8715 Favorito Avenue
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear feature)

Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): Resource ID 04, 8715 Favorito Avenue

and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)

T iR

City Rosamond

Zone

; 1/4 of 1/4 of Sec ;
Zip
mE/

B.M.

mN

1

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)
; 315-050-38-00-1

* P3a. Description:

(Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)

The subject property at 8715 Favorito Avenue in Rosamond, Kern County, is bound by Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
(LADWP) easement to the north (south of Dawn Road) and Favorito Avenue to the south. It consists of a one-story single-family residence
set back roughly 125 feet from front property line at Favorito Avenue and three ancillary structures surrounding the residence along the
southern portion of the property. The subject property is oriented south toward Favorito Avenue and has a lot size of 16.8 acres.

The one-story residence has a flat roof, a rectangular form, and is clad in stucco. The south (primary) elevation faces Favorito Avenue. There
is an asymmetrical arrangement of doors and windows along the elevation. The other elevations are not visible from the public right-of-way.
(See continuation sheet.)

* P3b. Resource Attributes:
Resources Present:

* P4,

HP2. Single family property

[v|Building [ ]Structure [ ]Object

[ ]site [ |District

* P11. Report Citation:

(Cite survey report/other sources or "none")

| *P9. Date Recorded:

[¥]Element of District [ _|Other (Isolates, etc.)
P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, etc.)
East elevation, facing west 06/08/2021

* P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:
[ ]Prehistoric  [¢]Historic [ |Both
1970 (Factual) Tax Assessor

* P7. Owner and Address:
Corona Ezequiel
8715 Favorito Avenue
Rosamond, CA 93560

* P8. Recorded by:
Caitlin Greeley
ICF
555 W. 5th Street, Suite 3100, Los Angeles, CA
90013

(Name, affiliation, address)

01/31/2022

* P10. Survey Type: (Describe)




* Attachments: [ JNONE [ ]Location Map [ ]Sketch Map [v]Continuation Sheet [v]Building, Structure, and Object Record
[ JArchaeological Record [ |District Record [ |Linear Feature Record [ |Milling Station Record [ JRock Art Record [ |Artifact Record
[ ]Photograph Record [ _]Other: (List)
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* Page 2 of 5

B1l. Historic Name: None
B2. Common Name: 8715 Favorito Avenue
* B3. Original Use: Residence B4. PresentUse: Residence
* B5. Architectural Style: Ranch
B6. Construction History:  (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations.)
The residence on the subject property at 8715 Favorito Avenue has a construction date of 1970 (Parcel Quest 2021). No original building
permits are available from Kern County. No Sanborn maps are available. Between 2005 and 2009 the residential building footprint grew in

size and demolition took place to half of one of the ancillary structures. (See continuation sheet.)
*

*B7. Moved? [¢JNo [ JYes [ JUnknown  Date: N/A Original Location: N/A
B8. Related Features:
N/A
* B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
B10. Significance:  Theme N/A Area N/A
Period of Significance N/A Property Type N/A Applicable Criteria  N/A

The property at 8715 Favorito Avenue does not meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR). It does
not, therefore, qualify as a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act.

CONTEXT

RANCH

Originally designed in California in the 1930s, Ranch houses drew inspiration from earlier Spanish Colonial haciendas and northern
California farmhouses (SurveyLA 2015:5). The Ranch style gained popularity after World War II, due to Federal Housing Administration
(FHA) promotion and loan support. Architects designed and builders constructed Ranch residences across the United States (McAlester
2015:602—603). Due to its ability to capitalize on the importance of automobiles in the post-World War II suburban sprawl, where workers
needed to commute to and from work in the city, the Ranch style maintained its popularity until circa 1975 (SurveyLA 2015:13-15). Because
of the influence of streetcar suburban developments on the creation of the style, Ranch style houses are primarily associated with and found in
suburbs. Developers constructed entire tracts in the style during the 1950s and 1960s (McAlester 2015: 602-603). Non-tract examples of the
style, such as those found in rural Kern County, are rarer and often simpler with minimal applied architectural detail. Easily built and
customizable, Ranch homes continued to be constructed across America because they blended effortlessly into the newly forming middle-class
attitude and lifestyle (SurveyLA 2015:13-15).

Ranch houses typically feature horizontal, one-story massing, with either a gable or hip roof. Initially built with simple rectangular floor
plans, by the 1950s, L-shaped floor plans with intersecting gable roofs became more popular (Gottfried and Jennings 2009: 208-209).
Developers built these homes on large tracts of land that allowed for spacious backyards and private outdoor living (McAlester
2015:602—603). Ranch-style homes feature an asymmetrical exterior, often elongating the look of the house by incorporating an attached front-
facing garage. (See continuation sheet.)

* B11. Additional Resource Attributes:
B12. References:

(See continuation sheet.)

B13. Remarks:

* B14. Evaluator: Cait Greeley, ICF, ICF
Date of Evaluation: 01/31/2022
(This space reserved for official comments.)
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*P3a. Description (continued):
Two long rectangular ancillary structures with flat roofs sit to the northwest of the residential building, and one rectangular ancillary
structure sits to the west of the residential building. An unpaved road forms a square around the property.

INTEGRITY

The subject property’s integrity is fair. It retains integrity of location. It does not retain integrity of setting because agricultural development
of the area took place at a later day. Between 1972 and 1995, the roofs of the two long ancillary structures deteriorated substantially (NETR
1972 and 1995). In addition, due to a number of alterations, it does not have integrity of design, materials, and workmanship. For these
reasons, it does not have integrity of feeling and association

*B6. Construction History (continued):

The addition of a third ancillary structure appears between 2009 and 2010. (NETR 2005, 2009, 2010). No other alterations have taken
place at the subject property.

*B10. Significance (continued):

Substyles of the traditional Ranch plan include Contemporary, Cinderella, American Colonial, and Minimal. Elements of a Cinderella
Ranch, otherwise known as Storybook Ranch, feature steep-pitched porch hoods and Swiss-Chalet inspired fascia and shutters that give the
house an exaggerated fairytale look. In contrast, Minimal Ranch buildings have a more restrained exterior, including less variation in wall
materials and simple footprints, and were commonly built within FHA design guidelines (SurveyLA 2015:17-18). Key features include a
large picture window, small porch, and recessed entry. Builders used a variety of resources, including stucco, brick, stone, and wood. They
also incorporated planters or window boxes into the exterior design for emphasis (McAlester 2015:597-601).

HOMESTEADING AND AGRICULTURE

Beyond the Antelope Valley railroad stops that developed into towns and eventually into cities, most settlement in the region involved
homesteading lands for ranching and agriculture. Ethno-religious groups, prohibitionists, and utopian socialists also established agricultural
colonies in the region during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Some newcomers homesteaded lands with the primary goal
of becoming successful ranchers or farmers, while other homesteaders undertook requisite improvement of lands strategically in an effort to
supplement their mining endeavors (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53).

Homesteading claims in the western Antelope Valley region began primarily after 1900 as a consequence of several factors. Having
received transfers of significant land grants in 1903 from the federal government, the Southern Pacific Railroad launched heavy land-sale
promotions during the 1910s, which attracted settlers from the east and from Europe. Rising land prices in Los Angeles and other
urbanizing areas of Southern California enhanced the appeal of homesteading in the Antelope Valley for some southland residents. These
factors, along with amendments to the Desert Land Act—which made provisions for absentee ownership, reduced irrigation and cultivation
requirements, and shrank requisite periods of residency—generated a boom in homesteading activity that lasted from the 1910s through the
mid-1930s (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54). However, not all homesteads were successful.
Numerous claims filed after 1910 were never patented because of homesteaders’ failure to improve lands adequately. Although Southern
Pacific Railroad and other Antelope Valley land promoters presented the region as exceptionally fertile, settlers often confronted difficult
climatic conditions, including frequent high winds during multiple seasons, flooding, intermittent drought, and, at times, excruciating heat
(Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54).

Homesteading in the Antelope Valley largely came to an end in the 1930s. Prevailing drought conditions worsened locally and across the
nation during that decade. In addition, the Great Depression made it increasingly difficult for prospective settlers to accumulate capital for
necessary improvements. As a result, during that time, many Antelope Valley settlers abandoned their homesteads, and the longstanding
emphasis on promoting private use and development gave way to a new emphasis on conservation and preservation by the National Park
Service, U.S. Forest Service, and Bureau of Land Management. In 1935, the federal government stopped accepting new “homestead” or
“desert lands” entries, although small 5-acre homestead tracts could be purchased until 1950, and homesteaders with valid claims prior to
1935 could continue to improve their land (Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:54).

Across the vicinity of the project, agricultural activity increased after World War II. From 1953 to 1956, land cultivated with crops in the
Kern County portion of the Antelope Valley increased from 26,000 to more than 41,000 acres (with 23,732 acres irrigated), mostly in areas
west of Rosamond and around Cantil. Alfalfa fields made up the majority of cultivated land across the larger Antelope Valley, followed by
dry-land grains. During the 1950s, Antelope Valley farmers devoted limited acreage to irrigated forage crops, vegetables, almonds, apples,
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peaches, and other fruits. Field crops such as alfalfa and grain, as well as irrigated pastureland, dominated agricultural activity in the Kern
County portion of the Antelope Valley, accounting for 34,978 acres in 1957. Alfalfa fields for hay and seed made up 90 percent of that
acreage. In terms of livestock, sheep grazing was the most prominent activity in the Kern County portion of the valley during the 1950s. At
this time, agriculture accounted for 97 percent of Antelope Valley water use. Although groundwater depletion had led some farmers to
abandon acreage by the late 1950s, pumping for irrigation remained economically feasible in most of the valley’s farming areas (DWR
1959:36-49).

The mainstay of agriculture in the project vicinity, Antelope Valley alfalfa production went into decline after the 1950s. Rising electricity
costs for pumping depleted groundwater supplies and made alfalfa farming more difficult over time. Valley land planted in alfalfa declined
from 38,525 acres in 1950 to 8,810 acres in 1987. Between 1953 and 1988, total groundwater pumped annually in the valley declined from
480,000 acre-feet to 69,000 acre-feet. Although land in the project vicinity continued to be cultivated during the 1970s, crop farming in the
Rosamond and Willow Springs areas declined dramatically thereafter (DWR 1959:49; Templin et al. 1995:1-2, 7, 16, 64).

SITE HISTORY

Prior to the subject property’s construction at 8715 Favorito Avenue, 1963 historic aerial images show the area was undeveloped (NETR
1963). Agricultural and residential development in the vicinity took place between the 1970s and the 1990s (NETR 1972, 1995). The
surrounding area has remained unchanged in that time. The subject property’s building footprint has changed since its original construction.

Kern County does not have original building permits for any buildings located on the subject property, nor are there any permits for
alterations to any building on the property. Historic newspaper research reveals no information about the original owner or the property’s
original use. The current use of the property is residential. The current owner is Corona Ezequiel. Historic newspaper research yielded no
information regarding Corona Ezequiel. Historic newspaper research yielded no information regarding the architect of any of the buildings.

EVALUATION

Under CRHR Criterion 1, the property at 8715 Favorito Avenue does not have important associations with historic events, patterns, or
trends of development. Prior to its construction in 1970, the neighboring area was undeveloped. In the 1970s through the 1990s, residential
and agricultural development took place north and south of Favorito Avenue. The region of the subject property at 8715 Favorito Avenue
has remained the same since then, and the use of the property did not contribute to any specific historic events. It is not representative of
any important association. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Ceriterion 1.

Under CRHR Criterion 2, the subject property does not share significant associations with the lives of persons important to history. Historic
research revealed no information regarding the original owner. It is unknown the original function of the building. The current owner is
Corona Ezequiel. Historic newspaper research yielded no information about Corona Ezequiel as they relate to their associations with the
subject property at 8715 Favorito Avenue. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Ceriterion 2.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 3, the subject property is not a significant example of its type, style, or era, it lacks high artistic value, and is not
the work of a master architect, building, designer, or engineer. The architect of the buildings is unknown. The subject property does not
have a distinguishable architectural style. The property has undergone alterations to the building footprint and ancillary structures. The
buildings is modest in design. With basic features, the property does not stand out among the masses constructed in suburban areas of
California and the United States during the 1970s. The property does not represent an innovation in engineering or the work of a master. It
displays commonplace materials and construction methods. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Ceriterion 3.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 4, the subject property has neither yielded nor is likely to yield important information about our past. Typical of
similar buildings, the subject property’s wood frame construction does not have the potential to yield important information regarding
construction or engineering materials, methods, or technologies used in the 1970s. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR
Criterion 4.

In conclusion, 8715 Favorito Avenue does not have historical associations or architectural or construction qualities that qualify the property
for listing under any of the CRHR significance criteria. The property was evaluated in accordance with Section 15064.5(a) (2) of the CEQA
guidelines, and found not to qualify as a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The current evaluation has assigned a 6Z status code
to the property

*B12. References (continued):
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Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): Resource ID 05, 5488 Tehachapi-Willow Springs Road

and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)

T iR

City Rosamond

Page 1 of 8
P1. Other Identifier: 5488 Tehachapi-willow Springs Road
* P2. Location: [ INot for Publication  [v]Unrestricted
*a. County
*h. USGS 7.5' Quad Date
c. Address 5488 Tehachapi-willow Springs Road
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear feature)

Zone

1/4 of

1/4 of Sec
Zip
mE/

B.M.

mN

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)
; 315-011-18-00-8

* P3a. Description:

(Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)

The property located at 5488 Tehachapi Willow Springs Road is largely composed of agricultural fields with a small homestead. There are
four buildings located in the northwestern corner of the square parcel that consist of a single-family residence, an ancillary building, a metal
agricultural building, and a wood shed. The parcel is bound by Favorito Avenue to the north, Tehachapi Willow Springs Road to the west,
Hamilton Road to the south, and 85th Street West to the east. A secondary road divides the 156-acre parcel in half, with Favorito
Avenue/85th Street running north-south. The landscape is composed of a flat terrain with a majority of the parcel used for farming; the
agricultural parcel is composed of irrigated land.

The single-family residence was constructed between 1963 and 1968 (NETR 1963 and Teledyne, Inc. (See continuation sheet.)

* P3b.
* P4,

Resource Attributes:
Resources Present:

HP2. Single family property
[vI|Building [ ]Structure

[ ]Object

[ ]site [ |District

* P11.

Report Citation:

(Cite survey report/other sources or "none")

| *P10. Survey Type:

[ ]Element of District [ |Other (Isolates, etc.)
P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, etc.)
East elevation, facing west/southwest
06/08/2021
* P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:
[ |Prehistoric  [¢]Historic [ ]Both
1963-1968 (Estimate) Aerial Photographs

* P7. Owner and Address:
Leonard W & Laura Griffin Survivors Trust
48009 70th Street East
Lancaster, CA 93535

* P8. Recorded by:
Elizabeth Hilton
ICF
555 W. 5th Street, Suite 3100, Los Angeles, CA
90013

* P9. Date Recorded:

(Name, affiliation, address)

01/25/2022
(Describe)



* Attachments: [ JNONE [ ]Location Map [ ]Sketch Map [v]Continuation Sheet [v]Building, Structure, and Object Record
[ JArchaeological Record [ |District Record [ |Linear Feature Record [ |Milling Station Record [ JRock Art Record [ |Artifact Record
[ ]Photograph Record [ _]Other: (List)
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B1l. Historic Name: None
B2. Common Name: 5488 Tehachapi-Willow Springs Road
* B3. Original Use: Residence B4. PresentUse: Residence
* B5. Architectural Style: Ranch
B6. Construction History:  (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations.)
No Building Permits or Sanborn Maps were available for this property. Additionally, historic newspapers and ancestry library did not identify
any resources for this property address or cross streets.

* A 1968 aerial image reveals a small. rectangular residence sited adiacent to Tehachani Willow Springs Road and an agricultural building to

*B7. Moved? [¢JNo [ JYes [ JUnknown  Date: N/A Original Location: N/A
B8. Related Features:
N/A
* B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
B10. Significance:  Theme N/A Area N/A
Period of Significance N/A Property Type N/A Applicable Criteria  N/A

The property at 5488 Tehachapi Willow Springs Road does not meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources
(CRHR). It does not, therefore, qualify as a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act.

CONTEXT

HOMESTEADING AND AGRICULTURE

Beyond the Antelope Valley railroad stops that developed into towns and eventually into cities, most settlement in the region involved
homesteading lands for ranching and agriculture. Ethno-religious groups, prohibitionists, and utopian socialists also established agricultural
colonies in the region during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Some newcomers homesteaded lands with the primary goal of
becoming successful ranchers or farmers, while other homesteaders undertook requisite improvement of lands strategically in an effort to
supplement their mining endeavors (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53).

Homesteading claims in the western Antelope Valley region began primarily after 1900 as a consequence of several factors. Having received
transfers of significant land grants in 1903 from the federal government, the Southern Pacific Railroad launched heavy land-sale promotions
during the 1910s, which attracted settlers from the east and from Europe. Rising land prices in Los Angeles and other urbanizing areas of
Southern California enhanced the appeal of homesteading in the Antelope Valley for some southland residents. These factors, along with
amendments to the Desert Land Act—which made provisions for absentee ownership, reduced irrigation and cultivation requirements, and
shrank requisite periods of residency—generated a boom in homesteading activity that lasted from the 1910s through the mid-1930s (Edwards
Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54). However, not all homesteads were successful. Numerous claims filed
after 1910 were never patented because of homesteaders’ failure to improve lands adequately. (See continuation sheet.)

* B11. Additional Resource Attributes:
B12. References:

(See continuation sheet.)

B13. Remarks:

* B14. Evaluator: Elizabeth Hilton, ICF, ICF

Date of Evaluation: 01/25/2022
(This space reserved for official comments.)
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e

West elevation of residence, facing east. Southwest elevation of residence and agricultural building,
facing northeast. Source: Google Maps, May 2019.
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Page 1 of 7 Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): Resource ID 06, 10145 Hamilton Road
P1. Other Identifier: 10145 Hamilton Road

* P2. Location: [ INot for Publication  [v]Unrestricted
*a. County and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Date T 'R ; 1/4 of 1/4 of Sec ; B.M.
c. Address 10145 Hamilton Road City Rosamond Zip
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear feature) Zone , mE/ mN

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)
; 358-052-08-00-1

* P3a. Description:  (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)

The property located at 10145 Hamilton Road is a narrow 14.9 acre parcel bordered by 90th Avenue to the east, Hamilton Road to the south,
vacant land to the west, and Favorito Avneue to the north. There are three buildings located in the southern section of the parcel, set back
from Hamilton Road: a single-family residence, wood barn, small shed, and a small silo. North of the buildings are fenced areas used for
livestock farming, as well as two metal silos and a small metal water tower that are visible from Hamilton Road. The landscape is composed
of a flat terrain with dirt ground cover populated with shrubs and trees.

The single-family residence is one-story tall and rectangular in plan. Designed in the Craftsman style, it is set back approximately 500 feet
from Hamilton Road and clad with a smooth stucco finish. It is capped by a medium-pitched side-gable roof with overhanging eaves and clad
in shingles. The primary, south, facade is asymmetrically divided into four bays. There is an off-center primary entrance flanked to the west
by a window opening and to the east by two windows that appear to be two-over-two panes. (See continuation sheet.)

* P3b. Resource Attributes: ~ HP2. Single family property

* P4, Resources Present: [v|Building [ ]Structure [ ]Object [ |Site [ |District [ |Element of District [ |Other (Isolates, etc.)

P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, etc.)
South elevation, facing north 06/08/2021

* P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:
[ |Prehistoric  [v]Historic [ ]|Both
c. 1930 (Estimate) Professional Opinion

* P7. Owner and Address:
Luzviminda V Padilla
3633 Kim Court
Lancaster, CA 93536

* P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation, address)
Elizabeth Hilton
ICF
555 W. 5th Street, Suite 3100, Los Angeles, CA
90013

*P9. Date Recorded: 01/25/2022

|| *P10. Survey Type: (Describe)

* P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey report/other sources or "none")



* Attachments: [ JNONE [ ]Location Map [ ]Sketch Map [v]Continuation Sheet [v]Building, Structure, and Object Record
[ JArchaeological Record [ |District Record [ |Linear Feature Record [ |Milling Station Record [ JRock Art Record [ |Artifact Record
[ ]Photograph Record  [_]Other: (List)
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* Page 2 of 7

B1l. Historic Name: None
B2. Common Name: 10145 Hamilton Road
* B3. Original Use: Residence B4. PresentUse: Residence
* B5. Architectural Style: Craftsman
B6. Construction History:  (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations.)
No Building Permits or Sanborn Maps were available for this property. Additionally, historic newspapers and Ancestry Library did not
identify any resources for this property address or cross streets.

*

A construction date of ¢. 1930 was given to the residence based on the Craftsman design and two-over-two window fenestration. (See

*B7. Moved? [¢JNo [ JYes [ JUnknown  Date: N/A Original Location: N/A
B8. Related Features:
N/A
* B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
B10. Significance:  Theme N/A Area N/A
Period of Significance N/A Property Type N/A Applicable Criteria  N/A

The property at 10145 Hamilton Road does not meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR). It does
not, therefore, qualify as a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act.

CONTEXT

HOMESTEADING AND AGRICULTURE

Beyond the Antelope Valley railroad stops that developed into towns and eventually into cities, most settlement in the region involved
homesteading lands for ranching and agriculture. Ethno-religious groups, prohibitionists, and utopian socialists also established agricultural
colonies in the region during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Some newcomers homesteaded lands with the primary goal of
becoming successful ranchers or farmers, while other homesteaders undertook requisite improvement of lands strategically in an effort to
supplement their mining endeavors (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53).

Homesteading claims in the western Antelope Valley region began primarily after 1900 as a consequence of several factors. Having received
transfers of significant land grants in 1903 from the federal government, the Southern Pacific Railroad launched heavy land-sale promotions
during the 1910s, which attracted settlers from the east and from Europe. Rising land prices in Los Angeles and other urbanizing areas of
Southern California enhanced the appeal of homesteading in the Antelope Valley for some southland residents. These factors, along with
amendments to the Desert Land Act—which made provisions for absentee ownership, reduced irrigation and cultivation requirements, and
shrank requisite periods of residency—generated a boom in homesteading activity that lasted from the 1910s through the mid-1930s (Edwards
Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54). However, not all homesteads were successful. Numerous claims filed
after 1910 were never patented because of homesteaders’ failure to improve lands adequately. Although Southern Pacific Railroad and other
Antelope Valley land promoters presented the region as exceptionally fertile, settlers often confronted difficult climatic conditions, including
frequent high winds during multiple seasons, flooding, intermittent drought, and, at times, excruciating heat (Edwards Air Force Base
2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54). (See continuation sheet.)

* B11. Additional Resource Attributes:
B12. References:

(See continuation sheet.)

B13. Remarks:

* B14. Evaluator: Elizabeth Hilton, ICF, ICF

Date of Evaluation: 01/25/2022
(This space reserved for official comments.)
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*P3a. Description (continued):
There is a large two-story addition on the north (rear) elevation that appears to envelope the original homestead. Secondary small-scale
additions were made to the west and north elevations.

A vernacular barn is sited west-adjacent of the residence with wood-frame construction. Rectangular in plan, it has a medium-pitched front-
gable roof capped with asphalt shingles and slightly overhanging eaves. The primary, south, fagade reveals a wood truss and open-air gable-
end, with wood panels leaning against the fagade. It appears to be in a state of disrepair.

A small shed is located northeast of the residence. Rectangular in plan, it has a medium-pitched side-gable roof with slightly overhanging
eaves. A small addition appears to be located on the north elevation. It cannot be seen from Hamilton Road, obscured by trees.

Landscaping around the homestead consists of dirt ground covering with mature growth trees lining the homestead area to the south and
west of the wood barn. A dirt driveway extends around the trees, surrounding the residential area, and connecting to 90th Avenue. The
agricultural area north of the homestead is divided into multiple sections with wood fencing for the livestock. A small metal water tower
and two metal silos are sited between the livestock fencing and homestead.

INTEGRITY

The subject property retains integrity of location. It also retains integrity of setting because its rural, semi-agricultural setting along
Hamilton Road remains largely unchanged with only minimal residential development in the vicinity in the twentieth and twenty-first
century. In addition, alterations to the property, which consist of a very large addition to the residence and removal of wood siding on the
barn, it has fair integrity of design, materials, and workmanship. For these reasons, it has fair integrity of feeling and association.

*B6. Construction History (continued):

The earliest aerial image available in the vicinity dates to 1952 (Robinson Aerial Surveys, Inc. 1952), which shows the residence and barn.
Based on visual inspection, the barn was most likely constructed c. 1940. The 1995 aerial shows the construction of a small shed sited
northeast of the residence (NETR 1995), revealing a construction date between 1974 and 1995 (NETR 1974 and 1995). The aerial images
available do not show the small metal water tower and two metal silos sited north of the residence.

Based on historic aerials and Google Maps, there does not appear to be any additions to the barn; however, there appears to be a small
northern addition to the shed, constructed before 1995 (NETR 1995), and a large two-story addition to the rear of the residence, constructed
between 1974 and 1995. Based on visual inspection, the only alterations that can be seen from the street is the removal of wood siding and
a door from the primary, south, elevation on the barn, along with the large two-story rear addition to the residence.

*B10. Significance (continued):

Homesteading in the Antelope Valley largely came to an end in the 1930s. Prevailing drought conditions worsened locally and across the
nation during that decade. In addition, the Great Depression made it increasingly difficult for prospective settlers to accumulate capital for
necessary improvements. As a result, during that time, many Antelope Valley settlers abandoned their homesteads, and the longstanding
emphasis on promoting private use and development gave way to a new emphasis on conservation and preservation by the National Park
Service, U.S. Forest Service, and Bureau of Land Management. In 1935, the federal government stopped accepting new “homestead” or
“desert lands” entries, although small 5-acre homestead tracts could be purchased until 1950, and homesteaders with valid claims prior to
1935 could continue to improve their land (Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:54).

Across the vicinity of the project, agricultural activity increased after World War II. From 1953 to 1956, land cultivated with crops in the
Kern County portion of the Antelope Valley increased from 26,000 to more than 41,000 acres (with 23,732 acres irrigated), mostly in areas
west of Rosamond and around Cantil. Alfalfa fields made up the majority of cultivated land across the larger Antelope Valley, followed by
dry-land grains. During the 1950s, Antelope Valley farmers devoted limited acreage to irrigated forage crops, vegetables, almonds, apples,
peaches, and other fruits. Field crops such as alfalfa and grain, as well as irrigated pastureland, dominated agricultural activity in the Kern
County portion of the Antelope Valley, accounting for 34,978 acres in 1957. Alfalfa fields for hay and seed made up 90 percent of that
acreage. In terms of livestock, sheep grazing was the most prominent activity in the Kern County portion of the valley during the 1950s. At
this time, agriculture accounted for 97 percent of Antelope Valley water use. Although groundwater depletion had led some farmers to
abandon acreage by the late 1950s, pumping for irrigation remained economically feasible in most of the valley’s farming areas (DWR
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1959:36-49).

The mainstay of agriculture in the project vicinity, Antelope Valley alfalfa production went into decline after the 1950s. Rising electricity
costs for pumping depleted groundwater supplies and made alfalfa farming more difficult over time. Valley land planted in alfalfa declined
from 38,525 acres in 1950 to 8,810 acres in 1987. Between 1953 and 1988, total groundwater pumped annually in the valley declined from
480,000 acre-feet to 69,000 acre-feet. Although land in the project vicinity continued to be cultivated during the 1970s, crop farming in the
Rosamond and Willow Springs areas declined dramatically thereafter (DWR 1959:49; Templin et al. 1995:1-2, 7, 16, 64).

CRAFTSMAN STYLE

Craftsman architecture originated in Southern California, home to most landmark examples of the style. The Greene brothers in Pasadena,
who designed and built numerous high-style “ultimate bungalows™’ together from 1893—1914, merged Japanese woodworking and English
Arts and Crafts aesthetics that resulted in a subtle, “honest use of building materials,” with an emphasis on quality craft work (GPA
2007:19). The style made buildings’ structural components (i.e., beams and support structures) part of the visual appeal. Gustav Stickley’s
The Craftsman magazine promoted single-family Craftsman dwellings through moderately priced, standardized plans. Contractors and
builders followed suit with lower-cost standardized designs embellished with customizable options. Through pattern books and popular
magazines, more Craftsman-styled homes sprung up across the country, making high-quality artisanship accessible to more buyers. In the
years before the Depression, middle class families moved to temperate areas of southern California with generous, inexpensive parcels
where the Craftsman’s “simple but artistic” feature-set could shine until the style’s decline by 1930 (GPA 2007:20). In concert with pattern
books and magazines, home builders and contractors could order homes from catalogues and have everything necessary, except heavy
materials like stone and rock, shipped to the build site. Catalogue homes and contractor-built designs made Craftsman homeownership
accessible, convenient, and affordable (GPA 2007:19-21; McAlester 2013:1,973-1,974).

Character-defining features of Craftsman architecture include wood-framed, one- or one-and-one-half-story high buildings with low-to-
moderate-pitched gabled roofs with wide, unenclosed eaves, gabled- or shed-style dormers, walls clad in wood clapboard or wood shingles,
false decorative bracketry or braces beneath the gables, exposed roof rafters, full-width or partial-width porches supported by square
columns, and continuous porch columns or piers with no break at the porch level along the fagade. Exposed woodwork displays rich
finishes meant to complement the visual impact of the building. Embellishments may include sloping (i.e., battered) foundations, stone-clad
chimneys, extended or elaborated rafter ends, cottage windows, lines of three or more windows, and multiple roof planes (McAlester
2013:1,924-1,972; GPA 2007:28).

Vernacular examples tend to originate from catalogue-ordered or contractor designs and typically embody modest stylistic elements of their
high-style counterparts. These examples may share similar forms or layouts of their surrounding neighbors or tracts elsewhere in the region;
however, many catalogue designs allowed for owner variations. These examples may lack the “hand-hewn” materials and high-style
complex woodwork and bracketry seen on architect-designed, high-style examples by master architects like Greene and Greene. Vernacular
examples may express eclectic elements from complementary styles like Oriental, Swiss, Colonial, or Tudor, embodying the preferences of
the owner, builder, or designer or simply popular architecture during its construction. Multi-family or large commercial Craftsman
buildings tend to share the same character-defining elements of their catalogue-ordered or high-style single-family counterparts, with
commercial examples incorporating features on a larger scale to accommodate the scale of the building (GPA 2007:34-35).

VERNACULAR

Vernacular buildings typically include features that express the influence of a particular architectural style but do not reflect an architect’s
or builder’s intentional articulation of a specific architectural style. Vernacular structures are part of the common, everyday fabric of the
built environment. Their purposes, functions, and aesthetic values and objectives play crucial roles in determining their design and
construction.

Historically, vernacular architecture reflects the common building traditions, construction materials, culture, climate, and landscape of

a particular nation, region, or place. During the industrial and post-industrial eras modern forces such as industrial fabrication, mass-
production and distribution, consumer capitalism, and large-scale market conditions influenced vernacular architecture more than place and
tradition. Architectural historians Herbert Gottfried and Jan Jennings argue that during the late 19th and 20th centuries, vernacular
architecture continued to qualify as “practical” architecture, but it also increasing became an “industrial” or “manufactured” architecture,
not to mention a “market” architecture “responsive to marketing pressure and to changes in fashion” (Gottfried and Jennings 2009:9-12).

AGRICULTURAL BUILDINGS

Kern County is one of the leading farm counties in the United States (Beeman 2016). Historically, ranching was the main form of
agriculture in Kern County, but more recently, fruits and vegetables have become important crops in the County (Beeman 2016). Important
crops and commodities in Kern County include grapes, almonds, milk, citrus, cattle, pistachios, carrots (Water Association of Kern County
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2021). With the county’s strong association with agriculture, there are many agricultural buildings in the county. Types of agricultural
buildings include barns, storage silos, equipment sheds, and cattle housing.

An early barn types includes “transverse frame.” Transverse frame barns have front-gabled roofs and large centered entries for horse-drawn
vehicles, tractors, trucks, or other equipment to access the central passages. Storage of hay or other animal feed are often located in second
story lofts (Noble 1984: 6-7, 11-13). A common variant, the “Midwest three-portal barn” is a transverse frame farm with added shed roof
enclosed side aisles to the, each with front elevation (Noble 1984: 13). After World War II, industrial-scale feed silos replaced the storage
loft of many barns. One-story poles barns with walls formed of vertical metal poles and attached siding, and low-pitched gabled roofs
supported by steel-girder trusses became prevalent (Noble 1984: 47; Noble & Cleek 1996: 39). Recently, agricultural producers have
developed simpler structures to provide shelter for livestock, stripping pole barns of their siding altogether in favor of open-sided structures
consisting of steel columns that support low-pitched metal roofs. Such shelters can be large and extensive, creating a larger area of sheltered
space.

Because of the practical and utilitarian use of agricultural buildings, they rarely have applied architectural styles. Agricultural buildings
usually have a vernacular style with local materials including wood frame and cladding. Some newer agriculture buildings have corrugated
metal siding. If there are windows, they may include double-hung or fixed wood frame sashes; fixed or operational steel-frame sashes, or
horizontally sliding aluminum sashes. Many ancillary buildings incorporate one or more larger vehicle entries, often with roll-up metal
doors, as well as pedestrian entries with single-leaf doors. Associated historic vernacular landscape features including irrigation features,
feedlots, tanks, and pastureland (SurveyLA 2018: 43).

SITE HISTORY

The property located at 10145 Hamilton Road is a narrow, rectangular, agricultural parcel surrounded in a rural area by vacant land, large
farms, and modest homesteads (Google Maps 2022). Aerial images reveal minor changes to the landscape since the mid-20th century
(Robinson Aerial Surveys, Inc. 1952 and Google Maps 2022).

The earliest aerial image in the vicinity is from 1952, which shows three small, side-by-side homesteads located off Hamilton Road. At this
time, only the barn and residence were located on the property, with trees lining the east and west property boundary, as well as trees
providing a visual border between the homestead and the street. Based on visual inspection, the residence was most likely constructed c.
1930, and the barn was most likely constructed c. 1940. A dirt driveway went up present day 90th Avenue and circled back in front of the
tree line (Robinson Aerial Surveys, Inc. 1952). Over the years mature growth trees began to surround the residence and barn; the driveway
extended alongside the tree line in front of the buildings and went around the western parcel boundary of trees, looping back to what later
became 90th Avenue (NETR 1963). But by 1995, trees only lined the front of the buildings and the west parcel boundary by the homestead.
This aerial also shows the construction of a small shed sited northeast of the residence (NETR 1995), revealing a construction date between
1974 and 1995 (NETR 1974 and 1995). The aerial images available do not show the small metal water tower and two metal silos sited
north of the residence. Presently, 90th Avenue is located on aerial maps, with the street stopping beyond the homestead and the second
driveway entrance (Google Maps 2022).

The 1952 aerial does not show any agricultural use in the area surrounding the subject property (Robinson Aerial Surveys, Inc. 1952). By
1963, fencing existed north of the residence (NETR 1963), which was expanded farther north in 1968 (Teledyne Inc. 1968). Fencing was
extended north once again by 1995 (NETR 1995); there has been no changes since then to the property (Google Maps 2022).

The current owner is Luzviminda V. Padilla (ProQuest 2022). Research did not reveal previous owners; however, a Kern County Map from
1898 reveals the land was once owned by the Oak Creek L. and W. Company (Congdon 1898). Research did not reveal any information on
these owners.

EVALUATION

Under CRHR Criterion 1, the property at 10145 Hamilton Road does not have important associations with historic events, patterns, or
trends of development. The residence on the property was erected in the first half of the 20th century, along with the adjacent two
homesteads. Although the residence and barn were most likely constructed within the period of significance for homesteading in the
Antelope Valley, multiple alterations are visible: the barn door and siding has been removed from the primary fagade, and a two-story rear
addition envelopes the residence, such that only the primary facade of the homestead is present (Google Maps 2022). Additionally, the
property does not display any agricultural use until the second half of the twentieth century, in which livestock farming expanded on the
parcel until 1995 (NETR 1963 and 1995), and agricultural structures, including two silos and a small water tower, were only erected
present day (Google Maps). Due to extensive alterations to the residence, barn, and property as a whole, there is little evidence that
suggests this property is directly linked to an early homestead associated with local history. As such, the subject property is ineligible under
CRHR Ceriterion 1.
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Under CRHR Criterion 2, the subject property does not share significant associations with the lives of persons important to history. The
current owner is identified as is Luzviminda V. Padilla (ParcelQuest 2022). Research did not reveal previous owners; however, a Kern
County Map from 1898 reveals the land was once owned by Oak Creek L. and W. Company (Congdon 1898). Research yielded no
information for these owners; it is unlikely the subject property is associated with the life of an important person in the Antelope Valley. As
such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 2.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 3, the subject property is not a significant example of its type, style, or era, it lacks high artistic value, and is not
the work of a master architect, building, designer, or engineer. The subject property has three vernacular buildings: a residence, barn, and
small shed. Constructed c. 1930 in the Craftsman style, the residence exhibits commonplace features such as stucco wall cladding, off-
center primary entrance, and front-gable roof. However, high style examples would include a pronounced front porch, applied wood
elements, and its original building footprint. The residence has been heavily altered due to a two-story addition that dominates the building
plan, and the c. 1940 wood barn is missing doors and wood siding. Therefore, as an ubiquitous example of the Craftsman and vernacular
styles that exhibits visible alterations, it does not warrant architectural merit. Furthermore, the shed, silos, water tower, and fencing used
for livestock farming are unlikely to be the work of a master. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Ceriterion 3.

Under CRHR Criterion 4, the subject property has neither yielded nor is likely to yield important information about our past. Typical of
similar buildings, the subject property’s wood frame construction does not have the potential to yield important information regarding
construction or engineering materials, methods, or technologies used in the 1930s and 40s. As such, the subject property is ineligible under
CRHR Ceriterion 4.

In conclusion, 10145 Hamilton Road does not have historical associations or architectural or construction qualities that qualify the property
for listing under any of the CRHR significance criteria. The property was evaluated in accordance with Section 15064.5(a) (2) of the CEQA
guidelines and found not to qualify as a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The current evaluation has assigned a 6Z status code
to the property.
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*P3a. Description (continued):

1968). One-story tall and rectangular in plan, the Ranch style residence is clad with a smooth stucco finish. It is capped by a medium-
pitched side-gable roof with slightly overhanging eaves, pronounced fascia, and clad in wood shingles. The elevations are punctuated with
tripartite windows and a rear pedestrian door is obscured by a metal security door. The residence is accessed from the east or north on a
concrete clad sidewalk, which cannot be seen from the street.

An ancillary building is sited north-adjacent of the residence and constructed in a similar design to the residence. Rectangular in plan, the
elevations are clad in a smooth stucco siding. It has a medium-pitched side-gable roof capped with wood shingles and slightly overhanging
eaves. The primary, east, facade faces the large agricultural building. Due to mature growth vegetation, the building is heavily obscured
from the street.

A large-scale agricultural building is sited south-adjacent of Favorito Avenue, located east of the ancillary building. Two-stories tall, it is
rectangular in plan and capped with a medium-pitched side-gable roof. It is an open-air building, supported by metal columns with a metal
roof and gable ends.

A small wood shed is located south of the agricultural building. Rectangular in plan, it has wood-frame construction and a medium-pitched
side-gable roof with slightly overhanging eaves. The primary, east, facade features an open door-frame and small window opening to the
north and underneath the roof pitch. The north elevation is composed of large door openings, most likely for storage.

Landscaping around the homestead consists of dirt ground covering with mature growth trees lining the homestead area on Favorito Avenue
and Tehachapi Willow Springs Road. The northwestern corner of the property is also lined with a metal cyclone fence capped with barbed
wire. Telephone lines extend along the northern parcel boundary. A dirt driveway extends around the residence from the south off
Tehachapi Willow Springs Road; then, it curves south and east of the agricultural building to connect to Favorito Avenue. The driveway is
accessed through a pair of metal cyclone gates. Alfalfa is planted in the farming portions of the property.

INTEGRITY

The subject property’s integrity is difficult to ascertain due to limits in documentation from the public right-of-way. It retains integrity of
location. It also retains integrity of setting because its rural, semi-agricultural setting along Tehachapi Willow Springs Road and Favorito
Avenue remains largely unchanged with only minimal residential development in the vicinity in the twentieth and twenty-first century. In
addition, due to a lack of alterations it has integrity of design, materials, and workmanship. For these reasons, it has integrity of feeling and
association.

*B6. Construction History (continued):

1968). A 1963 aerial shows a clearing where the homestead is located (NETR 1963); therefore, the residence and agricultural building
were constructed between 1963 and 1968. A 1974 aerial shows the erection of a rectangular building in the northwestern corner of the
parcel, just north of the residence; therefore, it was most likely constructed between 1968 and 1974. The 1974 aerial also shows two small
sheds constructed to the west and south of the agricultural building (NETR 1974), revealing a similar construction date of c. 1970.
However, by 1995, an aerial reveals the westernmost shed was demolished (NETR 1995), leaving the four existing buildings on the parcel.

Based on historic aerials and Google Maps, there does not appear to be any additions to the four buildings on the parcel. Additionally,
based on visual inspection, the only alterations that can be seen from the street is the removal of two windows and a door from the primary,
east, elevation on the wood shed.

*B10. Significance (continued):

Although Southern Pacific Railroad and other Antelope Valley land promoters presented the region as exceptionally fertile, settlers often
confronted difficult climatic conditions, including frequent high winds during multiple seasons, flooding, intermittent drought, and, at
times, excruciating heat (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54).

Homesteading in the Antelope Valley largely came to an end in the 1930s. Prevailing drought conditions worsened locally and across the
nation during that decade. In addition, the Great Depression made it increasingly difficult for prospective settlers to accumulate capital for
necessary improvements. As a result, during that time, many Antelope Valley settlers abandoned their homesteads, and the longstanding
emphasis on promoting private use and development gave way to a new emphasis on conservation and preservation by the National Park
Service, U.S. Forest Service, and Bureau of Land Management. In 1935, the federal government stopped accepting new “homestead” or
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“desert lands” entries, although small 5-acre homestead tracts could be purchased until 1950, and homesteaders with valid claims prior to
1935 could continue to improve their land (Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:54).

Across the vicinity of the project, agricultural activity increased after World War II. From 1953 to 1956, land cultivated with crops in the
Kern County portion of the Antelope Valley increased from 26,000 to more than 41,000 acres (with 23,732 acres irrigated), mostly in areas
west of Rosamond and around Cantil. Alfalfa fields made up the majority of cultivated land across the larger Antelope Valley, followed by
dry-land grains. During the 1950s, Antelope Valley farmers devoted limited acreage to irrigated forage crops, vegetables, almonds, apples,
peaches, and other fruits. Field crops such as alfalfa and grain, as well as irrigated pastureland, dominated agricultural activity in the Kern
County portion of the Antelope Valley, accounting for 34,978 acres in 1957. Alfalfa fields for hay and seed made up 90 percent of that
acreage. In terms of livestock, sheep grazing was the most prominent activity in the Kern County portion of the valley during the 1950s. At
this time, agriculture accounted for 97 percent of Antelope Valley water use. Although groundwater depletion had led some farmers to
abandon acreage by the late 1950s, pumping for irrigation remained economically feasible in most of the valley’s farming areas (DWR
1959:36-49).

The mainstay of agriculture in the project vicinity, Antelope Valley alfalfa production went into decline after the 1950s. Rising electricity
costs for pumping depleted groundwater supplies and made alfalfa farming more difficult over time. Valley land planted in alfalfa declined
from 38,525 acres in 1950 to 8,810 acres in 1987. Between 1953 and 1988, total groundwater pumped annually in the valley declined from
480,000 acre-feet to 69,000 acre-feet. Although land in the project vicinity continued to be cultivated during the 1970s, crop farming in the
Rosamond and Willow Springs areas declined dramatically thereafter (DWR 1959:49; Templin et al. 1995:1-2, 7, 16, 64).

RANCH STYLE

Originally designed in California in the 1930s, Ranch houses drew inspiration from earlier Spanish Colonial haciendas and northern
California farmhouses (SurveyLA 2015:5). The Ranch style gained popularity after World War II, due to Federal Housing Administration
(FHA) promotion and loan support. Architects designed and builders constructed Ranch residences across the United States (McAlester
2015:602—603). Due to its ability to capitalize on the importance of automobiles in the post-World War II suburban sprawl, where workers
needed to commute to and from work in the city, the Ranch style maintained its popularity until circa 1975 (SurveyLA 2015:13-15).
Because of the influence of streetcar suburban developments on the creation of the style, Ranch style houses are primarily associated with
and found in suburbs. Developers constructed entire tracts in the style during the 1950s and 1960s (McAlester 2015: 602-603). Non-tract
examples of the style, such as those found in rural Kern County, are rarer and often simpler with minimal applied architectural detail.
Easily built and customizable, Ranch homes continued to be constructed across America because they blended effortlessly into the newly
forming middle-class attitude and lifestyle (SurveyLA 2015:13—-15).

Ranch houses typically feature horizontal, one-story massing, with either a gable or hip roof. Initially built with simple rectangular floor
plans, by the 1950s, L-shaped floor plans with intersecting gable roofs became more popular (Gottfried and Jennings 2009: 208-209).
Developers built these homes on large tracts of land that allowed for spacious backyards and private outdoor living (McAlester
2015:602—603). Ranch-style homes feature an asymmetrical exterior, often elongating the look of the house by incorporating an attached
front-facing garage. Substyles of the traditional Ranch plan include Contemporary, Cinderella, American Colonial, and Minimal. Elements
of a Cinderella Ranch, otherwise known as Storybook Ranch, feature steep-pitched porch hoods and Swiss-Chalet inspired fascia and
shutters that give the house an exaggerated fairytale look. In contrast, Minimal Ranch buildings have a more restrained exterior, including
less variation in wall materials and simple footprints, and were commonly built within FHA design guidelines (SurveyLA 2015:17-18).
Key features include a large picture window, small porch, and recessed entry. Builders used a variety of resources, including stucco, brick,
stone, and wood. They also incorporated planters or window boxes into the exterior design for emphasis (McAlester 2015:597-601).

AGRICULTURAL BUILDINGS

Kern County is one of the leading farm counties in the United States (Beeman 2016). Historically, ranching was the main form of
agriculture in Kern County, but more recently, fruits and vegetables have become important crops in the County (Beeman 2016). Important
crops and commodities in Kern County include grapes, almonds, milk, citrus, cattle, pistachios, carrots (Water Association of Kern County
2021). With the county’s strong association with agriculture, there are many agricultural buildings in the county. Types of agricultural
buildings include barns, storage silos, equipment sheds, and cattle housing.

An early barn types includes “transverse frame.” Transverse frame barns have front-gabled roofs and large centered entries for horse-drawn
vehicles, tractors, trucks, or other equipment to access the central passages. Storage of hay or other animal feed are often located in second
story lofts (Noble 1984: 6-7, 11-13). A common variant, the “Midwest three-portal barn” is a transverse frame farm with added shed roof
enclosed side aisles to the, each with front elevation (Noble 1984: 13). After World War II, industrial-scale feed silos replaced the storage
loft of many barns. One-story poles barns with walls formed of vertical metal poles and attached siding, and low-pitched gabled roofs
supported by steel-girder trusses became prevalent (Noble 1984: 47; Noble & Cleek 1996: 39). Recently, agricultural producers have
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developed simpler structures to provide shelter for livestock, stripping pole barns of their siding altogether in favor of open-sided structures
consisting of steel columns that support low-pitched metal roofs. Such shelters can be large and extensive, creating a larger area of sheltered
space.

Because of the practical and utilitarian use of agricultural buildings, they rarely have applied architectural styles. Agricultural buildings
usually have a vernacular style with local materials including wood frame and cladding. Some newer agriculture buildings have corrugated
metal siding. If there are windows, they may include double-hung or fixed wood frame sashes; fixed or operational steel-frame sashes, or
horizontally sliding aluminum sashes. Many ancillary buildings incorporate one or more larger vehicle entries, often with roll-up metal
doors, as well as pedestrian entries with single-leaf doors. Associated historic vernacular landscape features including irrigation features,
feedlots, tanks, and pastureland (SurveyL A 2018: 43).

SITE HISTORY

The property located at 5488 Tehachapi Willow Springs Road is a large, square agricultural parcel surrounded in a rural area by vacant
land, large farms, and modest homesteads (Google Maps 2019). Aerial images reveal minor changes to the landscape since the mid-20th
century (NETR 1963).

In 1963, historic aerials show most of the parcel was used for agricultural purposes, except for the northwest corner of the parcel, located at
the southeast quadrant of the Favorito Avenue and Tehachapi Willow Springs Road intersection, which is cleared of plantings aside for
small trees. At this time, trees were already planted along the parcel boundary on both Favorito Avenue and Thachapi Willow Springs
Road, adjacent to the cleared land. A dirt driveway extends from Tehachapi Willow Springs Road, south of the line of trees bordering the
residence, curves north along more trees and then continues east, extending south of the agricultural building and then terminating east of
the building at Favorito Avenue (NETR 1963). In 1968, a small, rectangular residence is sited adjacent to Tehachapi Willow Springs Road
and an agricultural building is erected adjacent to Favorito Avenue, which provides a construction date of c. 1965 for both buildings.
Additionally, the trees have matured, and more trees were planted to surround the residence and border the agricultural building (Teledyne,
Inc. 1968). A 1974 aerial shows the erection of a rectangular building at the intersection of Tehachapi Willow springs Road and Favorito
Avenue, as well as two small sheds constructed to the west and south of the agricultural building; this provides a construction date of c.
1970 for these three buildings (NETR 1974). By 1995, aerials again show the mature growth vegetation on the parcel, and the demolition of
the westernmost shed. The three main buildings remain intact along with the small shed south of the agricultural building (NETR 1995).
By 2016, interior trees have been removed from the residential area (NETR 2016).

The current owner is Leonard W. and Laura Griffin Survivors Trust (ProQuest 2022). Laura Griffin was born in Culver City and died in
Lancaster, California, after living in the Antelope Valley since 1953. Griffin was married to Leonard (The Antelope Valley Press 2019),
who was born in Huntington Park as one of four children raised on a dairy farm. After World War II he moved to the Antelope Valley and
became an established alfalfa farmer (Halley-Olsen-Murphy Funerals and Cremations 2009). Research did not reveal previous owners;
however, a Kern County Map from 1898 reveals the land was once owned by the Southern Pacific Railroad (Congdon 1898).

EVALUATION

Under CRHR Ceriterion 1, the property at 5488 Tehachapi Willow Springs Road does not have important associations with historic events,
patterns, or trends of development. The four buildings on the property were erected in the second half of the 20th century, outside the
period of significance for homesteading. While farming predates the buildings, there is no evidence that suggests this property is directly
linked to an earlier homestead or was one of the first alfalfa farms in the area. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR
Criterion 1.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 2, the subject property does not share significant associations with the lives of persons important to history.
Research identified the current owner as Leonard W. and Laura Griffin Survivors Trust (ParcelQuest 2022); Leonard Griffin and his wife
Laura grew alfalfa (The Antelope Valley Press 2019). Research did not reveal previous owners; however, a Kern County Map from 1898
reveals the land was once owned by the Southern Pacific Railroad (Congdon 1898). Based on research, it is unlikely the subject property is
associated with the life of an important person in the Antelope Valley. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Ceriterion 2.
Under CRHR Ceriterion 3, the subject property is not a significant example of its type, style, or era, it lacks high artistic value, and is not
the work of a master architect, building, designer, or engineer. The subject property has four vernacular buildings: a residence, ancillary
building, agricultural building, and wood shed. The residence and ancillary building are heavily obscured due to mature growth trees along
the property line; however, they were constructed c. 1965 and c. 1970 in the Ranch style. High style examples would include diamond-pane
windows, applied wood elements, cross-braced doors, water table, and chimney. Although they have a smooth stucco finish and side-gable
roof with wood shingles, it is a commonplace example of a prevalent property type and style for the time period that does not warrant
architectural merit. Furthermore, the modest metal agricultural building and vernacular wood shed lack high artistic value, and it is
unlikely they are the work of a master. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 3.
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Under CRHR Criterion 4, the subject property has neither yielded nor is likely to yield important information about our past. Typical of
similar buildings, the subject property’s wood and metal frame does not have the potential to yield important information regarding
construction or engineering materials, methods, or technologies used in the 1960s. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR
Criterion 4.

In conclusion, 5488 Tehachapi Willow Springs Road does not have historical associations or architectural or construction qualities that
qualify the property for listing under any of the CRHR significance criteria. The property was evaluated in accordance with Section
15064.5(a) (2) of the CEQA guidelines and found not to qualify as a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The current evaluation
has assigned a 6Z status code to the property.
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* P3a. Description:  (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)

The property at 10085 Hamilton Road in Rosamond, Kern County, contains 419,482 square feet in a rectangular lot situated on the north
side of Hamilton Road just west of the intersection with 100th Street W (ParcelQuest 2021). A short road labeled 90th Avenue runs along
half of the western property boundary. The property is largely open, with a few large trees planted along the middle of the eastern property
boundary and near the structures. The dirt driveway leading from Hamilton Road north forms two loops in the center of the property next to
and around the buildings, then veers southwest to meet 90th Avenue (NETR 2018). At the property entrance is a simple post and lintel
gateway made of rounded wooden logs and filled by a metal gate. On either side of this entrance a low chain link fence extends west and
east between the property boundary and roadway (Google 2008).

The structures are set in the middle of the parcel and this distance makes it difficult to discern the features and functions of these structures.
(See continuation sheet.)
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P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, etc.)
South elevations, facing north 06/08/2021
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c. 1940 (Estimate) Tax Assessor
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John J Barrios
10085 Hamilton Road
Rosamond, CA 93560
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Maureen McCoy
ICF
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* P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey report/other sources or "none")
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B1. Historic Name: None
B2. Common Name: 10085 Hamilton Road

* B3. Original Use: Residence B4. Present Use: Residence

* B5. Architectural Style: Ranch
B6. Construction History:  (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations.)
The property has undergone changes in recent decades, including the construction and demolition of several outbuildings. A small outbuilding
was located at the rear of house in 1952 but was removed by the early 1960s (Robinson 1952; NETR 1963). A square outbuilding was built
behind the house c. 1970 and was removed by the 1990s (NETR 1974; 1995; Teledyne 1968). (See continuation sheet.)

*

*B7. Moved? [¢JNo [ JYes [ JUnknown  Date: N/A Original Location: N/A
B8. Related Features:
N/A
* B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
B10. Significance:  Theme N/A Area N/A
Period of Significance N/A Property Type N/A Applicable Criteria  N/A

The property at 10085 Hamilton Road does not meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR). It does
not, therefore, qualify as a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act.

CONTEXT

HOMESTEADING AND AGRICULTURE

Beyond the Antelope Valley railroad stops that developed into towns and eventually into cities, most settlement in the region involved
homesteading lands for ranching and agriculture. Ethno-religious groups, prohibitionists, and utopian socialists also established agricultural
colonies in the region during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Some newcomers homesteaded lands with the primary goal of
becoming successful ranchers or farmers, while other homesteaders undertook requisite improvement of lands strategically in an effort to
supplement their mining endeavors (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53).

Homesteading claims in the western Antelope Valley region began primarily after 1900 as a consequence of several factors. Having received
transfers of significant land grants in 1903 from the federal government, the Southern Pacific Railroad launched heavy land-sale promotions
during the 1910s, which attracted settlers from the east and from Europe. Rising land prices in Los Angeles and other urbanizing areas of
Southern California enhanced the appeal of homesteading in the Antelope Valley for some southland residents. These factors, along with
amendments to the Desert Land Act—which made provisions for absentee ownership, reduced irrigation and cultivation requirements, and
shrank requisite periods of residency—generated a boom in homesteading activity that lasted from the 1910s through the mid-1930s (Edwards
Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54). However, not all homesteads were successful. Numerous claims filed
after 1910 were never patented because of homesteaders’ failure to improve lands adequately. (See continuation sheet.)
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*P3a. Description (continued):

The buildings include a c. 1940, rectangular single-family residence with attached garage (ParcelQuest 2021, Kern County Assessor
Recorder 2022). The main house has a half-hip, half-gable roof, with the gable facing south toward the road. The roofing may asphalt or
metal. The house also has several additions, including a flat or shed-roofed addition on the east elevation and two rear additions. Attached
to the rear (north) elevation is a larger gable structure, which may be the garage, which is attached to the house by a flat-roofed hyphen.
The house also features brick chimneys.

There are two small and one large outbuilding on the north side of the house that may serve agricultural purposes (NETR 2018). The first is
set close to the rear addition on the house and it an almost square, gable-roofed structure. Behind this and to the north is a long, narrow
structure. The large outbuilding is composed of three rectangular sections, as see in the rooflines. All these structures may have metal
roofing. Additional details were not visible from the road due to distance and trees.

INTEGRITY

The subject property’s integrity is fair. It retains integrity of location. It also retains integrity of setting because the surrounding area has
remained largely unchanged since the establishment of this property. The property is flanked by similar houses and outbuildings on the
north side of Hamilton Road that were constructed around the same time. The larger setting also still includes open or unimproved desert
lots and agricultural fields. In addition, due to many alterations to the property it does not have integrity of design, materials, and
workmanship. For these reasons, it does not have integrity of feeling and association.

*B6. Construction History (continued):

The large, rectangular outbuilding at the northeast corner of the house was constructed c. 2015 (NETR 2014; 2016). A narrow outbuilding
was constructed just west of this large outbuilding c. 2017 (NETR 2018). No building permits for the property were available online, and
the buildings were not clearly visible from the public right-of-way. Therefore, additional changes to the property, including those to the
main house, could not be detailed.

*B10. Significance (continued):

Although Southern Pacific Railroad and other Antelope Valley land promoters presented the region as exceptionally fertile, settlers often
confronted difficult climatic conditions, including frequent high winds during multiple seasons, flooding, intermittent drought, and, at
times, excruciating heat (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53-54).

Homesteading in the Antelope Valley largely came to an end in the 1930s. Prevailing drought conditions worsened locally and across the
nation during that decade. In addition, the Great Depression made it increasingly difficult for prospective settlers to accumulate capital for
necessary improvements. As a result, during that time, many Antelope Valley settlers abandoned their homesteads, and the longstanding
emphasis on promoting private use and development gave way to a new emphasis on conservation and preservation by the National Park
Service, U.S. Forest Service, and Bureau of Land Management. In 1935, the federal government stopped accepting new “homestead” or
“desert lands” entries, although small 5-acre homestead tracts could be purchased until 1950, and homesteaders with valid claims prior to
1935 could continue to improve their land (Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:54).

Across the vicinity of the project, agricultural activity increased after World War II. From 1953 to 1956, land cultivated with crops in the
Kern County portion of the Antelope Valley increased from 26,000 to more than 41,000 acres (with 23,732 acres irrigated), mostly in areas
west of Rosamond and around Cantil. Alfalfa fields made up the majority of cultivated land across the larger Antelope Valley, followed by
dry-land grains. During the 1950s, Antelope Valley farmers devoted limited acreage to irrigated forage crops, vegetables, almonds, apples,
peaches, and other fruits. Field crops such as alfalfa and grain, as well as irrigated pastureland, dominated agricultural activity in the Kern
County portion of the Antelope Valley, accounting for 34,978 acres in 1957. Alfalfa fields for hay and seed made up 90 percent of that
acreage. In terms of livestock, sheep grazing was the most prominent activity in the Kern County portion of the valley during the 1950s. At
this time, agriculture accounted for 97 percent of Antelope Valley water use. Although groundwater depletion had led some farmers to
abandon acreage by the late 1950s, pumping for irrigation remained economically feasible in most of the valley’s farming areas (DWR
1959:36-49).

The mainstay of agriculture in the project vicinity, Antelope Valley alfalfa production went into decline after the 1950s. Rising electricity

costs for pumping depleted groundwater supplies and made alfalfa farming more difficult over time. Valley land planted in alfalfa declined
from 38,525 acres in 1950 to 8,810 acres in 1987. Between 1953 and 1988, total groundwater pumped annually in the valley declined from
480,000 acre-feet to 69,000 acre-feet. Although land in the project vicinity continued to be cultivated during the 1970s, crop farming in the
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Rosamond and Willow Springs areas declined dramatically thereafter (DWR 1959:49; Templin et al. 1995:1-2, 7, 16, 64).

SITE HISTORY

Antelope Valley and Willow Springs were largely unpopulated from the late nineteenth century to early twentieth century. The land had
been parceled out to private owners by the Southern Pacific Railroad by the end of the nineteenth century and may have been used for
ranching or agricultural. Development of many parcels in this area did not occur until the mid-twentieth century. The current parcel was
encompassed in a larger lot owned by L. Wilde in 1898 (Congdon 1898). The current owner is John J. Barrios. Additional information on
the settlement of this parcel could not be found during a historic records search. Searches of contemporary newspapers and census records
did not reveal any information about L. Wilde or any later owners of the parcel.

The lot remained unimproved until the 1940s, when Wagon Wheel Ranch was mapped at this location (USGS 1915; 1943). This Rancho
appears to have encompassed the lot on the corner of the intersection as well as the current parcel and parcel immediately to the west
(USGS 1965). While no agricultural fields or orchards are visible on the parcel during the twentieth century, the larger setting has included
agricultural fields and improved areas that may have been worked by those living on this property. Ranching and poultry farming has been a
part of the landscape as well. In 1977 the Wagon Wheel Rancho in Rosamond was noted as an unclaimed property owned by the Antelope
Valley Egg and Poultry Association (The Bakersfield Californian 1977). Deed records for the property were not accessible, but agricultural
buildings, including what may be chicken coops, located on the properties flanking this one, indicate that the surrounding area was used for
these activities throughout the twentieth and into the twenty-first century (NETR 1963; 2018).

EVALUATION

Under CRHR Criterion 1, the property at 10085 Hamilton Road does not have important associations with historic events, patterns, or
trends of development. The property was established after the heyday of homesteading in the area but was likely associated with
agricultural trends in the post-World War II period. It is unclear if the property is still used for poultry-raising or agricultural purposes.
There are many examples of this property type in the Rosamond area, and this property is not an exceptional example. As such, the subject
property is ineligible under CRHR Ceriterion 1.

Under CRHR Criterion 2, the subject property does not share significant associations with the lives of persons important to history. None of
the identified owners have made significant contributions to history while living or working at the subject property. As such, the subject
property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 2.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 3, the subject property is not a significant example of its type, style, or era, it lacks high artistic value, and is not
the work of a master architect, building, designer, or engineer. The property is an example of a ¢. 1940 residence with one-story massing, a
gable roof, simple footprint, and no discernible architectural details. It sits on a large parcel and has ample backyard space. Based on these
common elements and because no architect, builder, or engineer could be identified with the construction, the property lacks the quality of
design associated with a master’s work. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 3.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 4, the subject property has neither yielded nor is likely to yield important information about our past. Typical of
similar buildings, the subject property’s one-story, frame construction does not have the potential to yield important information regarding
construction or engineering materials, methods, or technologies used in the 1940s. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR
Criterion 4.

In conclusion, 10085 Hamilton Road does not have historical associations or architectural or construction qualities that qualify the property
for listing under any of the CRHR significance criteria. The property was evaluated in accordance with Section 15064.5(a) (2) of the CEQA
guidelines and found not to qualify as a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The current evaluation has assigned a 6Z status code
to the property.
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Page 1 of 7 Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): Resource ID 08, 10057 Hamilton Road
P1. Other Identifier: 10057 Hamilton Road

* P2. Location: [ INot for Publication  [v]Unrestricted
*a. County and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Date T 'R ; 1/4 of 1/4 of Sec ;
c. Address 10057 Hamilton Road City Rosamond Zip
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear feature) Zone , mE/

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)
; 358-052-06-00-5

* P3a. Description:  (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)
The subject residence is located at 10057 Hamilton Road, Rosamond, Kern County, California 93560. The property comprises Block 6 of
Section 1 Township 10 N Range 14 W (S. 1 T. 10 N. R. 14 W.), a 9.64-acres square parcel on Hamilton Road between 90th Avenue and
100th Street West in unincorporated Kern County to the northwest of Willow Springs. The property, owned by Gamino R. Guerrero, is
developed with a centrally located single-family residence and numerous ancillary structures and site features and has a generally flat
terrain, with trees and shrubs. The residence was constructed in 1951.

The residence is one-story, with an L-shaped plan, and side-gabled roofs. The building is set back roughly 500 feet west of the property line
at Hamilton Road. Aerial views of the residence indicate a rectangular shed-roofed projection is located on the east and north sides of the
building. No specific exterior features of the residence could be documented from the public-right-of-way due to its set back and restricted
access to the property.

The property contains numerous ancillary structures and site features, both built and natural. (See continuation sheet.)
* P3b. Resource Attributes: ~ HP2. Single family property

* P4, Resources Present: [v|Building [ ]Structure [ ]Object [ |Site [ |District [ |Element of District [ |Other (Isolates, etc.)
: : P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, etc.)

Street W 06/08/2021
* P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:
[ |Prehistoric  [v]Historic [ ]|Both
1951 (Estimate) Tax Assessor

* P7. Owner and Address:
Gamino Rodolfo Guerrero
10057 Hamilton Road
Rosamond, CA 93650-6931

* P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation, address)
Corey Lentz
ICF

* P9. Date Recorded: 01/26/2022
* P10. Survey Type: (Describe)

* P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey report/other sources or "none")

10057 Hamilton Road, facing west from 100th

1200 6th Avenue, Suite 1800, Seattle, WA 98101



* Attachments: [ JNONE [ ]Location Map [ ]Sketch Map [v]Continuation Sheet [v]Building, Structure, and Object Record
[ JArchaeological Record [ |District Record [ |Linear Feature Record [ |Milling Station Record [ JRock Art Record [ |Artifact Record
[ ]Photograph Record  [_]Other: (List)
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* Page 2 of 7

B1l. Historic Name: None

B2. Common Name: 10057 Hamilton Road
* B3. Original Use: Residence B4. PresentUse: Residence
* B5. Architectural Style: Vernacular
B6. Construction History:  (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations.)
The residence was constructed in 1951 (ParcelQuest 2021). Three ancillary structures were present in 1963, one large rectangular structure
located along the property’s western boundary (now demolished), one small rectangular structure north of the residence (extant), and one
small irregularly shaped structure to the south of the residence (now demolished) (Nationwide Environmental Title Research, LLC [NETR]
1963). (See continuation sheet.)

*

*B7. Moved? [¢JNo [ JYes [ JUnknown  Date: N/A Original Location: N/A
B8. Related Features:
N/A
* B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
B10. Significance:  Theme N/A Area N/A
Period of Significance N/A Property Type N/A Applicable Criteria  N/A

The property at 10057 Hamilton Road, Rosamond, California 93560 does not meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of
Historical Resources (CRHR). It does not, therefore, qualify as a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act.

CONTEXT

HOMESTEADING AND AGRICULTURE

Beyond the Antelope Valley railroad stops that developed into towns and eventually into cities, most settlement in the region involved
homesteading lands for ranching and agriculture. Ethno-religious groups, prohibitionists, and utopian socialists also established agricultural
colonies in the region during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Some newcomers homesteaded lands with the primary goal of
becoming successful ranchers or farmers, while other homesteaders undertook requisite improvement of lands strategically in an effort to
supplement their mining endeavors (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53).

Homesteading claims in the western Antelope Valley region began primarily after 1900 as a consequence of several factors. Having received
transfers of significant land grants in 1903 from the federal government, the Southern Pacific Railroad launched heavy land-sale promotions
during the 1910s, which attracted settlers from the east and from Europe. Rising land prices in Los Angeles and other urbanizing areas of
Southern California enhanced the appeal of homesteading in the Antelope Valley for some southland residents. These factors, along with
amendments to the Desert Land Act—which made provisions for absentee ownership, reduced irrigation and cultivation requirements, and
shrank requisite periods of residency—generated a boom in homesteading activity that lasted from the 1910s through the mid-1930s (Edwards
Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54). However, not all homesteads were successful. Numerous claims filed
after 1910 were never patented because of homesteaders’ failure to improve lands adequately. (See continuation sheet.)

* B11. Additional Resource Attributes:
B12. References:

(See continuation sheet.)

AR A

B13. Remarks:

* B14. Evaluator: Corey Lentz, ICF, ICF
Date of Evaluation: 01/26/2022
(This space reserved for official comments.)
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*P3a. Description (continued):

The exact nature and use of the various built structures are indeterminable from existing aerial documentation. However, except for the
rectangular structure to the north of the residence constructed circa 1963, all extant ancillary structures and site features are not historic and
were not documented at the property until 1995 or after. These ancillary structures and site features were not documented and are not being
evaluated as part of this documentation.

INTEGRITY

The subject property retains integrity of location. It also retains integrity of setting because its rural, semi-agricultural setting along
Hamilton Road remains largely unchanged with only minimal residential development in the vicinity in the twentieth and twenty-first
century. The residence’s integrity of design, materials, and workmanship could not be documented as its specific features and potential
alterations were not visible from the public right-of-way. For these reasons, its integrity of feeling and association are also indeterminable.

*B6. Construction History (continued):

The southern of these three structures was demolished between 1963 and 1974 (NETR 1963; NETR 1974). By 1974, the western structure
was extended at its north end with additional construction (NETR 1974). The extant structure to the southwest of the residence along the
western property boundary was constructed between 1974 and 1995 (NETR 1974; NETR 1995). By 2005, the circa 1963 structure along the
property’s western boundary had been demolished and additional structures and site features had been constructed, such U-shaped structure
enclosing the yard to the immediate northwest of the residence (2005). Numerous other temporary structures or site features have been
constructed and then removed from the property between 2005 and the present and the nature and use of these structures are

indeterminable from existing aerial documentation (NETR 2005; NETR 2009; NETR 2012; NETR 2014; NETR 2016; NETR 2018; Google
Pro 2021).

*B10. Significance (continued):

Although Southern Pacific Railroad and other Antelope Valley land promoters presented the region as exceptionally fertile, settlers often
confronted difficult climatic conditions, including frequent high winds during multiple seasons, flooding, intermittent drought, and, at
times, excruciating heat (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53-54).

Homesteading in the Antelope Valley largely came to an end in the 1930s. Prevailing drought conditions worsened locally and across the
nation during that decade. In addition, the Great Depression made it increasingly difficult for prospective settlers to accumulate capital for
necessary improvements. As a result, during that time, many Antelope Valley settlers abandoned their homesteads, and the longstanding
emphasis on promoting private use and development gave way to a new emphasis on conservation and preservation by the National Park
Service, U.S. Forest Service, and Bureau of Land Management. In 1935, the federal government stopped accepting new “homestead” or
“desert lands” entries, although small 5-acre homestead tracts could be purchased until 1950, and homesteaders with valid claims prior to
1935 could continue to improve their land (Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:54).

Across the vicinity of the project, agricultural activity increased after World War II. From 1953 to 1956, land cultivated with crops in the
Kern County portion of the Antelope Valley increased from 26,000 to more than 41,000 acres (with 23,732 acres irrigated), mostly in areas
west of Rosamond and around Cantil. Alfalfa fields made up the majority of cultivated land across the larger Antelope Valley, followed by
dry-land grains. During the 1950s, Antelope Valley farmers devoted limited acreage to irrigated forage crops, vegetables, almonds, apples,
peaches, and other fruits. Field crops such as alfalfa and grain, as well as irrigated pastureland, dominated agricultural activity in the Kern
County portion of the Antelope Valley, accounting for 34,978 acres in 1957. Alfalfa fields for hay and seed made up 90 percent of that
acreage. In terms of livestock, sheep grazing was the most prominent activity in the Kern County portion of the valley during the 1950s. At
this time, agriculture accounted for 97 percent of Antelope Valley water use. Although groundwater depletion had led some farmers to
abandon acreage by the late 1950s, pumping for irrigation remained economically feasible in most of the valley’s farming areas (DWR
1959:36-49).

The mainstay of agriculture in the project vicinity, Antelope Valley alfalfa production went into decline after the 1950s. Rising electricity
costs for pumping depleted groundwater supplies and made alfalfa farming more difficult over time. Valley land planted in alfalfa declined
from 38,525 acres in 1950 to 8,810 acres in 1987. Between 1953 and 1988, total groundwater pumped annually in the valley declined from
480,000 acre-feet to 69,000 acre-feet. Although land in the project vicinity continued to be cultivated during the 1970s, crop farming in the
Rosamond and Willow Springs areas declined dramatically thereafter (DWR 1959:49; Templin et al. 1995:1-2, 7, 16, 64).

VERNACULAR
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Vernacular buildings typically include features that express the influence of a particular architectural style but do not reflect an architect’s
or builder’s intentional articulation of a specific architectural style. Vernacular structures are part of the common, everyday fabric of the
built environment. Their purposes, functions, and aesthetic values and objectives play crucial roles in determining their design and
construction.

Historically, vernacular architecture reflects the common building traditions, construction materials, culture, climate, and landscape of

a particular nation, region, or place. During the industrial and post-industrial eras modern forces such as industrial fabrication, mass-
production and distribution, consumer capitalism, and large-scale market conditions influenced vernacular architecture more than place and
tradition. Architectural historians Herbert Gottfried and Jan Jennings argue that during the late 19th and 20th centuries, vernacular
architecture continued to qualify as “practical” architecture, but it also increasing became an “industrial” or “manufactured” architecture,
not to mention a “market” architecture “responsive to marketing pressure and to changes in fashion” (Gottfried and Jennings 2009:9—12).

AGRICULTURAL BUILDINGS

Kern County is one of the leading farm counties in the United States (Beeman 2016). Historically, ranching was the main form of
agriculture in Kern County, but more recently, fruits and vegetables have become important crops in the County (Beeman 2016). Important
crops and commodities in Kern County include grapes, almonds, milk, citrus, cattle, pistachios, carrots (Water Association of Kern County
2021). With the county’s strong association with agriculture, there are many agricultural buildings in the county. Types of agricultural
buildings include barns, storage silos, equipment sheds, and cattle housing.

An ecarly barn types includes “transverse frame.” Transverse frame barns have front-gabled roofs and large centered entries for horse-drawn
vehicles, tractors, trucks, or other equipment to access the central passages. Storage of hay or other animal feed are often located in second
story lofts (Noble 1984: 6-7, 11-13). A common variant, the “Midwest three-portal barn” is a transverse frame farm with added shed roof
enclosed side aisles to the, each with front elevation (Noble 1984: 13). After World War II, industrial-scale feed silos replaced the storage
loft of many barns. One-story poles barns with walls formed of vertical metal poles and attached siding, and low-pitched gabled roofs
supported by steel-girder trusses became prevalent (Noble 1984: 47; Noble & Cleek 1996: 39). Recently, agricultural producers have
developed simpler structures to provide shelter for livestock, stripping pole barns of their siding altogether in favor of open-sided structures
consisting of steel columns that support low-pitched metal roofs. Such shelters can be large and extensive, creating a larger area of sheltered
space.

Because of the practical and utilitarian use of agricultural buildings, they rarely have applied architectural styles. Agricultural buildings
usually have a vernacular style with local materials including wood frame and cladding. Some newer agriculture buildings have corrugated
metal siding. If there are windows, they may include double-hung or fixed wood frame sashes; fixed or operational steel-frame sashes, or
horizontally sliding aluminum sashes. Many ancillary buildings incorporate one or more larger vehicle entries, often with roll-up metal
doors, as well as pedestrian entries with single-leaf doors. Associated historic vernacular landscape features including irrigation features,
feedlots, tanks, and pastureland (SurveyLA 2018: 43).

SITE HISTORY

In the early twentieth century Antelope Valley in the Mojave Desert was sparsely settled. Willow Springs had been established to the
southeast of the property in the nineteenth century as the principal stagecoach station in Antelope Valley between Fort Tejon and the
Tehachapi Pass prior to the arrival of the railroad and was developed into a small community by Ezra Hamilton at the turn of the twentieth
century (Hoover et al. 2002:131; Varney 1990:74-76). By 1898, the settlements of Rosamond to the southeast and Mojave to the northeast
had been established and Manly Road (now no longer extant north of Hamilton Road and the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Easement) ran north-northwest from Willow Springs to Tehachapi to the east of the property (Congdon 1898). At that time, L. Wilde owned
Section 1 Township 9 N Range 14 W (S1 T9N R14W), which encompassed the property (Congdon 1898).

By 1915 S1 T9N R13W was transected to the west of the property by an improved road running northwest from Willow Springs and by an
intermittent stream running north-south (United States Geological Survey [USGS] 1915). To the north of the property, the Los Angeles
Aqueduct had been constructed through this area of Antelope Valley (USGS 1915). A USGS topographic map from 1943 indicated Wagon
Wheel Ranch was located in the vicinity of the property, though the residence at the property is documented as not having been constructed
until 1951 (ParcelQuest 2021; USGS 1943).

By 1963, the property included the residence as well as three ancillary structures, but did not have any clear agricultural features such as
fields or orchards (NETR 1963). The adjacent parcel to the west was also developed at this time with several buildings and structures
(NETR 1963). The area encompassing the property continued to be indicated on maps in 1065 and 1975 as Wagon Wheel Ranch,
suggesting that the ancillary structures were likely related to ranching or poultry farming activities on the property and the adjacent parcel
(USGS 1965; USGS 1975). New construction and demolition of structures occurred at both properties between 1963 and 1974; within the
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subject property this included additions to the structure on the property’s western boundary and the demolition of the southern of the circa
1963 structures (NETR 1963; NETR 1974).

“Wagon Wheel Ranch, Rosamond” appeared in a “Notice of Names of Persons Appearing to be Owners of Unclaimed Property” in the
Bakersfield Californian in August 1977, with the owner of Wagon Wheel Ranch listed as the Antelope Valley Egg & Poultry Association
(AVEPA) (Bakersfield California 1977:57). If left unclaimed, custody of the property would be assumed by the State Controller. However,
research did not reveal additional information related to this Notice or subsequent changes in ownership the immediate period after 1977.
The AVEPA, based out of Lancaster, California, had been organized since at least 1930. That year the Association reported that it had
enrolled at least “95 per cent (sic) of poultrymen” in Antelope Valley in the organization (The Los Angeles Evening News 1930: 14). The
organization was well-established by the 1950s, with newspapers reporting the sale of over 374,000 cartons of eggs in the fiscal year of
1954 and notable public engagement with the L.A. Chamber of Commerce in 1955 (The Los Angeles Times 1954: 22; The Valley Times
1955: 17).

In addition to ranching and poultry farming, there was a moderate degree of agricultural development in the area northwest of Willow
Springs during the 1960s and 1970s, supported by the Los Angeles Aqueduct to the north and the construction of the Willow Springs
Pumping Station near the intersection of General Petroleum Road as early as 1943 (USGS 1943; NETR 1963; Teledyne Geotronics 1968;
NETR 1974). However, agricultural land use in the immediate vicinity of the property during this period and remained minimal throughout
the twentieth century (NETR 1986; NETR 1995). The only notable construction in the vicinity of the property in the latter decades of the
twentieth century was Llyod’s Landing Airport, constructed between 1974 and 1995 (NETR 1974; USGS 1995).

The number of ancillary structures at the property remained unchanged until the period between 1995 and 2005, during which the western
circa 1963 structures were demolished and the yard to the immediate northwest of residence was enclosed with the extant U-shaped
structure (NETR 1995; NETR 2005). By 2005, the use of the property had changed as well, with small-scale agricultural plantings present
in the southern portion of the parcel and within the enclosed yard. Evidence of this minor agricultural use at the property remained present
but showed clear decline from 2005 until 2014 (NETR 2005; NETR 2009; NETR 2012; NETR 2014).

The residence’s vicinity has remained largely undeveloped since 1995 with minimal residential construction along 105th Street to the west,
some agricultural use land dispersed along Tehachapi Willow Springs Road to the east, and solar farms constructed along 110th Street
West to the northwest (USGS 1995; USGS 2002; NETR 2005; NETR 2009; NETR 2012; NETR 2016; Google Pro 2021).

The property has been owned by Gamino R. Guerrero since 2017, when Guerrero purchased the property from Macias F. Gonzalez
(ParcelQuest 2021). Research did not reveal any specific documented owners between L. Wilde in 1898 and the AVEPA in 1977 or
between the AVEPA in 1977 and Gonzalez in 2017.

EVALUATION

Under CRHR Criterion 1, the property at 10057 Hamilton Road does not have important associations with historic events, patterns, or
trends of development. The residence was constructed in a rural, semi-agricultural area of Antelope Valley in southern Kern County in the
mid-twentieth century. The property’s construction was not related to any patterns of residential development in this area, which was
minimal throughout the twentieth and twenty-first centuries. While the property was owned and operated for the raising of poultry by the
Antelope Valley Egg & Poultry Association for an indeterminable period during the mid-twentieth century, the property’s mere affiliation
with the AVEPA is not considered significant as the property was likely one of many AVEPA affiliated poultry farms and furthermore does
not retain integrity to convey that association. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 1.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 2, the subject property does not share significant associations with the lives of persons important to history.
Research provided no indication that its documented owners, L. Wilde, the AVEPA, Macias F. Gonzalez, Gamino R. Guerrero, and or any
other individuals potentially associated with the residence played a significant role in national, regional, or local history. As such, the
subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 2.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 3, the subject property is not a significant example of its type, style, or era, it lacks high artistic value, and is not

the work of a master architect, building, designer, or engineer. The residence is a common example of vernacular construction. As a
commonplace example, lacking some key features of a style or type, it lacks high artistic value. Research did not reveal a known architect or
builder of the property. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 3.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 4, the subject property has neither yielded nor is likely to yield important information about our past. Typical of
similar buildings, the property does not have the potential to yield important information regarding construction or engineering materials,
methods, or technologies used in the mid-twentieth century. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 4.
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In conclusion, 10057 Hamilton Road does not have historical associations or architectural or construction qualities that qualify the property
for listing under any of the CRHR significance criteria. The property was evaluated in accordance with Section 15064.5(a) (2) of the CEQA
guidelines, and found not to qualify as a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The current evaluation has assigned a 6Z status code
to the property.
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Page 10f8 *Resource Name or #: Landmark
P1. Other Identifier: Willow Springs
*P2. Location: O Not for Publication [ Unrestricted *a. County: Kern
*b. USGS 7.5’ Quad: Date: T: R:
/a of Sec B.M.
c. Address: N/A city: Rosamond Zip:
d. UTM:

e. Other Locational Data (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, etc., as appropriate):

APNs 315-012-01-00-5 (portion west of Tehachapi-Willow Springs Road), 252-341-06-00-1, and 252-341-05-00-8
*P3a. Description (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries):
The subject resource is the Willow Springs California Historical Landmark (CHL) No. 130, located northwest of the
intersection of Tehachapi-Willow Springs Road and Truman Road. Willow Springs is private property and could not be
accessed. Architectural historians surveyed Willow Springs from the public right-of-way along Manly Road and
Tehachapi-Willow Springs Road. Two plagues commemorate the landmark. Placed and dedicated in 1937, the earlier
plaque is located on the west side of Manly Road near the original location of the Willow Springs Stage Station. The
station was created in 1862 approximately 600 feet south of the spring that provided travelers of the trails and eventual
stage roads between Los Angeles to the south and Tehachapi and Inyo to the north, with the only certain source of
water in the Antelope Valley (see continuation sheet).

*P3b. Resource Attributes (List attributes and codes): HP 39. Other: Stage Station

Element of
*P4. Resources Present: O Buildng O Structure O Object O Site O Districc O District O  Other (Isolates, etc.)

P5b. Description of Photo (View, date, accession #):
Photograph 1. 1937 Willow Springs CHL
plaque, looking west

*P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:

Circa 1862

X Historic 0 Prehistoric 0 Both
*P7. Owner and Address:

Multiple (see continuation sheet).

*P8. Recorded By (Name, affiliation, and address):
Millie Mujica and Margaret Roderick

ICF

555 W. 5" Street, Suite 3100, Los Angeles,
CA 90013

*pg, Date Recorded: 03/24/2023

*P10. Survey Type:
*P11. Report Citation (Cite survey report and other sources, or enter "none."):
*Attachments: [0 NONE [ Location Map Sketch Map X Continuation Sheet X  Building, Structure, and Object Record

L1 Archaeological Record [1 District Record [ Linear Feature Record [ Milling Station Record [ Rock Art Record
O  Artifact Record [ Photograph Record [ Other (List):
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B1. Historic Name: Willow Springs California Historical Landmark

B2. Common Name: Willow Springs California Historical Landmark

B3. Original Use: Watering Spring and Stage Station B4. Present Use: Agriculture

*B5, Architectural Style:  Vernacular

*B6. Construction History: The 19™ century Willow Springs Stage Station was constructed in circa 1862

*B7. Moved? O  Yes X No O Unknown Date: Original Location:
*B8: Related Features:

B9a. Architect: Unknown B9b. Builder:  Unknown

*B10. Significance: Theme: N/A Area: N/A

Period of Significance: N/A Property Type: Applicable Criteria:

(Discuss importance in terms of historical or architectural context as defined by theme, period, and geographic scope. Also address integrity):

The Willow Springs CHL No. 130 is not eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), and
it does not constitute a built environment resource that qualifies as a historical resource under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

HISTORIC CONTEXT
19t Century Willow Springs

As one of only three natural oases in the Antelope Valley, Willow Springs was one of the most geographically significant
watering holes in the Mojave Desert. Situated on the trail connecting the southern portion of the San Joaquin Valley and
the desert area through the Tehachapi Pass, Willow Springs was the only source of surface water for people traveling
between Desert Spring to the north and the San Gabriel Mountains to the south. It has served as a source of water for
Native Americans, explorers and emigrants, stagecoaches and freight teams, and bandits traveling through the Antelope
Valley (Museum of Art and History 2021; The Tehachapi News 1951:3).

B11. Additional Resource Attributes (List attributes and codes):

tc
-

*B12. References:
(See continuation sheet)

(Sketch Ma with north arrow required.)

O o

B13. Remarks:

*B14. Evaluator:  Timothy Yates, ICF
(This space is reserved for official comments)

*Date of Evaluation: (4/13/2023

DPR 523B (1/95) *Required Information



State of California — The Resources Agency Primary #: [|nsert Primary #]

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI #: [Insert HRI #]
CONTINUATION SHEET Trinomial: [Insert Trinomial]

*Resource Name or #: Resource ID 09, Willow Springs
Page 30f8 California Historical Landmark
*Recorded by: Millie Mujica and Margaret Roderick Date: 04/13/2023 Continuation O Update

*P3a. Description (continued):

Mounted on a granite tablet, the 1937 plaque is located 12 feet from a concrete and stone trough created in the twentieth
century at the approximate location of the station’s original wood trough. No elements of the original stage station remain
at the site. Today an open-sided barn and corral less than 50 years old is located next to the plaque and trough. The 1937
plague identifies Willow Springs as a CHL and reads: “Willow Springs was a stage station on the Los-Angeles Havilah
Stage Lines, 1864-1872. From here, light traffic went through Oak Creek pass via Tehachapi Valley to Havilah and
Kernville. Heavy Traffic went northeast to the Inyo mines, or via Jawbone Canyon to the south Fork of the Kern, Thence to
the Kern mines.”

A second plaque is located approximately 750 feet to the northeast on the east side of Manly Road, near the center of the
Willow Springs resort developed by Ezra Hamilton beginning in 1904. This plaque dates to 1951 and is mounted on a
mortared stone trapezoid with a concrete base. It identifies Willow Springs as CHL No. 130 and reads: “Visited by Padre
Garces (1776) while following old horse-thief trace, later known as Joe Walker Trail. Freemont Stopped here (1844), the
famished Jayhawk Party (1850) found water here while struggling from Death Valley to Los Angeles. Still later was station
on Los Angeles-Havilah and Inyo stage lines.”

CHL Nos.1-769 are not automatically listed in the CRHR. The Willow Springs CHL is evaluated here as a built
environment resource to determine if it is eligible for listing in the CRHR and thereby qualifies as a built environment
historical resource for the purposes of the CEQA.

*P7. Owner and Address (continued):

Willow Springs Company, 4040 Manly Road, Rosamond, CA 93560
Kathy J. Nelson, 4050 Manly Road. Rosamond, CA 93560

*B10. Significance (continued):

Prior to the arrival of Europeans, Willow Springs served as an important stop for Native Americans undertaking migration
or trading trips through the valley. Although deserters from the Spanish Cavalry probably traveled Native American trails
that led there, Willow Springs first appeared in the historical record in 1776, when Padre Francesco Garces stopped there
for water upon returning to Southern California from the San Joaquin Valley (Museum of Art and History 2021). During the
mission era, runaway Native Americans drove their horses along the main trail and stopped for water first at Willow
Springs before heading north to Desert Spring Indian Wells and into the desert (The Tehachapi News 1951:3). Due to this
activity, the old trail became known as the Indian Horsethief Trail (later known as the Walker Trail), as the springs also
provided water for escaping horse thieves (Museum of Art and History 2021; The Tehachapi News 1951:3).

Several other exploring parties visited Willow Springs during the mid-nineteenth century. In 1844, John C. Fremont
recorded his stop at the springs and described resting under the spring’s willow trees (Museum of Art and History 2021).
In 1849, several small bands of lost Gold Rush 49ers such as the Manly-Jayhawk Party and the Bennet-Arcan Party
stopped at Willow Springs to relieve their thirst after a difficult journey through Death Valley (The Tehachapi News 1951:3;
Museum of Art and History 2021).

Willow Springs became private property in 1862, when President Abraham Lincoln transferred the springs and
surrounding lands from the public domain to General Edward Beale. That same year, Nelson Ward and his wife Adelia
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settled next to the springs. The Wards established a station and constructed an adobe boarding house for horse and mule
teams. The increasingly busy station’s boarding house became known as “Hotel de Rush,” and some guests reportedly
had to sleep at the bar (Museum of Art and History 2021). Between 1864 and 1872, Willow Springs functioned as a stage
and freight station on the Los Angeles-Havilah stage lines. It also continued to serve as a general watering and resting
place for entrepreneurs such as Remi Nadeau, who transported silver from the Cerro Gordo Mines, and freight teams
associated with the development of the Death Valley borax deposits (Museum of Art and History 2021; The Tehachapi
News 1951:3).

After Nelson Ward’s death, a couple named Riley took over the Willow Springs station. They operated the station until
1876, when introduction of the Southern Pacific Railroad line through the valley made long-distance stagecoach travel
obsolete (Museum of Art and History 2021). In 1937, a plaque commemorating Willow Springs’ designation as a California
Historical Landmark was placed on the approximate site of the old stage station. The concrete watering trough at the site
of the station is a reminder of the days when horses, mules, and oxen were the sole means of transportation. The
concrete trough replaced a wooden trough present at the site during the station’s operation (Bakersfield Californian
1937:9).

After the stage and freighting traffic ceased, Willow Springs remained quiet for the next couple decades. In 1900, an early
Mojave Desert pioneer and local miner, Ezra M. Hamilton, bought the springs as well as surrounding acres and moved
there with his family. The watering hole became a center of activity once again (Museum of Art and History 2021).

Hamilton ERA

Ezra Hamilton arrived in Willow Springs in 1897, poor in both health and finances (Bakersfield Morning Echo 1904:4).
After exploring the desert, Hamilton found traces of gold that he believed to be native to the area, and in 1897 he set up
his own mine and five-stamp mill on the west slope of Tropico Hill, which is located midway between Willow Springs and
Rosamond (Bakersfield Californian 1975:9; The Tehachapi News 1914:1). The land proved so rich in ore that with just a
small group of men Hamilton was able to mine $16,000 worth of gold in one week (Bakersfield Morning Echo 1904:4). The
ore from the mine was also exceptionally high in grade, with some yields earning as much as $20,000 per ton. Hamilton’s
mine ended up producing more than a million dollars’ worth of gold. (Bakersfield Californian 1938:5, 1975:9).

Soon after establishing the mine, Hamilton bought 160 acres in Willow Springs from General Beale’s estate for $3,500
and made it his home. Willow Springs had an abundance of water for irrigation, which was key to its development and
success (The Tehachapi News 1914:1; Bakersfield Californian 1975:9). Although Hamilton considered using the water
from the spring to run the mill for his gold mine, the natural landscape and tranquility of Willow Springs convinced him to
set up a resort instead, which became “the ‘social mecca’ of the Antelope Valley” (Bakersfield Californian 1975:9, quoted;
Museum of Art and History 2021). In 1904, Hamilton constructed 27 stone buildings, including: houses for himself, his
family, and employees; a hotel consisting of a cluster of a dozen cottages; a cement-lined swimming bath; a town hall and
a dance hall (possibly the same building); a post office; a trading post; and a restaurant. Makeshift greenhouses were also
created to help stock the trading post and restaurant with produce. The resort’s hotel cottages could accommodate up to
30 people and included amenities such as fresh ice, flush toilets, and electricity (Museum of Art and History 2021;
Bakersfield Morning Echo 1904:4). Hamilton also furnished the cottages, which he rented to both travelers and
convalescing or sick people for ten dollars a month. Hamilton promoted the dry climate of Willow Springs as healthy and
beneficial to people suffering from weak lungs, and he promoted the waters of the springs as medicinal. Constructed of
stone, the cottages were comfortable, although not fully finished. At the time of Willow Springs’ development, the nearest
trees stood about 12 miles away from the settlement, so Hamilton had wood hauled in for the houses’ grates (Bakersfield
Morning Echo 1905:2; Bakersfield Morning Echo 1904:4). A 1904 newspaper article described the development activity at
Willow Springs: “everything about Willow Springs is being fitted up in the best manner, but there is no ostentation of
wealth, and poor and rich are the recipients of the same genial hospitality” (Bakersfield Morning Echo 1904:4).
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Under Hamilton’s management, Willow Springs became the place for community gatherings. Traveling road shows would
stop to provide entertaining performances in the auditorium, and churches frequently held their services there. Although
his resort proved successful, Hamilton was determined to transform Willow Springs into a real town. The construction of
the first school at Willow Springs was completed in 1904, and a year later Hamilton built a larger school at the property
just a short distance away to accommodate more children. As Ezra Hamilton was the first resident of the Antelope Valley
to own a car, Willow Springs also boasted the first automobile garage in the area, which Hamilton equipped with a gas
pump (Museum of Art and History 2021). In 1904, there were about 50 permanent residents at Willow Springs, and
Hamilton planned to build more cottages as more people moved to the area (Bakersfield Morning Echo 1904:4).

Hamilton died of heart failure in 1914 at age 81. At the time of his death, he was survived by his wife and three sons, who
resided in Willow Springs and Rosamond (The Tehachapi News 1914:1). Hamilton’s estate—valued at $23,878.10 and
consisting mainly of land in southern Kern County—was distributed to his widow Elsie E. Hamilton, Fred M. Hamilton,
Truman W. Hamilton, and W. Lester Hamilton. Fred and Truman Hamilton inherited the hotel property, while Elsie
Hamilton inherited the family home (Bakersfield Morning Echo 1916:2).

After Hamilton’s death his once-thriving resort passed on to his children, who sold the place three years later. Between
1918 and 1930, Willow Springs had a variety of owners until the Willow Springs Company—who carried on local mining
operations—purchased the small town for its headquarters (Museum of Art and History 2021). Into the 1930s, Willow
Springs remained what a newspaper described as “a thriving way station” that “offer[ed] gasoline to the traveler”
(Bakersfield Californian 1937:9). In 1952, the Tehachapi earthquake destroyed some of the buildings at Hamilton’s former
property. However, Willow Springs endured. In the following years, the town remained at least partly occupied. Although
ownership changed hands several times, people continued to reside in the houses and cottages, and the restaurant
continued to do business. During the mid-twentieth century, flight crews participating in the Bell-X-1 experimental flights at
Edwards Airforce base resided at Willow Springs as tenants. Such tenants included Chalmers “Slick” Goodlin, the first
person to fly the X-1, and Dick Frost, team test project manager for the X-1 program. Renowned female pilot Pancho
Barnes also spent time at Willow Springs as a visitor. The restaurant closed at an unknown date. As one source states,
since the restaurant closed “Willow Springs village has again fallen quiet, spare for the sound of cars racing nearby” at the
racetrack located approximately 1.5 miles southeast of the former Hamilton property (Museum of Art and History 2021).

EVALUTION

The Willow Springs CHL No. 130 has significance under CRHR Criterion 1, as a watering stop that provided for trails
established by Native Americans prior to contact with Europeans to evolve into one of the most important nineteenth
century travel routes for stage lines and freight operations. The period of significance is 1776, when Padre Garces
became the first European to record a stop at the springs, to 1876, when the railroad replaced shipping and traveling
through the region by horse, horse-drawn stages, or other animal-drawn vehicles. However, as discussed in more detail
below, the CHL commemorates a place that does not retain built environment resources that were present during the
period of significance, and therefore does not retain sufficient historic integrity for CRHR listing under Criterion 1.

Although historically noteworthy individuals stopped at Willow Springs while traveling prior to the mid-nineteenth century,
or spent time at the mid-nineteenth century Willow Springs Stage Station, the Willow Springs CHL does not commemorate
an intact nineteenth-century built environment resource or grouping of resources where a historically significant individual
performed the nineteenth-century work or other activity for which they are primarily known today. Consequently, the
Willow Springs CHL is not eligible for the CRHR under Criterion 2.

The Willow Springs CHL is not eligible under CRHR Criterion 3 because the resource is not a significant example of a
type, style, or era of construction; lacks high artistic value; and is not the work of a master architect, building, designer, or
engineer. The Willow Springs CHL does not commemorate a built environment resource or grouping of resources that
remains intact and dates to the period of historical activity commemorated by the CHL. Although the concrete and stone
water trough at the approximate site of the old stage station appears to be an early-twentieth-century built environment
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resource, it replaced the wood trough present prior to 1876. The extant trough is part of the property at Willow Springs
developed by Ezra Hamilton during the twentieth century, which is evaluated separately from the CHL. For these reasons,
the Willow Springs CHL is ineligible for the CRHR under Criterion 3.

Under CRHR Criterion 4, the Willow Springs CHL is not a built-environment historical resource that has yielded or is it
likely to yield important information about our past. It does not have the potential to yield important information regarding
nineteenth century construction or engineering materials, methods, or technologies. As such, the CHL is not a built
environment resource eligible for the CRHR under Criterion 4.

P5b. Photographs (continued):

Photograph 2. Concrete and stone trough located south of 1937 CHL plaque, looking west
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Photograph 3. 1951 Willow Springs CHL plague, looking east

Photograph 4. Center of Willow Springs property along Manly Road,
1951 plaque at left, looking east
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* P2. Location:

Other Identifier:

Other Listings
Review Code

5
3045 90th Street West

[ INot for Publication [«]Unrestricted

*a. County Kern

*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Date
c. Address 3045 90th Street West
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear feature)

Primary #
HR #

Trinomial
NRHP Status Code _6Z

Reviewer

Date

Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): Resource ID 10, 3045 90th Street W.

and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)

T

'R

City Rosamond

Zone

; 1/4 of 1/4 of Sec ;
Zip
mE/

B.M.

mN

1

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)
; 252-352-32-00-6

* P3a. Description:

(Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)

The subject property at 3045 90th Street W. in Willow Springs sits at the intersection of Rosamond Boulevard and 90th Street W. It consists of
a one-story commercial building, a chain link fenced-in landscaped area with a canopy structure and a paved parking lot situated at the south
of the parcel. The subject property is oriented east towards 90th Street W. and has a lot size of 423, 403 square feet.

The commercial building has a flat roof, a rectangular form, and is clad in non-original stucco. The east (primary) elevation faces 90th Street
W. It features a non-original covered porch with three arches, and an awning clad in stucco. Potted plants in wooden barrels sit at the bottom
of each archway. Above the awning is a rectangular sign that reads “HIGH DESERT CELLARS LOCAL WINES GIFT SHOP COLD
DRINKS.” There is a symmetrical arrangement of two fully glazed primary entrance doors divided by a central wall, flanked by two fixed
rectangular storefront windows, and four lantern-style metal light fixtures along the elevation. (See continuation sheet.)

* P3b. Resource Attributes:

* P4.

* P11. Report Citation:

* Attachments:

[ ]Archaeological Record
[ ]Photograph Record

Resources Present:

HP6. 1-3 story commercial building
[v|Building [ ]Structure

(Cite survey report/other sources or "none")

[ INONE [ JLocation Map [ |Sketch Map

[ ]Other: (List)

DPR 523A (9/2013)

[ ]Object

[ |District Record [ _]Linear Feature Record

[ ]site

[¥|Continuation Sheet
[ IMilling Station Record

[ |District

[|Element of District [ ]Other (Isolates, etc.)
P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, etc.)
East elevation, facing west

* P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:
[ ]Prehistoric  [v]Historic [ |Both
1956 (Factual ) ParcelQuest

*P7. Owner and Address:
Vargas Family Trust
9500 Laurel Canyon Bl
Arleta, CA 91331-4213

* P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation, address)
Caitlin Greeley
ICF
555 W. 5th Street, Suite 3100, Los Angeles, CA
90013

* P9. Date Recorded:
*P10. Survey Type:

12/22/2021
(Describe)

[v|Building, Structure, and Object Record
[ JRock Art Record [ ]Artifact Record
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B1. Historic Name: None

B2. Common Name: 3045 90th Street W.

B3. Original Use: ~ Unknown B4. Present Use: Commercial

B5. Architectural Style: N/A

B6. Construction History:  (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations.)

The subject property at 3045 90th Street W. has a construction date of 1956 (Parcel Quest 2021). No original building permits are available
from the City of Willow Springs. No Sanborn maps are available. Visual analysis and historic aerial image research show a series of alterations.
As of 1963 the property had an L shaped footprint. (See continuation sheet.)

B7. Moved? [¢/No [ ]JYes [ JUnknown Date: N/A Original Location: N/A
B8. Related Features:
N/A
B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
B10. Significance:  Theme N/A Area N/A
Period of Significance N/A Property Type Commerical Applicable Criteria N/A

The property at 3045 90th Street W. does not meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR). It does not,
therefore, qualify as a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act.

CONTEXT

WILLOW SPRINGS

Ezra Hamilton purchased 160 acres encompassing Willow Springs in 1894. Initially he used the land to raise silkworms and used the spring on
his property to provide water for his Lida Mine to the north of Willow Springs. Willow Springs had earlier served as a principal Antelope
Valley station on the stage route between Fort Tejon and the Tehachapi Pass prior to the arrival of the railroad, and Native American travelers
had made use of the spring prior to the arrival of Europeans (Hoover et al. 2002:131).

After the turn of the century, Hamilton invested approximately $40,000 to remake Willow Springs into a destination for people suffering from
pulmonary disease. In 1904 he opened a sanitarium that eventually included 27 stone buildings. In association with the resort, Hamilton
constructed a grocery store, garage, blacksmith shop, ice and cold storage plant, public hall and theater, swimming pool, and school. The
Willow Springs resort outlived Hamilton, who died in 1914, but closed several years later. The Rosamond School District took over the school
at Willow Springs and locals put other buildings to new uses (Varney 1990:74-76).

SPANISH COLONIAL REVIVAL

At the end of World War I, American architects adopted ideas and techniques emphasized in Spanish architecture, specifically in the
Andalusian region, to create a new architectural style. Starting in 1915, the Panama—California Exposition held in San Diego, California
popularized the emerging Spanish Colonial Revival architectural style. Architect Bertram Grosvenor Goodhue looked to Spanish Colonial
buildings in Latin America for his design of the San Diego Exposition buildings. Goodhue’s well-received designs led to adoption of Spanish
Colonial Revival style across the southwestern states and Florida from 1915 to 1940 (McAlester 2015:521-522). (See continuation sheet.)

* B11. Additional Resource Attributes:

B12. References: (Sketch map with north arrow required)

(See continuation sheet.)

B13. Remarks:

* B14. Evaluator: Cait Greeley, ICF, ICF

Date of Evaluation: 12/22/2021
(This space reserved for official comments.)
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*P3a. Description (continued):
A paved parking lot abuts the building on the east and south elevations.

The north (side) elevation is blank with a chain link fence that extends out from the elevation and wraps around to the rear of the building.
Non-original landscaped trees and shrubs outline a square perimeter behind the building along the north (side) and west (rear) elevations.
Within the landscaped area is a non-original cloth canopy structure supported by eight metal posts, and two non-original concrete picnic
tables. The south (side) elevation is blank except for a large rectangular painted sign that reads “LOCAL WINES.” The west (rear) elevation
is not visible from the public right-of-way.

INTEGRITY

The subject property’s integrity is good. It retains integrity of location. It does retain integrity of setting because the neighboring properties
have remained the same. Little changes have occurred to the area since the 1960s. In addition, due to a number of alterations, at a minimum of
the form and exterior cladding it does not have integrity of design, materials, and workmanship. For these reasons, it does not have integrity of
feeling and association.

*B6. Construction History (continued):

The building changed footprint to a rectangular form between 1963 and 1974. An addition of a chain link fenced-in landscaped area to the
rear of the property took place between 1974 and 1995. An addition of a non-original front fagade on the east elevation took place between
1995 and 2005. An addition of a paved parking lot occurred between 2005 and 2009. An addition of a cloth canopy structure and concrete
picnic tables took place between 2014 and 2016. (NETR 1963, 1974, 1995, 2005, 2009, 2014, 2016). Retractable metal security bars over the
doors and windows are a later addition per visual analysis. No other alterations have taken place at the subject property.

*B10. Significance (continued):

Due to its ability to create an austere fagade on an otherwise-unassuming building, Spanish Colonial Revival saw heightened popularity in
California. Architects and builders found the new style flexible allowing them to apply its various design features to simply built frames. As a
result, designers regularly used it on residential, commercial, and institutional buildings (SurveyLA 2018:14-15).

Spanish Colonial Revival exteriors incorporate asymmetrical fagades with stucco walls, and arched windows and doors. Most buildings
designed in this style have multi-level roofs, clay tile clad low-pitched cross-gabled, side-gabled, hipped, or flat roofs. Spanish Colonial
Revival buildings typically feature fenestration framed by spiraled wood or stucco columns, covered porches that overlook decorative-tiled
courtyards, and towers. Common Spanish Colonial Revival elements include iron-and-wood window grilles, balconettes, and door knockers
(McAlester 2015:521-525).

POST-WAR RETAIL BUILDING

Post-World War I1, architects and builders increasingly oriented buildings around the automobile. Instead of relying on Main Street
commercial centers, developers and retail owners often opted to build free-standing buildings located on large parcels with easy automobile
access. This new commercial building type appeared on parcels that could accommodate larger buildings and parking lots and were often
located along new commercial strips and freeway frontage roads. Architects and builders designed these new free-standing buildings with
moderate-to-deep setbacks, in order to provide convenient automobile parking. In some examples, architects and builders arranged paved
parking areas along the sides of these buildings, but not to the rear. This pattern of development created a pattern of voids and solids along
the street and as the scale of the buildings and adjoining parking lots increased, would become more pronounced (Prosser 2017:17).

Free-standing post-war retail buildings came in a variety of forms and displayed varying degrees of Modernistic architectural styles. The type
ranged from simple rectilinear buildings of concrete-block construction with flat primary fagades, display windows, and little-to-no cladding,
to elaborately designed buildings with large expanses of glass, multiple cladding materials, cantilevered canopies, dramatic roof lines, and eye-
catching signage (Prosser 2017:16—17; Liebs 1995:30-31).

SITE HISTORY

Prior to the subject property’s construction at 3045 90th Street W.,1948 historic aerial images show the area was undeveloped (NETR 1948).
Commercial development in the vicinity took place in the 1950s-1960s (Parcel Quest 2021). The area has remained intact. The subject
property’s building footprint has changed since its original construction.

The City of Willow Springs does not have original building permits for the subject property. Historic newspaper research reveals no
information about the original owner or the property’s original use. The current use is commercial. The current owner is Vargas Family Trust
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and the business is High Desert Cellars. Research revealed no information regarding Vargas Family Trust or High Desert Cellars relating to
the property . Historic newspaper research yielded no information regarding the architect of the building.

EVALUATION

Under CRHR Criterion 1, the property at 3045 90th Street W. does not have important associations with historic events, patterns, or trends of
development. Prior to its construction in 1956, the neighboring area was undeveloped. In the 1950s and 1960s, development took place north
and south of Rosamond Boulevard. The region of the subject property at 3045 90th Street W. has remained the same since then, and the use
of the property did not contribute to any specific historic events. It is not representative of any important association. As such, the subject
property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 1.

Under CRHR Criterion 2, the subject property does not share significant associations with the lives of persons important to history. Historic
research revealed no information regarding the original owner. It is unknown the original function of the building. The current owner is
Vargas Family Trust and the current business is High Desert Cellars. Historic newspaper research yielded no information about Vargas
Family Trust or High Desert Cellars as it relates to their associations with the subject property at 3045 90th Street W. As such, the subject
property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 2.

Under CRHR Criterion 3, the subject property is not a significant example of its type, style, or era, it lacks high artistic value, and is not the
work of a master architect, building, designer, or engineer. The architect of the building is unknown. The subject property has stucco
cladding, arched bays, and a flat roof indicative of Spanish Colonial Revival. However, the front fagade with arched bays is non-original. The
subject property lacks discernable features of Spanish Colonial Revival including iron and wood ornamentation, a balcony, arched wooden
doors, and red-clay-tile roof cladding. The property has undergone alterations to its footprint, the primary facade, and landscaping additions.
The building is modest in design. With basic features, the property does not stand out among the masses constructed in suburban and rural
areas of California and the United States during the 1950s. The property does not represent an innovation in engineering or the work of a
master. It displays commonplace materials and construction methods. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 3.

Under CRHR Criterion 4, the subject property has neither yielded nor is likely to yield important information about our past. Typical of
similar buildings, the subject property’s wood frame construction does not have the potential to yield important information regarding
construction or engineering materials, methods, or technologies used in the 1950s. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR
Criterion 4.

In conclusion, 3045 90th Street W. does not have historical associations or architectural or construction qualities that qualify the property for
listing under any of the CRHR significance criteria. The property was evaluated in accordance with Section 15064.5(a) (2) of the CEQA
guidelines and found not to qualify as a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The current evaluation has assigned a 6Z status code to
the property.

*B12. References (continued):

Google Maps. “3045 W. 90th Street, Rosamond, CA, 93560.” Accessed: December 22, 2021. Available:
https://www.google.com/maps/place/3045+90th+St+W,+Rosamond,+CA+93560/@34.8643794,-
118.2936084,477m/data=!3m2!1e3!4b1!4m5!3m4!1s0x80c23fd11d4c1403:0x88a744b23fcac059!8m2!3d34.864375!4d-118.2914197

Hoover, Mildred Brooke, Hero Eugene Rensch, Ethel Grace Rensch, William N. Abeloe, and Douglas E. Kyle. 2002. Historic Spots in
California. Fifth edition. Douglas E. Kyle, editor. Stanford University Press, Stanford, CA.

Liebs, Chester H. 1995. Main Street to Miracle Mile: American Roadside Architecture. Baltimore, MD: Johns Hopkins University Press.
McAlester, Virginia Savage. 2015. A Field Guide to American Houses. New York, NY: Alfred A. Knopf.

Nationwide Environmental Title Research, LLC (NETR). 2021. Historic Aerials, 3045 W. 90th Street, Rosamond, CA, 93560. Aerial
Photographs 1948, 1963, 1974, 1995, 2005, 2009, 2014, 2016. Accessed: December 22, 2021. Available:

https://www.historicaerials.com/viewer

Parcel Quest. 2021. “3045 W. 90th Street, Rosamond, CA, 93560.” Accessed: December 20, 2021. Available:
https://pqweb.parcelquest.com/#home.

Prosser, Daniel. 2017. “Los Angeles Citywide Historic Context Statement: Neighborhood Commercial Development, 1880-1980.”

DPR 523L (1/95) * Required Information



State of California -- The Resources Agency Primary #
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HR #

CONTINUATION SHEET Trinomial

Page 5 of 5 *ResourceName or#: (Assigned by recorder) Resource ID 10, 3045 90th Street W.

* Recorded by:  Caitlin Greeley, ICF
[¥]Continuation [ JUpdate * Date: 12/22/2021

SurveyLA. Los Angeles, CA: City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning, Office of Historic Resources. August. Accessed July 16,
2021. Available: https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/7653581a-e554-43eb-8401-
2b0e2916eccc/NeighborhoodCommercialDevelopment 1880-1980.pdf.

SurveyLA. 2018. Los Angeles Citywide Historic Context Statement: Mediterranean & Indigenous Revival Architecture, 1893—1948.
November. Prepared for City of Los Angeles Office of Historic Resources. Accessed August 11, 2021. Available:
https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/097f6db5-feee-4315-a448-fd140763de90/MediterraneanandIndigenousRevival Architecture 1893-
1948.pdf.

Varney, Philip. 1990. Southern California’s Best Ghost Towns: A Practical Guide. University of Oklahoma Press, Norman, OK.

DPR 523L (1/95) * Required Information



State of California -- The Resources Agency
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

PRIMARY RECORD

Other Listings

Review Code

Primary #

HR #

Trinomial

NRHP Status Code _6Z

Reviewer Date

Page 1 of 9 Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): Resource ID 11, 9009 W. Rosamond Boulevard
P1. Other Identifier: 9009 W. Rosamond Boulevard

* P2.  Location: [ INot for Publication [«]Unrestricted

*a. County Kern
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad

c. Address 9009 W. Rosamond Boulevard

Date

d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear feature)
e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)

;252-352-33-00-9

and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)

T iR ; 1/4 of 1/4 of Sec ; B.M.
City Rosamond Zip
Zone mE/ mN

1

* P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)

The property at 9009 W. Rosamond Boulevard is located on the northwest corner of Rosamond Boulevard and 95th Street West in Rosamond.
The long, hexagonal parcel fronts along W. Rosamond Boulevard and contains 377,229 square feet, most of which is enclosed by a chain link
fence (ParcelQuest 2021). A line of trees along the southern edge of the property blocks views from the roadway, and trees are planted in
multiple places around the property’s interior. Otherwise, the parcel is open and spacious. A dirt driveway leads north directly from the road to
the primary residence, and a second driveway leads from the southeast corner of the property at the intersection with 95th Street to the
secondary residence and on to the primary residence, creating a triangular dirt driveway in the center of the parcel. Both entrances to the

private areas of the property are blocked by gates.

At the southeast corner of the property is an unfenced area used for commercial purposes. An asphalt parking lot encircles a concrete area in

front of the structure. (See continuation sheet.)

* P3b. Resource Attributes: ~ HP3. Multiple family property

* P4, Resources Present: [v|Building [ ]Structure

* P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey report/other sources or "none")

* Attachments: [ INONE [ JLocation Map

[ |Sketch Map

[ ]Object

[ ]site [ |District [ |Element of District [ ]Other (Isolates, etc.)

P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, etc.)
Southeast elevation of Store, facing northwest

* P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:
[ ]Prehistoric  [v]Historic [ |Both
¢.1959 (Estimate ) ParcelQuest

*P7. Owner and Address:
Vargas Family Trust
9500 Laurel Canyon Bl
Arleta, CA 91331-4213

* P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation, address)
Maureen McCoy
ICF
980 9th St Suite 1200, Sacramento, CA 95814

* P9, Date Recorded: 12/23/2021
*P10. Survey Type: (Describe)

[¥]Continuation Sheet [v|Building, Structure, and Object Record

[ JArchaeological Record [ |District Record [ |Linear Feature Record [ ]Milling Station Record [ JRock Art Record [ |Artifact Record

[ ]Photograph Record [ |Other: (List)
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*Resource Name or # (Assigned by Recorder): Resource ID 11, 9009 W. Rosamond Boulevard * NRHP Status Code 6Z

* Page 2 of 9

B1l. Historic Name: None
B2. Common Name: 9009 W. Rosamond Boulevard
* B3. Original Use:  Residential/Commercial B4. Present Use: Residential

* B5. Architectural Style: Ranch; Commercial Building (Gas Station); Manufactured Home

B6. Construction History:  (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations.)

The property was established circa 1960 and included the primary residence and the commercial building. Both outbuildings and the detached
garage were constructed around the same time that the property was established (NETR 1959; 1963; USGS 1965; Teledyne, Inc. 1968). A rear
addition was added to the primary residence, though the exact date of this addition is not clear from permit records or aerial images. (See
continuation sheet.)

*

*B7. Moved? [¢/No [ JYes [ JUnknown Date: N/A Original Location: N/A
B8. Related Features:
N/A
* B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
B10. Significance:  Theme N/A Area N/A
Period of Significance N/A Property Type Applicable Criteria

The property at 9009 W. Rosamond Boulevard does not meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR).
It does not, therefore, qualify as a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act.

CONTEXT

ANTELOPE VALLEY

The establishment of Fort Tejon, the introduction of sheep and cattle grazing in the region, and the development of stage lines and roads to
service the mines increased travel through the Antelope Valley. During the 1850s and 1860s, Willow Springs provided a stop for water for
stagecoach operations in the region. People began to settle near springs and other water resources and pursued mining. By the end of the 1860s,
four roads served the valley: Soledad Road; Mojave Road; a road through San Francisquito Canyon, used mainly by cattlemen and miners; and
Fort Tejon Road (later Barrel Springs Road) (Gardiner 2002:13—14).

Water sources and railroad development led to the creation of the first communities in the vicinity of the project area. During the early 1870s,
the Southern Pacific Railroad constructed a railroad line between Sacramento and Los Angeles via the San Joaquin and Antelope Valleys.
Stations along the Southern Pacific line evolved into the project vicinity’s first communities. Railroads subsequently constructed through the
valley included the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway; the Los Angeles & Independence Railroad; the Antelope Valley Line; and the Union
Pacific (Lone Pine branch). Located approximately 9 miles east and slightly south of the project area and named for the daughter of a Southern
Pacific official, Rosamond was initially the largest of the valley’s railroad station settlements.

Situated approximately 11 miles south of Rosamond, Lancaster is thought to have been named for a Southern Pacific employee (Gardiner
2002:14-15). There, a well completed in 1884 demonstrated the availability of groundwater. Langley Wicks, who had earlier attempted and
failed to establish a Scottish colony at Willow Springs, purchased land and began to run real estate advertisements in English newspapers. (See
continuation sheet.)

* B11. Additional Resource Attributes:
B12. References: (Sketch map with north arrow required)

(See continuation sheet.)

B13. Remarks:

* B14. Evaluator: Maureen McCoy, ICF, ICF
Date of Evaluation: 12/23/2021
(This space reserved for official comments.)
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*P3a. Description (continued):

A small canopy set on a raised, oval, concrete block and supported on two round metal posts is the only remnant of a gas pump that was once
on the property. The commercial building here is a rectangular, flat-roofed circa 1960 structure with a pent roof around on all the elevations.
The exterior is clad in stucco with sections of brick and stone veneer; a large mural is painted on the northeast elevation. The primary facade
(southeast elevation) features windows and a door that are boarded over and block by metal grates. Four modern porch lights are irregularly
spaced across this fagade under the pent roof. There are no openings on the southwest or northeast elevations. The rear elevation is enclosed
by a chain link fence and was not accessible at the time of survey.

To the northwest of the commercial building is a circa 2000 manufactured home. The rectangular, side-gabled structure is clad in vertical
siding with faux quoins. Horizontal siding is set in the overhanging gable peaks and bisected by a vertical board that leads from the peaks
almost to the ground. The primary fagade (south elevation) is dominated by a large cross-gable porch or patio addition. The patio includes a
paved concrete foundation, and the roof is supported on squared posts with triangular brackets. Additional details of the doors and windows
on the fagade were not visible from the public right-of-way due to distance, but street view images indicate that there may be two small
windows and one large, six-light window under the peak of the porch gable (Google 2012). The east elevation features two symmetrically
arranged windows with wide surrounds and extended bottom sills. The rear (north elevation) features four windows of varying sizes and a
door, but details of these features were not visible during survey.

The primary residence is the oldest residential structure on the property. It is situated west of the commercial building and the secondary
residence in the center of the parcel. This one-story, side-gabled house represents a Ranch style structure. The primary fagade (south
elevation) includes an off-center door flanked by two two-light sliding windows with faux shutters. A larger picture window is set in the
eastern part of the fagade. The facade is sheltered by a narrow eave extension supported on posts. A brick chimney is set on the southwest
corner of the building just in front of a shed-roofed addition on the west elevation. The east elevation was not visible at the time of survey due
to a row of trees planted along this side of the house. There is a rear addition on the house, but it was not visible at the time of survey.

The property also consists of several outbuildings. Located just to the west of the primary residence is a detached garage. The one-story,
gable-roofed structure features slightly overhanging eaves. A door is set on the south elevation at the western corner, but no other features
were visible from the public right-of-way. Between the primary residence and the commercial building are outbuildings 1 and 2. Outbuilding
1 is a concrete block rectangle with low-pitched gable roof with wide, overhanging eaves. There is one door in the structure visible from the
roadway; it faces south. Outbuilding 2 is a seemingly unused concrete block structure with a very low-pitched gable roof. The window and
door openings on the south and east elevation were open at the time of survey, the original features missing.

INTEGRITY

The subject property’s integrity is poor. It retains integrity of location. It also retains integrity of setting because the surrounding area has
remained largely the same since the establishment of the commercial building and associated residence. The intersection at which it sits
includes several residential lots and another store, but largely consists of open desert with streets founded on grids around the subject
property. In addition, due to many alterations it does not have integrity of design, materials, and workmanship. The commercial building,
which was previously a store and gas station, is currently vacant and no longer used for its historic purpose. For these reasons, it does not
have integrity of feeling and association.

*B6. Construction History (continued):

The secondary residence was added to the property circa 2000 (NETR 1995; 2005).

Recent updates to structures on the property are recorded in building permits. Residential plumbing took place in 2007 and an interior
remodel and new roof were completed on the commercial building in 2003 and 2004 (Kern County Public Works 2003; 2004; 2007). The
720 square foot covered patio, or front porch, was added to the secondary residence in 2014 (Kern County Public Works 2014).

*B10. Significance (continued):

Soon Lancaster had a post office, a hotel, newspapers, a school, and multiple churches. James P. Ward bought out Wicks in 1888 and grew
the first alfalfa produced in the area, which he shipped to Los Angeles in 1890 (Gardiner 2002:14-15, 18-19).

Following the arrival of the railroad, the next major industrial-era development to shape the history of the western Antelope Valley was
construction of the Los Angeles Aqueduct. Developed by the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) and designed by
engineer William Mulholland, the Los Angeles Aqueduct transported water more than 200 miles, from the Owens Valley south to Los
Angeles. The City of Los Angeles began construction of the project in 1908 by creating more than 1,000 miles of new roads, pipelines, and
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electricity and telephone lines in preparation for construction of the aqueduct itself. The City of Los Angeles purchased 4,000 acres of clay-
and limestone-rich land near the Mojave Desert town of Monolith and established a facility that produced 1,000 barrels of Portland cement
per day for the project (Kahrl 1979:32; Schwarz 1991:18-20, 22-23).

Much of the settlement in the region through the 1930s involved homesteading lands for ranching and agriculture. Mining declined and in its
place, the military rose in importance during World War II. The U.S. Army conducted flight training operations at War Eagle Field south of
Rosamond, while the U.S. Navy built an airfield and training facility in the town of Mojave. The federal government also established Muroc
Army Airfield east of Rosamond. Later renamed Edwards Air Force Base, it continues to operate as a hub for U.S. test flights and aircraft
development to this day (ICF 2015:2.2).

GAS AND SERVICE STATIONS

As automobile ownership increased in the early 20th century, gas filling stations incorporated auto repair elements, adding grease pits, flat
tire repairs, and replacement parts to their services. By the end of the 1920s, gas stations also incorporated a repair garage, creating the
neighborhood service station (Liebs 1995:102). Early gas-and-service stations often featured two buildings, configured in an L- or U-shape
surrounding a central gasoline pump. However, this format proved to be short-lived. During the 1930s Depression, gas-and-service station
builders condensed two buildings into one and situated pumps on the exterior. Owners soon located pumps farther from the building in an
effort to address vehicular circulation needs. Builders designed gasoline and service stations in popular architectural styles of the era,
including Streamline Moderne and International styles. These styles allowed owners to display advertisements for services and goods to
motorists through spacious garage bays and large storefront windows (Liebs 1995:102—106).

Starting in the 1950s, building designers re-introduced L-plans and varied the heights of buildings, with the service portion typically taller
than the office portion. Builders continued the trend of designing buildings in popular styles and added Mid-Century Modern, Contemporary,
and Ranch to the style palette. Modern styles included use of concrete blocks and multiple cladding materials, flat rooflines with extended
overhangs, large canopies supported by thin metal posts, wide expanses of glass, and tall, stand-alone signage. Service stations with Ranch-
style elements featured front-gabled, low-pitched rooflines with extended eaves, metal-framed windows, wood-and-brick cladding, and large
canopies (Jones et al. 2016:7-3, 7-5, 7-8; Rotary Lift 2020). Shed stations with a canopy extending from the building across the driveway to
the pump to provide shelter for fueling were common in commercial districts in urban areas. In rural areas, multi-use stations positioned
pumps outside of stores, inns, and restaurants, often providing open areas for parking. Like shed-type stations, multi-use stations sometimes
incorporated small buildings and canopies to shelter the filling area (Randl 2008:2).

Beginning in the late 1960s, auto repair became popular as an at-home hobby, decreasing the relevance of service stations. Specialty shops
sold auto repair items for at-home repairs. This change in auto repair trends contributed to the decline of the gasoline and service station
business. To adapt, some gasoline and service stations transitioned away from offering repairs to other services, such as convenience stores
and other shops, restaurants or other food services, and offices, a concept known as “store with gas” or “dual fuel depot” (Liebs
1995:113-115).

RANCH STYLE

Originally designed in California in the 1930s, Ranch houses drew inspiration from earlier Spanish Colonial haciendas and northern
California farmhouses (SurveyLA 2015:5). The Ranch style gained popularity after World War II, due to Federal Housing Administration
(FHA) promotion and loan support. Architects designed and builders constructed Ranch residences across the United States (McAlester
2015:602—-603). Due to its ability to capitalize on the importance of automobiles in the post-World War II suburban sprawl, where workers
needed to commute to and from work in the city, the Ranch style maintained its popularity until circa 1975 (SurveyLA 2015:13—15). Because
of the influence of streetcar suburban developments on the creation of the style, Ranch style houses are primarily associated with and found in
suburbs. Developers constructed entire tracts in the style during the 1950s and 1960s (McAlester 2015: 602-603). Non-tract examples of the
style, such as those found in rural Kern County, are rarer and often simpler with minimal applied architectural detail. Easily built and
customizable, Ranch homes continued to be constructed across America because they blended effortlessly into the newly forming middle-
class attitude and lifestyle (SurveyLA 2015:13-15).

Ranch houses typically feature horizontal, one-story massing, with either a gable or hip roof. Initially built with simple rectangular floor
plans, by the 1950s, L-shaped floor plans with intersecting gable roofs became more popular (Gottfried and Jennings 2009: 208-209).
Developers built these homes on large tracts of land that allowed for spacious backyards and private outdoor living (McAlester
2015:602—-603). Ranch-style homes feature an asymmetrical exterior, often elongating the look of the house by incorporating an attached
front-facing garage. Substyles of the traditional Ranch plan include Contemporary, Cinderella, American Colonial, and Minimal. Elements of
a Cinderella Ranch, otherwise known as Storybook Ranch, feature steep-pitched porch hoods and Swiss-Chalet inspired fascia and shutters
that give the house an exaggerated fairytale look. In contrast, Minimal Ranch buildings have a more restrained exterior, including less
variation in wall materials and simple footprints, and were commonly built within FHA design guidelines (SurveyL A 2015:17-18). Key
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features include a large picture window, small porch, and recessed entry. Builders used a variety of resources, including stucco, brick, stone,
and wood. They also incorporated planters or window boxes into the exterior design for emphasis (McAlester 2015:597-601).

MANUFACTURED HOMES

Manufactured homes, commonly known as trailer homes or mobile homes, represent a housing trend spurred by automobile tourism and
travel at the turn of the twentieth century. Landowners developed campsites called auto courts or motor courts that allowed travelers to pitch
tents or sleep in their cars. The camps provided an economical lodging option and welcome alternative to hotels, which were sometimes
deemed too formal. This movement led to the design of prefabricated trailer homes in the 1930s, allowing travelers to essentially bring
“homes” to the motor parks, rather than sleeping in tents or automobiles. Trailer homes were small (on average, 8 feet wide and 32 feet long)
and typified as “one ‘room’ that served several functions and included transformable furniture” (Lawrence 2012:15), designed to allow for
easy transport by hitching them to cars. Trailer home relied heavily on metal construction materials. A typical trailer park had relatively
compact, angled parallel parking spaces, which allowed the maximum number of homes to fit in the park at one time. Trailer parks often had
a laundry room, toilets, showers, or other limited amenities onsite. During and after World War II, the government subsidized the
construction of trailer camps to address a housing shortage. The efforts by the government to provide affordable and quickly assembled
housing led to a more permanent version of the trailer home known as the mobile home (Lawrence 2012:12, 14, 15, 17, 18, 22; Fowler et al.
2016:4).

By the late 1960s, mobile homes had become a popular housing choice across the country. By that point, one-third of single-family dwellings
in the United States were mobile homes, approximately 20 out of every 100 Californians lived in a mobile park in California alone, and six
million Americans lived in them across the nation (Fowler et al. 2016:11). Features such as shutters and gable roofs, indoor bathrooms,
increased electrical capabilities, and landscaping appeared on mobile homes, making them look and function more like suburban homes.
Mobile homes increased in size (up to 14 feet wide and 34 feet long), and most had more than one section. Other changes and features
include two stories, indoor bathrooms, fold out porches, full height doors, and jalousie and bay windows (Fowler et al. 2016:9, 11). Many
mobile home designs contained corridors to separate the living spaces, and telescoped sections or awnings provided more living space.
Mobile homes also included chassis and wheels, which allowed them to be transported to the site by a professional, but they no longer had
the transient capability of trailer homes due to their size and weight. Mobile home construction included wood composite, aluminum, or steel.
Larger, rectangular lots replaced the angled parking spots to allow for larger homes and, depending on the arrangement of the homes, often
provided more privacy. Camps soon included amenities such as swimming pools, playgrounds, and recreational facilities, which made these
communities desirable and offered a more affordable price than conventional homeownership. Following the safety and construction
standards published in 1976, the United States Department of Housing and Urban Development introduced the term manufactured home for
mobile and trailer homes (Haney n.d.:2; Lawrence 2012:18-19; Fowler et al. 2016:9, 11).

Many trailer parks and mobile home parks still exist today. Most parks are specific to either trailer homes or mobile homes and can contain
dozens to hundreds of homes. Simple street arrangements may be observed or more complex patterns, including radial street designs in some
cases. Most will have one primary entrance to the park and be enclosed by a retaining wall. Although well-built, most manufactured home
parks are vernacular, and professionals designed very few of these communities and homes. If well-maintained, manufactured homes can
provide affordable housing even many years after being constructed and are said to be “the single most affordable type of housing available”
(Haney n.d.:4; Lawrence 2012:36; Fowler et al. 2016:11,14).

SITE HISTORY

This property was part of the land divisions by the Southern Pacific Railroad in the late nineteenth century. However, no property owner is
list on this parcel in 1898 (Congdon 1898). This area may have been used for ranching or agriculture from the late nineteenth century into the
first half of twentieth century, but specific information on this parcel could not be found during a historic records search. Searches of
newspapers and census records did not reveal any additional information about the property or its past owners.

As growth in the Rosamond area increased in the post-World War Il period, particularly in connection with the nearby air base, the need for
new highways was recognized in the 1950s (The Bakersfield Californian 1952a; 1952b). This parcel and its gas station may have been
founded in an effort to meet the needs of increasing numbers of motorists in the area. The current owners, the Vargas family, purchased the
property from a large number of owners in 2001 (Kern County Assessor Recorder 2001). The property was established by the early 1960s
(USGS 1943; 1965). It appears to have always been a combination residential and commercial complex. The commercial building likely
served as a gas station and small market for passersby and local residents in the mid-twentieth century. It is unclear when the gas pump was
removed. It was converted to Chico’s Mini Market in recent years, and was renamed Roy’s Convenience Store around 2017, but it has been
closed in recent years (Google 2012; Roy’s Convenience Store 2017).

EVALUATION
Under CRHR Criterion 1, the property at 9009 W. Rosamond Boulevard does not have important associations with historic events, patterns,
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or trends of development. The property was established after the heyday of homesteading and the peak of agricultural trends in Rosamond
during the mid-twentieth century and is not associated with these trends. It is more associated with national trends of highway expansion in
the 1950s and 1960s (Weingroff 2017). However, this property was established at the end of this period and is situated quite a distance from
State Route 14, which runs through Rosamond proper. There are also many examples of residential property types in the area, and

this property is not an exceptional example. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Ceriterion 1.

Under CRHR Criterion 2, the subject property does not share significant associations with the lives of persons important to history. Only a
few owners could be identified from records searches, and no employees were identified. None of the identified owners have made significant
contributions to history while living or working at the subject property. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 2.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 3, the subject property is not a significant example of its type, style, or era, it lacks high artistic value, and is not the
work of a master architect, building, designer, or engineer. The property includes 1960s examples of a Ranch-style residence and a vernacular
commercial building. The one-story massing of the Ranch house has a gable roof and simple footprint. It has minimal exterior architectural
detailing and sits on a large parcel and with ample backyard space. The commercial building includes multiple cladding materials, a flat
roofline with extended overhang in the form of a pent roof, and a canopy supported by thin metal posts over the gas pumps (now removed). It
also served multiple functions: a gas station, a market with produce and souvenirs, and a convenience store. Finally, there is an example of a
circa 2000 manufactured home on the parcel, but the age and lack of significance of this building precludes it from eligibility for the CRHR.
No architect, builder, or engineer could be identified with the construction of any building on the property. Overall, the property lacks the
quality of design associated with a master’s work within any architectural style, form, or construction type. As such, the subject property is
ineligible under CRHR Ceriterion 3.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 4, the subject property has neither yielded nor is likely to yield important information about our past. Typical of
similar buildings, the subject property’s one-story frame does not have the potential to yield important information regarding construction or
engineering materials, methods, or technologies used in the 1960s. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 4.

In conclusion, 9009 W. Rosamond Boulevard does not have historical associations or architectural or construction qualities that qualify the
property for listing under any of the CRHR significance criteria. The property was evaluated in accordance with Section 15064.5(a) (2) of the
CEQA guidelines and found not to qualify as a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The current evaluation has assigned a 6Z status
code to the property.
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Other Listings

Review Code Reviewer Date
Page I of 4 Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): Resource ID 12, 2973 95th Street
P1. Other Identifier: 2973 95th Street
* P2.  Location: [ INot for Publication [«]Unrestricted

*a. County Kern and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Date T iR ; 1/4 of 1/4 of Sec ; B.M.
c. Address 2973 95th Street City Rosamond Zip
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear feature) Zone , mE/ mN

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)
; 374-042-08-00-6

* P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)

The property located at 2973 95th Street sits on an 87,555 square foot parcel in Rosamond, California. The parcel lies on the corner of
Rosamond Boulevard to the north and 95th Street to the east. A neighboring parcel abuts 2973 95th Street to the west. Composed of a
residence, detached garage, and small shed, the buildings are clustered in the middle of the parcel. The residence is accessed from Rosamond
Boulevard with a concrete pad driveway that extends to the detached garage that sits off the east elevation of the residence. A chain-link fence
marks the parcel boundaries and encloses the parcel on all four sides.

The residence features a side gabled roof on a rectangular plan with a small side gabled addition on the west elevation. A shed roof covers the
front porch of the north elevation with four posts. Stucco cladded, the residence lacks ornamentation and is simple in design. The north
(primary) elevation consists of five bays. From east to west, the first bay features a large sixteen light window, and the second bay consists of
the main entrance. (See continuation sheet.)

* P3b. Resource Attributes: ~ HP2. Single family property
* P4. Resources Present: [v|Building [ Structure [ ]Object [ |Site [ |District [ |Element of District [ ]Other (Isolates, etc.)
P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, etc.)
North and west elevations, facing southeast

* P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:
[ ]Prehistoric  [v]Historic [ |Both
¢.1959 (Estimate ) Aerial Imagery

*P7. Owner and Address:

Donato Torrez
9534 W Rosamond Boulevard
Rosamond, CA 93560

* P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation, address)
Inga Gudmundsson
ICF
555 W. 5th Street, Suite 3100, Los Angeles, CA
90013

* P9. Date Recorded: 12/23/2021

*P10. Survey Type: (Describe)

* P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey report/other sources or "none")

* Attachments: [ INONE [ JLocation Map [ ]Sketch Map [v]Continuation Sheet [v|Building, Structure, and Object Record
[ JArchaeological Record [ |District Record [ |Linear Feature Record [ ]Milling Station Record [ JRock Art Record [ |Artifact Record
[ ]Photograph Record [ |Other: (List)
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*Resource Name or # (Assigned by Recorder): Resource ID 12, 2973 95th Street * NRHP Status Code 6Z

* Page 2 of 4

B1. Historic Name: None
B2. Common Name: 2973 95th Street

*B3. Original Use:  Residence B4. Present Use: Residence

* B5. Architectural Style: Ranch
B6. Construction History:  (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations.)
ParcelQuest gives a construction date of 1942. The property does not appear on historic aerials prior to the 1952 aerial (NETR 1948; NETR
1959). The western addition is first visible in 1974 (NETR 1974).The detached garage is present on the location in 2005 (NETR 2005). Little is
known about the construction or subsequent alterations to 2973 95th Street. (See continuation sheet.)

*B7. Moved? [¢/No [ JYes [ JUnknown Date: N/A Original Location: N/A
B8. Related Features:
N/A
* B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
B10. Significance:  Theme N/A Area N/A
Period of Significance N/A Property Type N/A Applicable Criteria N/A

The property at 2973 95th Street does not meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR). It does not,
therefore, qualify as a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act.

CONTEXT

RANCH STYLE

Originally designed in California in the 1930s, Ranch houses drew inspiration from earlier Spanish Colonial haciendas and northern California
farmhouses (SurveyLA 2015:5). The Ranch style gained popularity after World War II, due to Federal Housing Administration (FHA)
promotion and loan support. Architects designed and builders constructed Ranch residences across the United States (McAlester
2015:602—603). Due to its ability to capitalize on the importance of automobiles in the post-World War II suburban sprawl, where workers
needed to commute to and from work in the city, the Ranch style maintained its popularity until circa 1975 (SurveyLA 2015:13—-15). Because
of the influence of streetcar suburban developments on the creation of the style, Ranch style houses are primarily associated with and found in
suburbs. Developers constructed entire tracts in the style during the 1950s and 1960s (McAlester 2015: 602-603). Non-tract examples of the
style, such as those found in rural Kern County, are rarer and often simpler with minimal applied architectural detail. Easily built and
customizable, Ranch homes continued to be constructed across America because they blended effortlessly into the newly forming middle-class
attitude and lifestyle (SurveyLA 2015:13-15).

Ranch houses typically feature horizontal, one-story massing, with either a gable or hip roof. Initially built with simple rectangular floor plans,
by the 1950s, L-shaped floor plans with intersecting gable roofs became more popular (Gottfried and Jennings 2009: 208-209). Developers built
these homes on large tracts of land that allowed for spacious backyards and private outdoor living (McAlester 2015:602—-603). Ranch-style
homes feature an asymmetrical exterior, often elongating the look of the house by incorporating an attached front-facing garage. (See
continuation sheet.)

* B11. Additional Resource Attributes:
B12. References: (Sketch map with north arrow required)

(See continuation sheet.)

B13. Remarks:

* B14. Evaluator: Inga Gudmundsson, ICF, ICF

Date of Evaluation: 12/23/2021
(This space reserved for official comments.)
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*P3a. Description (continued):

The third bay features a horizontal sliding sash window. Added lattice paneling attached to the front of the obstructs the view of the fourth
bay. The fifth bay consists of a window of indiscernible style on the small side addition. A porch light is fixed to the wall in between the large
window and front door. A wood and wire fence wraps around the first, third, and fourth bay as a handrail.

The east elevation of the residence features a large window with a raised AC unit to the west. A black metal fence encloses a small side yard
in front of the east elevation. The west elevation features the side addition and a small window of indiscernible style. The south (rear)
elevation is not visible from the street.

The detached garage sits to the southeast of the residence and features a front gabled roof with deep overhangs. The wood clad garage
consists of two garage door entrances on the north elevation. The east elevation features a window, and a wooden fence extends off the east
elevation creating a privacy barrier for the north elevation from 95th Street. The south and west elevations of the garage are not visible from
street.

A small shed behind the garage features a front gabled roof. An entrance on the north elevation is the only visible entrance. No windows are
visible.

INTEGRITY

The subject property’s integrity is fair. It doesretain integrity of location. It also retains integrity of setting because the surrounding area has
remained similar to when the property was brought to the parcel. To the east of the property, 95th Street widened by 1972 but remained in the
same location. The detached garage and shed were added to the property prior to 1995 although an exact date is unknown. In addition, due to
minimal alterations it does not have integrity of design, materials, and workmanship. For these reasons, it does not have integrity of feeling
and association.

*B6. Construction History (continued):

The only permit for 2973 95th St available includes a permit 2015 permit for a septic tank and leach field replacement. The original building
permits for the property are not available through Kern County.

*B10. Significance (continued):

Substyles of the traditional Ranch plan include Contemporary, Cinderella, American Colonial, and Minimal. Elements of a Cinderella Ranch,
otherwise known as Storybook Ranch, feature steep-pitched porch hoods and Swiss-Chalet inspired fascia and shutters that give the house an
exaggerated fairytale look. In contrast, Minimal Ranch buildings have a more restrained exterior, including less variation in wall materials
and simple footprints, and were commonly built within FHA design guidelines (SurveyLA 2015:17-18). Key features include a large picture
window, small porch, and recessed entry. Builders used a variety of resources, including stucco, brick, stone, and wood. They also
incorporated planters or window boxes into the exterior design for emphasis (McAlester 2015:597-601).

SITE HISTORY

2973 95th Street sits on part of what was a larger parcel owned in 1898 by S. S. Ash (Congdon 1898). Research did not reveal any
information on this person. The property did not have anything built on it prior to the 1950’s therefore missing the period of homesteading in
the area, that came to an end in the 1930’s (NETR 1959). The original owner of the house is unknown. The current owner is Donato Torrez
although the house is “pending” sold on Zillow, a popular online real estate website (ParcelQuest 2021, Zillow 2012). Further research did
not reveal any information regarding the current owner.

EVALUATION

Under CRHR Ceriterion 1, the property at 2973 95th Street does not have important associations with historic events, patterns, or trends of
development. The property missed the main period of homesteading in the area and did not contribute to the agricultural trends of Rosamond.
Research revealed no important historic events that occurred on or at the property. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR
Criterion 1.

Under CRHR Criterion 2, the subject property does not share significant associations with the lives of persons important to history. Neither
the original parcel owner S. S. Ash nor current owner Donato Torrez have made significant contributions to history. As such, the subject

property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 2.

Under CRHR Criterion 3, the subject property is not a significant example of its type, style, or era, it lacks high artistic value, and is not the
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work of a master architect, building, designer, or engineer. Indicative of the Ranch style with its rectangular shape and large picture windows,
the residence is simple and is not a significant example of the style. Although the original builder is unknown, the residence is not the work of
a master and lacks quality of design. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 3.

Under CRHR Criterion 4, the subject property has neither yielded nor is likely to yield important information about our past. Typical of
similar buildings, the subject property’s one-story frame construction does not have the potential to yield important information regarding
construction or engineering materials, methods, or technologies used in the 1950’s. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR
Criterion 4.

In conclusion, 2973 95th Street does not have historical associations or architectural or construction qualities that qualify the property for
listing under any of the CRHR significance criteria. The property was evaluated in accordance with Section 15064.5(a) (2) of the CEQA
guidelines, and found not to qualify as a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The current evaluation has assigned a 6Z status code
to the property.
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Gottfried, Herbert, and Jan Jennings. 2009. American Vernacular: Buildings and Interiors, 1870-1960. New York, NY: W. W. Norton &
Company.

McAlester, Virginia Savage. 2015. A Field Guide to American Houses. New York, NY: Alfred A. Knopf.

Nationwide Environmental Title Research, LLC (NETR). 1948. Rosamond, California, 93560, Aerial Photograph. Accessed December 22,
2021. https://www.historicaerials.com/viewer.

----. 1959. Rosamond, California, 93560, Aerial Photograph. Accessed December 22, 2021. https://www.historicaerials.com/viewer.

----. 1995. Rosamond, California, 93560, Aerial Photograph. Accessed December 22, 2021. https://www.historicaerials.com/viewer.

----. 2018. Rosamond, California, 93560, Aerial Photograph. Accessed December 21, 2021. https://www.historicaerials.com/viewer.

Robinson Aerial Surveys. 1952. Flight ABL 1952, Frame 4K38. October 11 to December 9. Prepared for USDA- Production and Marketing
Administration. Accessed December 22, 2021. Available: https:/mil.library.ucsb.edu/ap _indexes/FrameFinder/

SurveyLA. 2015. “Los Angeles Citywide Historic Context Statement: The Ranch House, 1930-1975.” Prepared for City of Los Angeles
Office of Historic Resources. December. Accessed August 16, 2021. Available: https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/1acefe03-5615-425f-
9182-d58a79014901/The Ranch House%2C 1930-1975.pdf.

Zillow. 2021. “2973 95th St W, Rosamond, CA 93560.” Accessed December 22, 2021. https://www.zillow.com/homedetails/2973-95th-St-W-
Rosamond-CA-93560/18995077 zpid/
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Other Listings
Review Code Reviewer Date

Page 1 of 6 Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): Resource ID 13, 9580 W. Rosamond Boulevard
P1. Other Identifier: 9580 W. Rosamond Boulevard

* P2.  Location: [ INot for Publication [«]Unrestricted
*a. County Kern and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Date T 'R ; 1/4 of 1/4 of Sec ; B.M.
c. Address 9580 W. Rosamond Boulevard City Rosamond Zip
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear feature) Zone , mE/ mN

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)
; 374-042-07-00-3

* P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)

The property at 9580 Rosamond Boulevard sits on a square parcel on the south side of Rosamond Boulevard just west of the road’s
intersection with 95th Street; the parcel contains 83,199 square feet (ParcelQuest 2021). The property is surrounded by a chain link fence and
is largely open within the fence. A line of trees is planted along the west elevation of the house, and several other trees are planted throughout
the yard. A gravel and dirt driveway leads through a sliding gate in the fence to the carport attached to the house. Cars, mobile homes, and
other pieces of machinery are scattered around the yard.

The property consists of one building: the primary residence. This c¢. 1955 Vernacular structure has a gable roof with modern asphalt roofing.
The north elevation of the house is symmetrically arranged with a central roof extension. An awning is set under this extension, providing
shade for a bench below. Flanking the awning are large, two-light sliding windows with wide surrounds. (See continuation sheet.)

* P3b. Resource Attributes: ~ HP2. Single family property
* P4. Resources Present: [v|Building [ Structure [ ]Object [ |Site [ |District [ |Element of District [ ]Other (Isolates, etc.)
P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, etc.)
North elevation, facing south

* P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:
[ ]Prehistoric  [v]Historic [ |Both
1955 (Estimate ) ParcelQuest

*P7. Owner and Address:

Reinaldo and Margaret Lydia de la Rosa
9580 W. Rosamond Blvd
Rosamond, CA 93560

* P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation, address)
Maureen McCoy
ICF
980 9th St Suite 1200, Sacramento, CA 95814

* P9, Date Recorded: 12/22/2021
*P10. Survey Type: (Describe)

* P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey report/other sources or "none")

* Attachments: [ INONE [ JLocation Map [ ]Sketch Map [v]Continuation Sheet [v|Building, Structure, and Object Record
[ JArchaeological Record [ |District Record [ |Linear Feature Record [ ]Milling Station Record [ JRock Art Record [ |Artifact Record
[ ]Photograph Record [ |Other: (List)
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DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HR #
BUILDING, STRUCTURE, AND OBJECT RECORD
*Resource Name or # (Assigned by Recorder): Resource ID 13, 9580 W. Rosamond Boulevard * NRHP Status Code 6Z

* Page 2 of 6

B1l. Historic Name: None
B2. Common Name: 9580 W. Rosamond Boulevard

*B3. Original Use:  Residence B4. Present Use: Residence

* B5. Architectural Style: Vernacular
B6. Construction History:  (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations.)
The primary residence on this property was constructed circa 1955, along with what may have been a detached garage located at the southeast
corner of the house; this latter structure was removed circa 1973 (NETR 1959; 1974; ParcelQuest 2021). A stretch of several parcels in a row
along the south side of the road were developed by 1965 (USGS 1965). (See continuation sheet.)

*B7. Moved? [¢/No [ JYes [ JUnknown Date: N/A Original Location: N/A
B8. Related Features:
N/A
* B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
B10. Significance:  Theme N/A Area N/A
Period of Significance N/A Property Type Applicable Criteria

The property at 9580 W. Rosamond Boulevard does not meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR).
It does not, therefore, qualify as a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act.

CONTEXT

ANTELOPE VALLEY

The establishment of Fort Tejon, the introduction of sheep and cattle grazing in the region, and the development of stage lines and roads to
service the mines increased travel through the Antelope Valley. During the 1850s and 1860s, Willow Springs provided a stop for water for
stagecoach operations in the region. People began to settle near springs and other water resources and pursued mining. By the end of the 1860s,
four roads served the valley: Soledad Road; Mojave Road; a road through San Francisquito Canyon, used mainly by cattlemen and miners; and
Fort Tejon Road (later Barrel Springs Road) (Gardiner 2002:13—14).

Water sources and railroad development led to the creation of the first communities in the vicinity of the project area. During the early 1870s,
the Southern Pacific Railroad constructed a railroad line between Sacramento and Los Angeles via the San Joaquin and Antelope Valleys.
Stations along the Southern Pacific line evolved into the project vicinity’s first communities. Railroads subsequently constructed through the
valley included the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway; the Los Angeles & Independence Railroad; the Antelope Valley Line; and the Union
Pacific (Lone Pine branch). Located approximately 9 miles east and slightly south of the project area and named for the daughter of a Southern
Pacific official, Rosamond was initially the largest of the valley’s railroad station settlements.

Situated approximately 11 miles south of Rosamond, Lancaster is thought to have been named for a Southern Pacific employee (Gardiner
2002:14-15). There, a well completed in 1884 demonstrated the availability of groundwater. Langley Wicks, who had earlier attempted and
failed to establish a Scottish colony at Willow Springs, purchased land and began to run real estate advertisements in English newspapers. (See
continuation sheet.)

* B11. Additional Resource Attributes:
B12. References: (Sketch map with north arrow required)

(See continuation sheet.)

B13. Remarks:

* B14. Evaluator: Maureen McCoy, ICF, ICF
Date of Evaluation: 12/22/2021
(This space reserved for official comments.)
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* Recorded by:  Maureen McCoy, ICF
[¥]Continuation [ JUpdate * Date: 12/22/2021

*P3a. Description (continued):

Also facing north is a large carport attached at the northeast corner of the house. The carport consists of a flat wooden roof supported on
multiple posts; there are two bays for cars to be parked in the shade. There is a garage door-sized opening at the back of the carport that leads
into the enclosed part of this addition. The carport extends along the east elevation, but additional details of this and other elevations were not
discernible from the public right-of-way. The west elevation is hidden behind the trees planted along the house.

INTEGRITY

The subject property’s integrity is fair. It retains integrity of location. It also retains integrity of setting because the surrounding area has
remained similar to when the property was established. There are a few small houses that were constructed around the same time along this
side of Rosamond Boulevard, as well as open or unimproved desert lots. Some of the surrounding secondary roads remain unimproved as
they were in the mid-twentieth century. In addition, due to many alterations it does not have integrity of design, materials, and workmanship.
For these reasons, it does not have integrity of feeling and association.

*B6. Construction History (continued):

The carport was added to the residence circa 2000 (NETR 1995; 2005). Two manufactured homes were set on the property for a few years but
have since been removed (NETR 2009; 2012).

*B10. Significance (continued):

Soon Lancaster had a post office, a hotel, newspapers, a school, and multiple churches. James P. Ward bought out Wicks in 1888 and grew
the first alfalfa produced in the area, which he shipped to Los Angeles in 1890 (Gardiner 2002:14-15, 18-19).

Following the arrival of the railroad, the next major industrial-era development to shape the history of the western Antelope Valley was
construction of the Los Angeles Aqueduct. Developed by the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) and designed by
engineer William Mulholland, the Los Angeles Aqueduct transported water more than 200 miles, from the Owens Valley south to Los
Angeles. The City of Los Angeles began construction of the project in 1908 by creating more than 1,000 miles of new roads, pipelines, and
electricity and telephone lines in preparation for construction of the aqueduct itself. The City of Los Angeles purchased 4,000 acres of clay-
and limestone-rich land near the Mojave Desert town of Monolith and established a facility that produced 1,000 barrels of Portland cement
per day for the project (Kahrl 1979:32; Schwarz 1991:18-20, 22-23).

Much of the settlement in the region through the 1930s involved homesteading lands for ranching and agriculture. Mining declined and in its
place, the military rose in importance during World War II. The U.S. Army conducted flight training operations at War Eagle Field south of
Rosamond, while the U.S. Navy built an airfield and training facility in the town of Mojave. The federal government also established Muroc
Army Airfield east of Rosamond. Later renamed Edwards Air Force Base, it continues to operate as a hub for U.S. test flights and aircraft
development to this day (ICF 2015:2.2).

VERNACULAR

Vernacular buildings typically include features that express the influence of a particular architectural style but do not reflect an architect’s or
builder’s intentional articulation of a specific architectural style. Vernacular structures are part of the common, everyday fabric of the built
environment. Their purposes, functions, and aesthetic values and objectives play crucial roles in determining their design and construction.

Historically, vernacular architecture reflects the common building traditions, construction materials, culture, climate, and landscape of
aparticular nation, region, or place. During the industrial and post-industrial eras modern forces such as industrial fabrication, mass-
production and distribution, consumer capitalism, and large-scale market conditions influenced vernacular architecture more than place and
tradition. Architectural historians Herbert Gottfried and Jan Jennings argue that during the late 19th and 20th centuries, vernacular
architecture continued to qualify as “practical” architecture, but it also increasing became an “industrial” or “manufactured” architecture, not
to mention a “market” architecture “responsive to marketing pressure and to changes in fashion” (Gottfried and Jennings 2009:9-12).

SITE HISTORY

This property was part of a larger parcel owned by S.S. Ash in 1898, which was bisected at that time by a county road (Congdon 1898). This
larger parcel was part of the many divisions of land by the Southern Pacific Railroad and may have been used for ranching or agriculture from
the late nineteenth century into the first half of twentieth century, but specific information on this parcel could not be found during a historic
records search. Additionally, searches of contemporary newspapers and census records did not reveal any information about this specific
person. However, buildings do not appear on the property until the 1950s, so it was likely undeveloped until the post-World War II

period (NETR 1959). The current owners are Reinaldo and Margaret Lydia de la Rosa (Kern County Assessor Recorder 2020).
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EVALUATION

Under CRHR Criterion 1, the property at 9580 W. Rosamond Boulevard does not have important associations with historic events, patterns,
or trends of development. The property was established after the heyday of homesteading and the peak of agricultural trends in Rosamond
during the mid-twentieth century. There are many examples of residential property types in the area, and this property is not an exceptional
example. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Ceriterion 1.

Under CRHR Criterion 2, the subject property does not share significant associations with the lives of persons important to history. Only a
few owners could be identified from records searches. None of the identified owners have made significant contributions to history while
living at the subject property. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Ceriterion 2.

Under CRHR Criterion 3, the subject property is not a significant example of its type, style, or era, it lacks high artistic value, and is not the
work of a master architect, building, designer, or engineer. The property is an example of a circa-1955 Vernacular residence with one-story
massing, a cross-gable roof, and simple footprint. It has minimal exterior architectural detailing. No architect, builder, or engineer could be
identified with the construction, which is also typical of vernacular construction. Overall, the property lacks the quality of design associated
with a master’s work. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 3.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 4, the subject property has neither yielded nor is likely to yield important information about our past. Typical of
similar buildings, the subject property’s one-story frame construction does not have the potential to yield important information regarding
construction or engineering materials, methods, or technologies used in the 1950s. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR
Criterion 4.

In conclusion, 9580 W. Rosamond Boulevard does not have historical associations or architectural or construction qualities that qualify the
property for listing under any of the CRHR significance criteria. The property was evaluated in accordance with Section 15064.5(a) (2) of the
CEQA guidelines and found not to qualify as a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The current evaluation has assigned a 6Z status
code to the property.
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North elevation, view facing south from roadway Wide view of property, east elevation of house, view facing
southwest
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Other Listings
Review Code Reviewer Date

Page 1 of 7 Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): Resource ID 14, 9650 W. Rosamond Boulevard
P1. Other Identifier: 9650 W. Rosamond Boulevard

* P2.  Location: [ INot for Publication [«]Unrestricted
*a. County Kern and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Date T 'R ; 1/4 of 1/4 of Sec ; B.M.
c. Address 9650 W. Rosamond Boulevard City Rosamond Zip
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear feature) Zone , mE/ mN

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)
; 374-042-39-00-6

* P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)

The subject residence is located at 9650 W. Rosamond Boulevard, Rosamond, Kern County, California 93560. The building is located in
Block 39 of Tract 4, a 1.46-acre parcel on W. Rosamond Boulevard between 95th Street W. and 100th Street W. in unincorporated Kern
County to the west of Rosamond and south of Willow Springs. The property is predominantly undeveloped with a single-family residence
built along its western boundary. The residence was constructed in between 1959 and 1963.

The residence is one story in height with a hip-on-side-gable (Jerkinhead) roof. The building is of wood-framed construction and has a
concrete foundation, stucco cladding, and a composition shingle roof. The residence’s primary fagade (north) features its primary entrance on
its east side, which consists of a broad single door with a metal grate, flanked on either side by two large rectangular sliding vinyl windows
with eight-light sashes. The west side of the northern fagade features a pair of smaller rectangular sliding vinyl windows with eight-light
sashes and a third smaller rectangular sliding window with eight-light sashes at its west end. (See continuation sheet.)

* P3b. Resource Attributes: ~ HP2. Single family property
* P4. Resources Present: [v|Building [ Structure [ ]Object [ |Site [ |District [ |Element of District [ ]Other (Isolates, etc.)
P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, etc.)
North elevation, facing south

* P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:
[ ]Prehistoric  [v]Historic [ |Both
c. 1963 (Estimate ) Aerial Imagery

*P7. Owner and Address:
Lydia L Holton
9650 W Rosamond Bl
Rosamond, CA 93560-7506

* P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation, address)
Corey Lentz
ICF
1200 6th Avenue, Suite 1800, Seattle, WA 98101

* P9, Date Recorded: 12/21/2021
*P10. Survey Type: (Describe)

* P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey report/other sources or "none")

* Attachments: [ INONE [ JLocation Map [ ]Sketch Map [v]Continuation Sheet [v|Building, Structure, and Object Record
[ JArchaeological Record [ |District Record [ |Linear Feature Record [ ]Milling Station Record [ JRock Art Record [ |Artifact Record
[ ]Photograph Record [ |Other: (List)
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BUILDING, STRUCTURE, AND OBJECT RECORD
*Resource Name or # (Assigned by Recorder): Resource ID 14, 9650 W. Rosamond Boulevard * NRHP Status Code 6Z

* Page 2 of 7

B1. Historic Name: None
B2. Common Name: 9650 W. Rosamond Boulevard
*B3. Original Use:  Residence B4. Present Use: Residence
* B5. Architectural Style: Ranch
B6. Construction History:  (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations.)
The residence was constructed between 1959 and 1963 (Nationwide Environmental Title Research [NETR] 1959; 1963). The only documented
alteration to the residence is the replacement of its electrical panel in 2019 (Kern County 2019). The building’s windows sashes appear to have

been replaced, though research did not reveal the exact date and nature of these alterations. (See continuation sheet.)
*

*B7. Moved? [¢/No [ JYes [ JUnknown Date: N/A Original Location: N/A
B8. Related Features:
N/A
* B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
B10. Significance:  Theme N/A Area N/A
Period of Significance N/A Property Type Applicable Criteria

The property at 9650 W. Rosamond Boulevard does not meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR).
It does not, therefore, qualify as a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act.

CONTEXT

HOMESTEADING AND AGRICULTURE

Beyond the Antelope Valley railroad stops that developed into towns and eventually into cities, most settlement in the region involved
homesteading lands for ranching and agriculture. Ethno-religious groups, prohibitionists, and utopian socialists also established agricultural
colonies in the region during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Some newcomers homesteaded lands with the primary goal of
becoming successful ranchers or farmers, while other homesteaders undertook requisite improvement of lands strategically in an effort to
supplement their mining endeavors (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53).

Homesteading claims in the western Antelope Valley region began primarily after 1900 as a consequence of several factors. Having received
transfers of significant land grants in 1903 from the federal government, the Southern Pacific Railroad launched heavy land-sale promotions
during the 1910s, which attracted settlers from the east and from Europe. Rising land prices in Los Angeles and other urbanizing areas of
Southern California enhanced the appeal of homesteading in the Antelope Valley for some southland residents. These factors, along with
amendments to the Desert Land Act—which made provisions for absentee ownership, reduced irrigation and cultivation requirements, and
shrank requisite periods of residency—generated a boom in homesteading activity that lasted from the 1910s through the mid-1930s (Edwards
Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54). However, not all homesteads were successful. Numerous claims filed
after 1910 were never patented because of homesteaders’ failure to improve lands adequately. (See continuation sheet.)

* B11. Additional Resource Attributes:
B12. References: (Sketch map with north arrow required)

(See continuation sheet.)

B13. Remarks:

* B14. Evaluator: Corey Lentz, ICF, ICF

Date of Evaluation: 12/21/2021
(This space reserved for official comments.)
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*P3a. Description (continued):

The building’s eastern fagade features a rectangular sliding vinyl window with four-light sashes on its southern side and a fixed sash with
sidelights window on its western side with its central one-over-one sashes each comprised of 10-lights. A small vent is located centrally on
the fagade beneath the roofline of the fagade’s clipped gable. The western fagade features a side entrance, consisting of a single door and
small concrete stair, and a rectangular sliding window on its northern side. A small vent is also located centrally on this fagade beneath the
roofline of its clipped gable. The building’s southern fagade was not visible from the public right-of-way and could not be documented.

Two additional structures are located at immediately south of the residence, constructed between 1995 and 2005. These structures were not
documented and are not being evaluated as part of this documentation.

INTEGRITY

The subject property’s integrity is poor. It retains integrity of location. It also retains integrity of setting because its rural, semi-agricultural
setting along W. Rosamond Boulevard remains largely unchanged with only minimal residential development to the south in the twenty-first
century. The property retains fair integrity in design, as the building’s footprint and form have not changed; however, the comprehensive
replacement of its windows has undermined integrity in this aspect. In addition, due to the comprehensive replacement of its windows, the
residence does not have integrity of materials and workmanship. For these reasons, it does not have integrity of feeling and association.

*B6. Construction History (continued):
The two extant structures at the rear of the property were constructed between 1995 and 2005 (NETR 1995; NETR 2005).
*B10. Significance (continued):

Although Southern Pacific Railroad and other Antelope Valley land promoters presented the region as exceptionally fertile, settlers often
confronted difficult climatic conditions, including frequent high winds during multiple seasons, flooding, intermittent drought, and, at times,
excruciating heat (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53-54).

Homesteading in the Antelope Valley largely came to an end in the 1930s. Prevailing drought conditions worsened locally and across the
nation during that decade. In addition, the Great Depression made it increasingly difficult for prospective settlers to accumulate capital for
necessary improvements. As a result, during that time, many Antelope Valley settlers abandoned their homesteads, and the longstanding
emphasis on promoting private use and development gave way to a new emphasis on conservation and preservation by the National Park
Service, U.S. Forest Service, and Bureau of Land Management. In 1935, the federal government stopped accepting new “homestead” or
“desert lands” entries, although small 5-acre homestead tracts could be purchased until 1950, and homesteaders with valid claims prior to
1935 could continue to improve their land (Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:54).

Across the vicinity of the project, agricultural activity increased after World War II. From 1953 to 1956, land cultivated with crops in the
Kern County portion of the Antelope Valley increased from 26,000 to more than 41,000 acres (with 23,732 acres irrigated), mostly in areas
west of Rosamond and around Cantil. Alfalfa fields made up the majority of cultivated land across the larger Antelope Valley, followed by
dry-land grains. During the 1950s, Antelope Valley farmers devoted limited acreage to irrigated forage crops, vegetables, almonds, apples,
peaches, and other fruits. Field crops such as alfalfa and grain, as well as irrigated pastureland, dominated agricultural activity in the Kern
County portion of the Antelope Valley, accounting for 34,978 acres in 1957. Alfalfa fields for hay and seed made up 90 percent of that
acreage. In terms of livestock, sheep grazing was the most prominent activity in the Kern County portion of the valley during the 1950s. At
this time, agriculture accounted for 97 percent of Antelope Valley water use. Although groundwater depletion had led some farmers to
abandon acreage by the late 1950s, pumping for irrigation remained economically feasible in most of the valley’s farming areas (DWR
1959:36-49).

The mainstay of agriculture in the project vicinity, Antelope Valley alfalfa production went into decline after the 1950s. Rising electricity
costs for pumping depleted groundwater supplies and made alfalfa farming more difficult over time. Valley land planted in alfalfa declined
from 38,525 acres in 1950 to 8,810 acres in 1987. Between 1953 and 1988, total groundwater pumped annually in the valley declined from
480,000 acre-feet to 69,000 acre-feet. Although land in the project vicinity continued to be cultivated during the 1970s, crop farming in the
Rosamond and Willow Springs areas declined dramatically thereafter (DWR 1959:49; Templin et al. 1995:1-2, 7, 16, 64).

RANCH STYLE

Originally designed in California in the 1930s, Ranch houses drew inspiration from earlier Spanish Colonial haciendas and northern
California farmhouses (SurveyL A 2015:5). The Ranch style gained popularity after World War II, due to Federal Housing Administration
(FHA) promotion and loan support. Architects designed and builders constructed Ranch residences across the United States (McAlester
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2015:602—-603). Due to its ability to capitalize on the importance of automobiles in the post-World War Il suburban sprawl, where workers
needed to commute to and from work in the city, the Ranch style maintained its popularity until circa 1975 (SurveyLA 2015:13-15).

Because of the influence of streetcar suburban developments on the creation of the style, Ranch style houses are primarily associated with and
found in suburbs. Developers constructed entire tracts in the style during the 1950s and 1960s (McAlester 2015: 602-603). Non-tract
examples of the style, such as those found in rural Kern County, are rarer and often simpler with minimal applied architectural detail. Easily
built and customizable, Ranch homes continued to be constructed across America because they blended effortlessly into the newly forming
middle-class attitude and lifestyle (SurveyLA 2015:13-15).

Ranch houses typically feature horizontal, one-story massing, with either a gable or hip roof. Initially built with simple rectangular floor
plans, by the 1950s, L-shaped floor plans with intersecting gable roofs became more popular (Gottfried and Jennings 2009: 208-209).
Developers built these homes on large tracts of land that allowed for spacious backyards and private outdoor living (McAlester 2015:602—
603). Ranch-style homes feature an asymmetrical exterior, often elongating the look of the house by incorporating an attached front-facing
garage. Substyles of the traditional Ranch plan include Contemporary, Cinderella, American Colonial, and Minimal. Elements of a Cinderella
Ranch, otherwise known as Storybook Ranch, feature steep-pitched porch hoods and Swiss-Chalet inspired fascia and shutters that give the
house an exaggerated fairytale look. In contrast, Minimal Ranch buildings have a more restrained exterior, including less variation in wall
materials and simple footprints, and were commonly built within FHA design guidelines (SurveyLA 2015:17-18). Key features include a
large picture window, small porch, and recessed entry. Builders used a variety of resources, including stucco, brick, stone, and wood. They
also incorporated planters or window boxes into the exterior design for emphasis (McAlester 2015:597-601).

SITE HISTORY

In the early twentieth century Antelope Valley in the Mojave Desert was sparsely settled. Willow Springs had been established to the north in
the nineteenth century as the principal stagecoach station in Antelope Valley between Fort Tejon and the Tehachapi Pass prior to the arrival
of the railroad and was developed into a small community by Ezra Hamilton at the turn of the twentieth century (Hoover et al. 2002:131;
Varney 1990:74-76). By 1898, the settlements of Rosamond to the east and Mojave to the northeast had been established and W. Rosamond
Boulevard had been constructed east out of Rosamond (Congdon 1898). At that time, S.S. Ash owned the Northwest 4 Section of Township
9 North Range 13 West, which encompassed the property (Congdon 1898). In 1915 an unimproved road ran southwest-northeast through
this area from 100th Street W. to just east of the property, where it transitioned to improved road at W. Rosamond Boulevard and continued
to run northeast to Willow Springs (United States Geological Survey [USGS] 1915).

By mid-century, there was minimal agricultural development and a scattering of residential properties in the vicinity of the property. A
building had been constructed to the west of the property by 1948, as had a building located to the southwest on 100th Street, then associated
with an agricultural property (NETR 1948). Several agricultural properties were developed to the property’s immediate northwest, west, and
southwest by 1952 (NETR 1948; Robinson Aerial Surveys, Inc. [RAS] 1952). Between 1952 and 1959, two neighboring buildings were
constructed to the east of the property along W. Rosamond Boulevard, Gobi Avenue, Mojave Avenue, and Astoria Avenue were built through
Tract 4 to the south of the property, and the adjacent block to the east was platted (RAS 1952; NETR 1959).

The residence was constructed at the property between 1959 and 1963, as was the residence adjacent to the west (NETR 1959; 1963). The
Willow Springs International Raceway was also constructed northeast of the property during this period (NETR 1963; RAS 1952). The
property remained unchanged during the 1960s, though several additional residences were constructed to the east of the property along W.
Rosamond Boulevard (NETR 1963; Teledyne Geotronics 1968). Between 1968 and 1972 the section of Gobi Avenue within Tract 4 south of
the property was removed. (NETR 1972; Teledyne Geotronics 1968).

In the 1970s and 1980s agricultural land use declined in the immediate vicinity of property, though it remained more prevalent to the south
along the Kern County-Los Angeles County Line (NETR 1974; USGS 1989). There was little development in the vicinity of the property in
the 1990s and early 2000s and the property itself remained unchanged during this period (NETR 1995; NETR 2005). The two structures
located behind the residence were constructed between 1995 and 2005 (NETR 1995; NETR 2005). The residence’s vicinity has remained
largely undeveloped since 2005 with minimal residential construction dispersed along 100th Street, 95th Street, and W. Rosamond Boulevard
(NETR 2009; NETR 2012; NETR 2016; Google Pro 2021).

The property has been owned by Lydia L. Holton since 2019, when Holton purchased the property from Dominga Moreno (Parcel Quest
2021). Research did not reveal any owners between S.S. Ash and Dominga Moreno during the twentieth and early twenty-first centuries.

EVALUATION

Under CRHR Criterion 1, the property at 9650 W. Rosamond Boulevard does not have important associations with historic events, patterns,
or trends of development. The residence was constructed in a rural, semi-agricultural area of Antelope Valley in southern Kern County in the
mid-twentieth century. The property’s construction was not related to any patterns of residential development in this area, which was

DPR 523L (1/95) * Required Information



State of California -- The Resources Agency Primary #
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HR #

CONTINUATION SHEET Trinomial

Page 5 of 7 *ResourceNameor#: (Assigned by recorder) Resource ID 14, 9650 W. Rosamond Boulevard

* Recorded by:  Corey Lentz, ICF
[¥]Continuation [ JUpdate * Date: 12/21/2021

minimal throughout the twentieth and twenty-first centuries. Furthermore, this residential property has been not associated with any other
uses, such as agriculture, since it was constructed. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Ceriterion 1.

Under CRHR Criterion 2, the subject property does not share significant associations with the lives of persons important to history. Research
provided no indication that its documented owners, S.S. Ash, Dominga Moreno, and Lydia L. Holton, or any other individuals potentially
associated with the residence played a significant role in national, regional, or local history. As such, the subject property is ineligible under
CRHR Criterion 2.

Under CRHR Criterion 3, the subject property is not a significant example of its type, style, or era, it lacks high artistic value, and is not the
work of a master architect, building, designer, or engineer. The residence is a common example of the Ranch style. As a commonplace
example, lacking some key features of a style, it lacks high artistic value. Research did not reveal a known architect or builder of the property.
As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 3.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 4, the subject property has neither yielded nor is likely to yield important information about our past. Typical of
similar buildings, the subject property’s wood frame construction does not have the potential to yield important information regarding
construction or engineering materials, methods, or technologies used in the 1950s and 1960s. As such, the subject property is ineligible under
CRHR Ceriterion 4.

In conclusion, 9650 W. Rosamond Boulevard does not have historical associations or architectural or construction qualities that qualify the
property for listing under any of the CRHR significance criteria. The property was evaluated in accordance with Section 15064.5(a) (2) of the
CEQA guidelines, and found not to qualify as a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The current evaluation has assigned a 6Z
status code to the property.
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Page 1 of 7 Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): Resource ID 15, 9668 W. Rosamond Boulevard
P1. Other Identifier: 9668 W. Rosamond Boulevard

* P2.  Location: [ INot for Publication [«]Unrestricted
*a. County Kern and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Date T 'R ; 1/4 of 1/4 of Sec ; B.M.
c. Address 9668 W. Rosamond Boulevard City Rosamond Zip
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear feature) Zone , mE/ mN

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)
; 374-042-04-00-4

* P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)

The subject residence is located at 9668 W. Rosamond Boulevard, Rosamond, Kern County, California 93560. The building is located in
Block 4 of Tract 4, a 0.49-acres parcel on W. Rosamond Boulevard between 95th Street W. and 100th Street W. in unincorporated Kern
County to the west of Rosamond and south of Willow Springs.. The residence was constructed in between 1959 and 1963.

The residence consists of a central one and half story volume with a front-gabled roof and two projecting one-story volumes on its northern
and southern sides with hip roofs. A small square rear (south) addition with a low-pitched gable roof was constructed at the building’s
southeast corner between 1968 and 1972. The building is of wood-framed construction and has a concrete foundation, predominantly stucco
cladding on its first story with fiber cement cladding at its northeast corner, horizontal board cladding on its northern gable end, and
composition shingle roofs.

The residence’s primary fagade (north) features a centrally located entrance, a single wooden paneled door with a single concrete stair, and a
sliding window on its eastern side. (See continuation sheet.)

* P3b. Resource Attributes: ~ HP2. Single family property
* P4. Resources Present: [v|Building [ Structure [ ]Object [ |Site [ |District [ |Element of District [ ]Other (Isolates, etc.)
P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, etc.)
North elevation, facing south

* P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:
[ ]Prehistoric  [v]Historic [ |Both
c. 1963 (Estimate ) Aerial Imagery

*P7. Owner and Address:
Gilberto A. Nevarez
9668 W. Rosamond Boulevard
Rosamond, CA 93560-7506

* P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation, address)
Corey Lentz
ICF
1200 6th Avenue, Suite 1800, Seattle, WA 98101

* P9, Date Recorded: 12/17/2021
*P10. Survey Type: (Describe)

* P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey report/other sources or "none")

* Attachments: [ INONE [ JLocation Map [ ]Sketch Map [v]Continuation Sheet [v|Building, Structure, and Object Record
[ JArchaeological Record [ |District Record [ |Linear Feature Record [ ]Milling Station Record [ JRock Art Record [ |Artifact Record
[ ]Photograph Record [ |Other: (List)
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*Resource Name or # (Assigned by Recorder): Resource ID 15, 9668 W. Rosamond Boulevard * NRHP Status Code 6Z

* Page 2 of 7

B1. Historic Name: None
B2. Common Name: 9668 W. Rosamond Boulevard

*B3. Original Use:  Residence B4. Present Use: Residence

* B5. Architectural Style: Vernacular
B6. Construction History:  (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations.)
The residence was constructed between 1959 and 1963 (Nationwide Environmental Title Research [NETR] 1959; 1963). The residence’s rear
addition was constructed between 1968 and 1972 (NETR 1968; 1972). The only other documented alteration to the residence is an upgrade to
its electrical service 2002 (Kern County 2002). (See continuation sheet.)

*B7. Moved? [¢/No [ JYes [ JUnknown Date: N/A Original Location: N/A
B8. Related Features:
N/A
* B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
B10. Significance:  Theme N/A Area N/A
Period of Significance N/A Property Type Applicable Criteria

The property at 9668 W. Rosamond Boulevard does not meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR).
It does not, therefore, qualify as a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act.

CONTEXT
HOMESTEADING AND AGRICULTURE

Beyond the Antelope Valley railroad stops that developed into towns and eventually into cities, most settlement in the region involved
homesteading lands for ranching and agriculture. Ethno-religious groups, prohibitionists, and utopian socialists also established agricultural
colonies in the region during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Some newcomers homesteaded lands with the primary goal of
becoming successful ranchers or farmers, while other homesteaders undertook requisite improvement of lands strategically in an effort

to supplement their mining endeavors (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53).

Homesteading claims in the western Antelope Valley region began primarily after 1900 as a consequence of several factors. Having received
transfers of significant land grants in 1903 from the federal government, the Southern Pacific Railroad launched heavy land-sale promotions
during the 1910s, which attracted settlers from the east and from Europe. Rising land prices in Los Angeles and other urbanizing areas of
Southern California enhanced the appeal of homesteading in the Antelope Valley for some southland residents. These factors, along with
amendments to the Desert Land Act—which made provisions for absentee ownership, reduced irrigation and cultivation requirements, and
shrank requisite periods of residency—generated a boom in homesteading activity that lasted from the 1910s through the mid-1930s (Edwards
Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54). However, not all homesteads were successful. Numerous claims filed
after 1910 were never patented because of homesteaders’ failure to improve lands adequately. (See continuation sheet.)

* B11. Additional Resource Attributes:
B12. References: (Sketch map with north arrow required)

(See continuation sheet.)

B13. Remarks:

* B14. Evaluator: Corey Lentz, ICF, ICF

Date of Evaluation: 12/17/2021
(This space reserved for official comments.)

DPR 523B (9/2013) * Required Information



State of California -- The Resources Agency Primary #
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HR #

CONTINUATION SHEET Trinomial

Page 3 of 7 *ResourceNameor#: (Assigned by recorder) Resource ID 15, 9668 W. Rosamond Boulevard

* Recorded by:  Corey Lentz, ICF
[¥]Continuation [ JUpdate * Date: 12/17/2021

*P3a. Description (continued):

The window’s wooden slipsill and upper surround are flared horizontally at each end, though the original sashes have been replaced with
vinyl equivalents. A column with a flared base is located on the east side of the fagade, which is slightly recessed from the rest of the eastern
fagade; its northwestern corner is flush with the building’s northern and western fagades and matches the materials of the rest of the exterior.
The presence of this eastern column potentially indicates the northern projecting one-story volume was originally an open porch that has
since been enclosed. A rectangular wooden slatted attic vent is located just beneath northern gable peak. The building’s eastern fagade
features two rectangular sliding windows of different sizes. A larger rectangular window abuts the building’s northeast corner, situated at
mid-height and running up to the roofline and a smaller rectangular window is located centrally on the facade. Its western fagade also features
two windows of matching design to those of the eastern facade, though the larger rectangular window is located slightly south of the
building’s northwest corner and its smaller rectangular window is located centrally. The surrounds of the windows on these facades match the
flared design of the window on the northern fagade, and the sashes have also been replaced. A wood-filled opening is located on the western
fagade of the building’s southern one-story volume. The building’s southern fagade was not visible from the public right-of-way and could
not be documented.

Five additional structures, constructed between 1974 and 1989, are located at the rear of the property. These structures were not documented
and are not being evaluated as part of this documentation.

INTEGRITY

The subject property’s integrity is poor. It retains integrity of location. It also retains integrity of setting because its rural, semi-agricultural
setting along W. Rosamond Boulevard remains largely unchanged with only minimal residential development to the south in the twenty-first
century. In addition, due to alterations to its windows, the construction of the rear addition, and the apparent enclosure of the projecting bay
on its primary fagade, the residence does not have integrity of design, materials, and workmanship. For these reasons, it does not have
integrity of feeling and association.

*B6. Construction History (continued):

The building’s windows sashes have been replaced and the projecting bay on its northern fagade has likely been enclosed, though research
did not reveal the exact date and nature of these alterations. The five extant structures to the rear of the property were all constructed between
1974 and 1989 (NETR 1974; USGS 1989).

*B10. Significance (continued):

Although Southern Pacific Railroad and other Antelope Valley land promoters presented the region as exceptionally fertile, settlers often
confronted difficult climatic conditions, including frequent high winds during multiple seasons, flooding, intermittent drought, and, at times,
excruciating heat (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53-54).

Homesteading in the Antelope Valley largely came to an end in the 1930s. Prevailing drought conditions worsened locally and across the
nation during that decade. In addition, the Great Depression made it increasingly difficult for prospective settlers to accumulate capital for
necessary improvements. As a result, during that time, many Antelope Valley settlers abandoned their homesteads, and the longstanding
emphasis on promoting private use and development gave way to a new emphasis on conservation and preservation by the National Park
Service, U.S. Forest Service, and Bureau of Land Management. In 1935, the federal government stopped accepting new “homestead” or
“desert lands” entries, although small 5-acre homestead tracts could be purchased until 1950, and homesteaders with valid claims prior to
1935 could continue to improve their land (Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:54).

Across the vicinity of the project, agricultural activity increased after World War II. From 1953 to 1956, land cultivated with crops in the
Kern County portion of the Antelope Valley increased from 26,000 to more than 41,000 acres (with 23,732 acres irrigated), mostly in areas
west of Rosamond and around Cantil. Alfalfa fields made up the majority of cultivated land across the larger Antelope Valley, followed by
dry-land grains. During the 1950s, Antelope Valley farmers devoted limited acreage to irrigated forage crops, vegetables, almonds, apples,
peaches, and other fruits. Field crops such as alfalfa and grain, as well as irrigated pastureland, dominated agricultural activity in the Kern
County portion of the Antelope Valley, accounting for 34,978 acres in 1957. Alfalfa fields for hay and seed made up 90 percent of that
acreage. In terms of livestock, sheep grazing was the most prominent activity in the Kern County portion of the valley during the 1950s. At
this time, agriculture accounted for 97 percent of Antelope Valley water use. Although groundwater depletion had led some farmers to
abandon acreage by the late 1950s, pumping for irrigation remained economically feasible in most of the valley’s farming areas (DWR
1959:36-49).

The mainstay of agriculture in the project vicinity, Antelope Valley alfalfa production went into decline after the 1950s. Rising electricity
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costs for pumping depleted groundwater supplies and made alfalfa farming more difficult over time. Valley land planted in alfalfa declined
from 38,525 acres in 1950 to 8,810 acres in 1987. Between 1953 and 1988, total groundwater pumped annually in the valley declined from
480,000 acre-feet to 69,000 acre-feet. Although land in the project vicinity continued to be cultivated during the 1970s, crop farming in the
Rosamond and Willow Springs areas declined dramatically thereafter (DWR 1959:49; Templin et al. 1995:1-2, 7, 16, 64).

VERNACUL AR

Vernacular buildings typically include features that express the influence of a particular architectural style but do not reflect an architect’s or
builder’s intentional articulation of a specific architectural style. Vernacular structures are part of the common, everyday fabric of the built
environment. Their purposes, functions, and aesthetic values and objectives play crucial roles in determining their design and construction.

Historically, vernacular architecture reflects the common building traditions, construction materials, culture, climate, and landscape of

a particular nation, region, or place. During the industrial and post-industrial eras modern forces such as industrial fabrication,
mass-production and distribution, consumer capitalism, and large-scale market conditions influenced vernacular architecture more than place
and tradition. Architectural historians Herbert Gottfried and Jan Jennings argue that during the late 19th and 20th centuries, vernacular
architecture continued to qualify as “practical” architecture, but it also increasing became an “industrial” or “manufactured” architecture, not
to mention a “market” architecture “responsive to marketing pressure and to changes in fashion” (Gottfried and Jennings 2009:9-12).

SITE HISTORY

In the early twentieth century Antelope Valley in the Mojave Desert was sparsely settled. To the north, Willow Springs had been established
in the nineteenth century as the principal stagecoach station in Antelope Valley between Fort Tejon and the Tehachapi Pass prior to the
arrival of the railroad and was developed into a small community by Ezra Hamilton at the turn of the twentieth century (Hoover et al.
2002:131; Varney 1990:74-76). The settlements of Rosamond to the east and Mojave to the northeast had been established and W.
Rosamond Boulevard had been constructed east out of Rosamond (Congdon 1898). At that time, S.S. Ash owned the Northwest %4 Section of
Township 9 North Range 13 West, which encompassed the property (Congdon 1898). In 1915 an unimproved road ran southwest-northeast
through this area from 100th Street W. to just east of the property, where it transitioned to improved road at W. Rosamond Boulevard and
continued to run northeast to Willow Springs (United States Geological Survey [USGS] 1915).

By mid-century, there was minimal agricultural development and a scattering of residential properties in the vicinity of the property. A
building had been constructed to the west of the property by 1948, as had a building located to the southwest on 100th Street, then associated
with an agricultural property (NETR 1948). Several agricultural properties were developed to the property’s immediate northwest, west, and
southwest by 1952 (NETR 1948; Robinson Aerial Surveys, Inc. [RAS] 1952). Between 1952 and 1959, two neighboring buildings were
constructed to the east of the property along W. Rosamond Boulevard, Gobi Avenue, Mojave Avenue, and Astoria Avenue were built through
Tract 4 to the south of the property, and the adjacent block to the east was platted (RAS 1952; NETR 1959).

The residence was constructed at the property between 1959 and 1963, as was the residence adjacent to the east (NETR 1959; 1963). The
Willow Springs International Raceway was also constructed northeast of the property during this period (NETR 1963; RAS 1952). The
property remained unchanged during the 1960s, though several additional residences were constructed to the east of the property along W.
Rosamond Boulevard (NETR 1963; Teledyne Geotronics 1968). Between 1968 and 1972 the residence’s rear addition was constructed and
the section of Gobi Avenue within Tract 4 south of the property was removed. (NETR 1972; Teledyne Geotronics 1968).

In the 1970s and 1980s agricultural land use declined in the immediate vicinity of property, though it remained more prevalent to the south
along the Kern County-Los Angeles County Line (NETR 1974; USGS 1989). By 1989, several additional structures were constructed at the
rear of the property within a fenced area (USGS 1989). There was little development in the vicinity of the property in the 1990s and early
2000s and the property itself remained unchanged during this period (NETR 1995; NETR 2005). The residence’s vicinity has remained
largely undeveloped since 2005 with minimal residential construction dispersed along 100th Street, 95th Street, and W. Rosamond Boulevard
(NETR 2009; NETR 2012; NETR 2016; Google Pro 2021).

The property has been owned by Gilberto A. Nevarez since 2016, when Nevarez purchased the property from Ronald E. & Paula Smillie
(Parcel Quest 2021). Vicki Gale Karrer was recorded as the owner of the property in 2002 (Kern County 2002). Research did not reveal the
date of Karrer’s sale of the property to Ronald E. & Paula Smillie between 2002 and 2016 or any owners between S.S. Ash and Vicki Karrer
during the twentieth century.

EVALUATION

Under CRHR Criterion 1, the property at 9668 W. Rosamond Boulevard does not have important associations with historic events, patterns,
or trends of development. The residence was constructed in a rural, semi-agricultural area of Antelope Valley in southern Kern County in the
mid-twentieth century. The property’s construction was not related to any patterns of residential development in this area, which was
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minimal throughout the twentieth and twenty-first centuries. Furthermore, this residential property has been not associated with any other
uses, such as agriculture. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 1.

Under CRHR Criterion 2, the subject property does not share significant associations with the lives of persons important to history. Research
provided no indication that its documented owners, S.S. Ash, Vicki Karrer, Ronald E. & Paula Smillie, and Gilberto A. Nevarez, or any
other individuals potentially associated with the residence played a significant role in national, regional, or local history. As such, the subject
property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 2.

Under CRHR Criterion 3, the subject property is not a significant example of its type, style, or era, it lacks high artistic value, and is not the
work of a master architect, building, designer, or engineer. The residence is a common example of vernacular residential architecture and
lacks any distinctive features of a type, style or era. As a commonplace example, lacking some key features of a style, it lacks high artistic
value. Research did not reveal a known architect or builder of the property. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion
3.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 4, the subject property has neither yielded nor is likely to yield important information about our past. Typical of
similar buildings, the subject property’s wood frame construction does not have the potential to yield important information regarding
construction or engineering materials, methods, or technologies used in the 1950s and 1960s. As such, the subject property is ineligible under
CRHR Ceriterion 4.

In conclusion, 9668 W. Rosamond Boulevard does not have historical associations or architectural or construction qualities that qualify the
property for listing under any of the CRHR significance criteria. The property was evaluated in accordance with Section 15064.5(a) (2) of the
CEQA guidelines, and found not to qualify as a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The current evaluation has assigned a 6Z
status code to the property.
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NW corner, showing west and north facades, facing southeast
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Other Listings
Review Code Reviewer Date

Page 1 of 6 Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): Resource ID 16, 9714 W. Rosamond Blvd.
P1. Other Identifier: 9714 W. Rosamond Boulevard

* P2.  Location: [ INot for Publication [«]Unrestricted
*a. County Kern and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Date T 'R ; 1/4 of 1/4 of Sec ; B.M.
c. Address 9714 W. Rosamond Boulevard City Rosamond Zip
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear feature) Zone , mE/ mN

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)
; 374-042-03-00-1

* P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)

The rectangular 115,869-square foot parcel at 9714 W. Rosamond Boulevard contains a rectangular, one-story, wood-frame constructed
bungalow with a small rear addition and a couple prefabricated sheds. The parcel is located on the south side of W. Rosamond Boulevard
approximately mid-way between 95th Street West to the east and 100th Street West to the west. Sparsely populated and rural, a handful of
other buildings are located in the vicinity, with a few also along the south side of W. Rosamond Boulevard and a few along the east side of
100th Street West. Besides the bungalow and the ancillary sheds, the parcel is undeveloped. Brush, small bushes, and a couple trees
accompany the parcel.

The bungalow faces north onto W. Rosamond Boulevard. It is located in the northwest corner of the parcel and set back approximately 90-feet
from the roadway. A front gable roof with modest overhanging eaves caps the rectangular, stucco-clad bungalow. A shed roof caps the rear
(south) addition. The symmetrical primary (north) elevation contains three bays. (See continuation sheet.)

* P3b. Resource Attributes: ~ HP2. Single family property
* P4. Resources Present: [v|Building [ Structure [ ]Object [ |Site [ |District [ |Element of District [ ]Other (Isolates, etc.)
P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, etc.)
North and east elevations, facing southwest

* P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:
[ ]Prehistoric  [v]Historic [ |Both
1919 ()

*P7. Owner and Address:
Dixie Noel
9714 W. Rosamond Boulevard
Rosamond, CA 93560-7506

* P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation, address)
Margaret Roderick
ICF
555 W. 5th Street, Suite 3100, Los Angeles, CA
90013

* P9. Date Recorded: 12/22/2021

*P10. Survey Type: (Describe)

* P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey report/other sources or "none")

* Attachments: [ INONE [ JLocation Map [ ]Sketch Map [v]Continuation Sheet [v|Building, Structure, and Object Record
[ JArchaeological Record [ |District Record [ |Linear Feature Record [ ]Milling Station Record [ JRock Art Record [ |Artifact Record
[ ]Photograph Record [ |Other: (List)
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BUILDING, STRUCTURE, AND OBJECT RECORD
*Resource Name or # (Assigned by Recorder): Resource ID 16, 9714 W. Rosamond Blvd. * NRHP Status Code 6Z

Page 2 of 6

B1. Historic Name: None

B2. Common Name: 9714 W. Rosamond Blvd.

B3. Original Use: Residence B4. Present Use: Residence

B5. Architectural Style: Bungalow

B6. Construction History:  (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations.)

The bungalow dates to 1919 (ParcelQuest 2021). Kern County does not have permits on file for this parcel. Between 1948 and 1952, a long,
narrow building built to the southeast of the bungalow was present but was later partially demolished between 1959 and 1963 (Robinson Aerial
Surveys 1952; National Environmental Title Research [NETR] 1948, 1959, and 1963). (See continuation sheet.)

B7. Moved? [¢/No [ ]JYes [ JUnknown Date: N/A Original Location: N/A
B8. Related Features:
N/A
B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
B10. Significance:  Theme N/A Area N/A
Period of Significance N/A Property Type Applicable Criteria

The property at 9714 W. Rosamond Boulevard does not meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR).
It does not, therefore, qualify as a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act.

CONTEXT

HOMESTEADING AND AGRICULTURE

Beyond the Antelope Valley railroad stops that developed into towns and eventually into cities, most settlement in the region involved
homesteading lands for ranching and agriculture. Ethno-religious groups, prohibitionists, and utopian socialists also established agricultural
colonies in the region during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Some newcomers homesteaded lands with the primary goal of
becoming successful ranchers or farmers, while other homesteaders undertook requisite improvement of lands strategically in an effort to
supplement their mining endeavors (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53).

Homesteading claims in the western Antelope Valley region began primarily after 1900 as a consequence of several factors. Having received
transfers of significant land grants in 1903 from the federal government, the Southern Pacific Railroad launched heavy land-sale promotions
during the 1910s, which attracted settlers from the east and from Europe. Rising land prices in Los Angeles and other urbanizing areas of
Southern California enhanced the appeal of homesteading in the Antelope Valley for some southland residents. These factors, along with
amendments to the Desert Land Act—which made provisions for absentee ownership, reduced irrigation and cultivation requirements, and
shrank requisite periods of residency—generated a boom in homesteading activity that lasted from the 1910s through the mid-1930s (Edwards
Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54). However, not all homesteads were successful. Numerous claims filed
after 1910 were never patented because of homesteaders’ failure to improve lands adequately. (See continuation sheet.)

* B11. Additional Resource Attributes:

B12. References: (Sketch map with north arrow required)

(See continuation sheet.)

B13. Remarks:

* B14. Evaluator: Margaret Roderick, ICF, ICF

Date of Evaluation: 12/22/2021
(This space reserved for official comments.)
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*P3a. Description (continued):

An entrance is located in the center bay. A screen door obscures the door. A vinyl sliding sash replacement window flanks the entrance on
either side, forming the second and third bays. A light fixture is located to the east of the door, and a louvered gable vent punctuates the gable
above the door. Numbers reading, “9714” are affixed to the east side of the elevation. Non-original concrete steps and a ramp access the
bungalow at this elevation.

The east and west elevation are also visible from the public right-of-way. The east elevation contains three bays. The northern two bays are
symmetrical, and each has a vinyl sliding sash replacement window. The third bay, which is narrow and corresponds to the bungalow’s rear
addition, contains an entrance accessed by two or three concrete steps. The west elevation contains two symmetrical bays to the north and a
narrow, unfenestrated bay to the south. A vinyl sliding sash replacement window punctuates each of the two northern bays. The third
southern bay is a solid, stucco-clad wall set below the rear addition’s shed roof. The rear elevation is not visible, but contains a full-width,
narrow addition.

INTEGRITY

The subject property’s integrity is poor. It retains integrity of location. It has diminished integrity of setting because although the area remains
rural, several buildings dot the landscape to the east that date to after 1919. Moreover, some areas around the property had been used for
agricultural purposes, which is no longer a land use in the vicinity. In addition, due to many alterations including window replacement and
resizing, replacement of horizontal wood siding in favor of stucco, porch alterations, and a rear addition, it lacks integrity of design,
materials, and workmanship. For these reasons, it lacks integrity of feeling and association.

*B6. Construction History (continued):
The extant portion was demolished between 1972 and 1995 (NETR 1972 and 1995).

Visual inspection identified the following alterations, all of which occurred at unknown dates: resized window openings and replacement of
windows with vinyl, sliding sash windows, stucco-cladding (completed at or after the window resizing), and rear addition. Visual inspection
and research did not identify any additional alterations. Prefabricated sheds were also erected at unknown dates.

*B10. Significance (continued):

Although Southern Pacific Railroad and other Antelope Valley land promoters presented the region as exceptionally fertile, settlers often
confronted difficult climatic conditions, including frequent high winds during multiple seasons, flooding, intermittent drought, and, at times,
excruciating heat (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53-54).

Homesteading in the Antelope Valley largely came to an end in the 1930s. Prevailing drought conditions worsened locally and across the
nation during that decade. In addition, the Great Depression made it increasingly difficult for prospective settlers to accumulate capital for
necessary improvements. As a result, during that time, many Antelope Valley settlers abandoned their homesteads, and the longstanding
emphasis on promoting private use and development gave way to a new emphasis on conservation and preservation by the National Park
Service, U.S. Forest Service, and Bureau of Land Management. In 1935, the federal government stopped accepting new “homestead” or
“desert lands” entries, although small 5-acre homestead tracts could be purchased until 1950, and homesteaders with valid claims prior to
1935 could continue to improve their land (Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:54).

Across the vicinity of the project, agricultural activity increased after World War II. From 1953 to 1956, land cultivated with crops in the
Kern County portion of the Antelope Valley increased from 26,000 to more than 41,000 acres (with 23,732 acres irrigated), mostly in areas
west of Rosamond and around Cantil. Alfalfa fields made up the majority of cultivated land across the larger Antelope Valley, followed by
dry-land grains. During the 1950s, Antelope Valley farmers devoted limited acreage to irrigated forage crops, vegetables, almonds, apples,
peaches, and other fruits. Field crops such as alfalfa and grain, as well as irrigated pastureland, dominated agricultural activity in the Kern
County portion of the Antelope Valley, accounting for 34,978 acres in 1957. Alfalfa fields for hay and seed made up 90 percent of that
acreage. In terms of livestock, sheep grazing was the most prominent activity in the Kern County portion of the valley during the 1950s. At
this time, agriculture accounted for 97 percent of Antelope Valley water use. Although groundwater depletion had led some farmers to
abandon acreage by the late 1950s, pumping for irrigation remained economically feasible in most of the valley’s farming areas (DWR
1959:36-49).

The mainstay of agriculture in the project vicinity, Antelope Valley alfalfa production went into decline after the 1950s. Rising electricity
costs for pumping depleted groundwater supplies and made alfalfa farming more difficult over time. Valley land planted in alfalfa declined
from 38,525 acres in 1950 to 8,810 acres in 1987. Between 1953 and 1988, total groundwater pumped annually in the valley declined from
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480,000 acre-feet to 69,000 acre-feet. Although land in the project vicinity continued to be cultivated during the 1970s, crop farming in the
Rosamond and Willow Springs areas declined dramatically thereafter (DWR 1959:49; Templin et al. 1995:1-2, 7, 16, 64).

BUNGALOW

A bungalow is a modest residential dwelling type whose primary design tenets are simplicity and economy. Designers applied the bungalow
building type to popular styles of the period including Spanish Colonial Revival, English Revival, American Colonial Revival, and
Craftsman. The type was popular from the early 20th century until World War II. Bungalow is a British adaptation of the Bengali word
bangala, which refers to a seventeenth-century Indian hut. The components of a bungalow have evolved since British army tents, but still
display simplicity, large open spaces, and outdoor ventilation. These elements attracted Californians in the early twentieth century. In stark
contrast to the ostentatious architecture of the preceding Victorian era, the bungalow’s “simplicity and artistry could harmonize in one
affordable house” (Winter 1996:8).

Bungalows commonly feature all living spaces on one floor and built-in furniture, and although they can vary in size, most are compact and
have a low profile. They are simple and practical to construct and lack ornamentation (Winter 1996:8—10). The bungalow became available
for purchase in highly marketed plan books and catalogues in a variety of styles and for shipment by railroad in a prefabricated format.
Because of the efficiency and low cost, property developers were able to construct bungalow courts, or clusters of bungalows, on a single
property, arranged sometimes around shared green open space or with a driveway. Bungalows dipped in popularity following World War II,
when an even more economical residential form took hold: the tract house (Winter 1996:6—10, Grimes 2016:8—11).

SITE HISTORY

Prior to the construction of the bungalow in 1919, S. Ash owned a parcel of land that included the subject property’s land (Congdon 1898).
Landowners farmed in the Willow Springs/Rosamond area in the early-to-mid 1900s (NETR 1948; Robinson Aerial Surveys 1952). Since the
mid-1900s, the area was no longer used for agricultural purposes (NETR 1959, 1963, and 1972). The area remains rural with few modest
residences.

Research did not identify if S. Ash owned the property when the bungalow was built in 1919, or anyone else who has owned or lived at the
property. The current owner is Dixie Lee Noel (ParcelQuest 2021).

EVALUATION

Under CRHR Criterion 1, the property at 9714 W. Rosamond Boulevard does not have important associations with historic events, patterns,
or trends of development. S. Ash owned the land by 1898, prior to the prominent period of homesteading in the area. The bungalow dates
approximately two decades later, well into the homesteading period. While the property may be associated with this history, it does not have a
direct link to it. Furthermore, alterations to the bungalow disallow it from being identified as a 1919 bungalow associated with local area
history. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Ceriterion 1.

Under CRHR Criterion 2, the subject property does not share significant associations with the lives of persons important to history. Research
identified an early landowner and the current property owner. Research yielded no information on S. Ash or identified if he built the 1919
bungalow. This coupled with extensive area research, it is unlikely that the property is associated with the productive life of important
persons in our history. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 2.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 3, the subject property is not a significant example of its type, style, or era, it lacks high artistic value, and is not the
work of a master architect, building, designer, or engineer. Due to substantial alterations to the bungalow’s integrity of design, materials, and
workmanship, it is not a good example of its type, style, or era. Although its modest, one-story, rectangular plan and front gable roof express
a bungalow, resized and replaced windows, application of stucco cladding, and other alterations disallow the bungalow from expressing its
original architecture. It also lacks high artistic value. The original permit for the property is not on file, although due to its modest plan and
rural setting, it is unlikely that it was the work of a master. Moreover, due to alterations, it bears no connection to an original architect or
builder. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Ceriterion 3.

Under CRHR Criterion 4, the subject property has neither yielded nor is likely to yield important information about our past. Typical of
similar buildings, the subject property’s one-story, wood-frame does not have the potential to yield important information regarding
construction or engineering materials, methods, or technologies used circa 1920. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR
Criterion 4.

In conclusion, 9714 W. Rosamond Boulevard does not have historical associations or architectural or construction qualities that qualify the
property for listing under any of the CRHR significance criteria. The property was evaluated in accordance with Section 15064.5(a) (2) of the
CEQA guidelines, and found not to qualify as a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The current evaluation has assigned a 6Z
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Other Listings
Review Code Reviewer Date

Page I of 7 Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): Resource ID 17, 2860 100th Street
P1. Other Identifier: 2860 100th Street

* P2.  Location: [ INot for Publication [«]Unrestricted
*a. County Kern and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Date T iR ; 1/4 of 1/4 of Sec ; B.M.
c. Address 2860 100th Street City Rosamond Zip
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear feature) Zone , mE/ mN

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)
; 374-041-09-00-2

* P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)

The property at 2860 100th Street sits at the southeast corner of 100th Street and Sahara Avenue, which is a dirt road, and consists of a
residence and four outbuildings or structures on a square lot containing approximately 104,979 square feet (ParcelQuest 2021). The entire
parcel is surrounded by a tall chain link fence; a hinged gate faces west, allowing access to the asphalt-paved driveway inside. The land around
the parcel consists of sand and desert shrubs; just to the north of the property is the square outline of an old well (USGS 1965). A tall, metal
transmission line polesits along the western side of the fence between the property and roadway, and two wooden poles are located along the
north and west sides of the fence. Inside the parcel there are a few trees planted among the buildings. The buildings have all been painted the
same light shade of brown and have similar replacement roofs.

The residence is a c. 1945 one-story, rectangular, side-gabled structure clad in what may be stucco, and it rests on a concrete block
foundation. (See continuation sheet.)

* P3b. Resource Attributes: ~ HP2. Single family property
* P4. Resources Present: [v|Building [ Structure [ ]Object [ |Site [ |District [ |Element of District [ ]Other (Isolates, etc.)
P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, etc.)
North elevation, facing southeast

* P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:
[ ]Prehistoric  [v]Historic [ |Both
c. 1945 (Estimate ) ParcelQuest

*P7. Owner and Address:
Patrick and Jennifer Ladd
2860 W. 100th Street
Rosamond, CA 93560-7076

* P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation, address)
Maureen McCoy
ICF
980 9th St Suite 1200, Sacramento, CA 95814

* P9, Date Recorded: 12/17/2021
*P10. Survey Type: (Describe)

* P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey report/other sources or "none")

* Attachments: [ INONE [ JLocation Map [ ]Sketch Map [v]Continuation Sheet [v|Building, Structure, and Object Record
[ JArchaeological Record [ |District Record [ |Linear Feature Record [ ]Milling Station Record [ JRock Art Record [ |Artifact Record
[ ]Photograph Record [ |Other: (List)
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BUILDING, STRUCTURE, AND OBJECT RECORD
*Resource Name or # (Assigned by Recorder): Resource ID 17, 2860 100th Street * NRHP Status Code 6Z

* Page 2 of 7

B1l. Historic Name: None
B2. Common Name: 2860 100th Street

*B3. Original Use:  Residence B4. Present Use: Residence

* B5. Architectural Style: Ranch; Minimal
B6. Construction History:  (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations.)
No building permit records could be located for this property; aerial images provide some construction dates for the outbuildings and structures.
The residence and detached garage 1 were likely constructed in the mid-1940s (NETR 1948). Detached garage 2, located at the northeast
corner, is a mid-1950s construction (NETR 1959). (See continuation sheet.)

*B7. Moved? [¢/No [ JYes [ JUnknown Date: N/A Original Location: N/A
B8. Related Features:
N/A
* B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
B10. Significance:  Theme N/A Area N/A
Period of Significance N/A Property Type Applicable Criteria

The property at 2860 100th Street does not meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR). It does not,
therefore, qualify as a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act.

CONTEXT

HOMESTEADING AND AGRICULTURE

Beyond the Antelope Valley railroad stops that developed into towns and eventually into cities, most settlement in the region involved
homesteading lands for ranching and agriculture. Ethno-religious groups, prohibitionists, and utopian socialists also established agricultural
colonies in the region during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Some newcomers homesteaded lands with the primary goal of
becoming successful ranchers or farmers, while other homesteaders undertook requisite improvement of lands strategically in an effort to
supplement their mining endeavors (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53).

Homesteading claims in the western Antelope Valley region began primarily after 1900 as a consequence of several factors. Having received
transfers of significant land grants in 1903 from the federal government, the Southern Pacific Railroad launched heavy land-sale promotions
during the 1910s, which attracted settlers from the east and from Europe. Rising land prices in Los Angeles and other urbanizing areas of
Southern California enhanced the appeal of homesteading in the Antelope Valley for some southland residents. These factors, along with
amendments to the Desert Land Act—which made provisions for absentee ownership, reduced irrigation and cultivation requirements, and
shrank requisite periods of residency—generated a boom in homesteading activity that lasted from the 1910s through the mid-1930s (Edwards
Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54). However, not all homesteads were successful. Numerous claims filed
after 1910 were never patented because of homesteaders’ failure to improve lands adequately. Although Southern Pacific Railroad and other
Antelope Valley land promoters presented the region as exceptionally fertile, settlers often confronted difficult climatic conditions, including
frequent high winds during multiple seasons, flooding, intermittent drought, and, at times, excruciating heat (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123;
Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54).

* B11. Additional Resource Attributes:
B12. References: (Sketch map with north arrow required)

(See continuation sheet.)

B13. Remarks:

* B14. Evaluator: Maureen McCoy, ICF, ICF

Date of Evaluation: 12/17/2021
(This space reserved for official comments.)
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*P3a. Description (continued):

The massing and lack of stylistic details are consistent with Ranch style. The main roof is topped in replacement asphalt shingles, but the
shed-roof extension from the eaves of the northern fagade appears to be clad in metal. This roof extension creates a wide, full-width front
porch supported on regularly spaced, squared posts set into a concrete patio. The fagade (northern elevation) is symmetrically arranged with a
central door flanked by two windows on either side. Three of windows appear to be two-light, sliding replacements, and the fourth is a
narrower example of the same style. The windows are slightly recessed with a slightly flared lower lintel, but additional details of them and
door were not discernable from the public right-of-way.

The west elevation of the residence features a slightly off-center, two-light, sliding, replacement window with faux mullions to create the
illusion of eight-panes in each light; a vent is set in the center of the gable peak. The east elevation is likely similarly arranged but could not
be seen from the public right-of-way. The rear elevation features four evenly spaced windows, which appear to be the same variety as those
on the west elevation, and a door set in the western corner and accessed via a small set of concrete steps. The door is recessed and includes a
half-height window, but additional details were not discernible.

Located a few yards southeast of the residence is a detached garage 1, which is from the same construction period as the house. The
north-facing fagade is dominated by a wide, rolling garage door. The west elevation features evenly spaced two-light, sliding, replacement
windows set in the northern half of the elevation. A door set in the southern corner of this elevation appears to be an unadorned, modern
example. There are no openings in the rear elevation and the east elevation was not visible at the time of survey.

Directly behind the house is a large double hip-roofed carport set on a concrete pad. The roof is clad in asphalt and supported on square,
wooden posts with triangular braces. The posts are connected by two rows of horizontal wooden boards that enclose three sides of the
structure; the northern side remains open. Behind the carport is a taller, square-shaped shelter that provides shade for trailers and large
machine equipment. It’s four square, wooden posts are set directly in the ground, and the flat roof has a slight overhang.

At the northeast corner of the property is a second rectangular garage (detached garage 2) with an asphalt-clad, side-gable roof. The only
opening in the structure appears to be a on the south elevation: a large garage-door sized opening is centered here. No openings could be seen
on the north or west elevations; the east elevation was not visible at the time of survey.

INTEGRITY

The subject property’s integrity is poor. It retains integrity of location. It also retains integrity of setting because the surrounding landscape
has retained the same property divisions and continues to be used for agriculture or represents an arid landscape. In addition, due to some
alterations it does not have integrity of design, materials, and workmanship. For these reasons, it does not have integrity of feeling and
association.

*B6. Construction History (continued):
The carport was constructed circa 2000 and the Shelter was constructed circa 2016 (NETR 2005; 2016).
*B10. Significance (continued):

Prevailing drought conditions worsened locally and across the nation during that decade. In addition, the Great Depression made it
increasingly difficult for prospective settlers to accumulate capital for necessary improvements. As a result, during that time, many Antelope
Valley settlers abandoned their homesteads, and the longstanding emphasis on promoting private use and development gave way to a new
emphasis on conservation and preservation by the National Park Service, U.S. Forest Service, and Bureau of Land Management. In 1935, the
federal government stopped accepting new “homestead” or “desert lands” entries, although small 5-acre homestead tracts could be purchased
until 1950, and homesteaders with valid claims prior to 1935 could continue to improve their land (Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:54).

Across the vicinity of the project, agricultural activity increased after World War II. From 1953 to 1956, land cultivated with crops in the
Kern County portion of the Antelope Valley increased from 26,000 to more than 41,000 acres (with 23,732 acres irrigated), mostly in areas
west of Rosamond and around Cantil. Alfalfa fields made up the majority of cultivated land across the larger Antelope Valley, followed by
dry-land grains. During the 1950s, Antelope Valley farmers devoted limited acreage to irrigated forage crops, vegetables, almonds, apples,
peaches, and other fruits. Field crops such as alfalfa and grain, as well as irrigated pastureland, dominated agricultural activity in the Kern
County portion of the Antelope Valley, accounting for 34,978 acres in 1957. Alfalfa fields for hay and seed made up 90 percent of that
acreage. In terms of livestock, sheep grazing was the most prominent activity in the Kern County portion of the valley during the 1950s. At
this time, agriculture accounted for 97 percent of Antelope Valley water use. Although groundwater depletion had led some farmers to
abandon acreage by the late 1950s, pumping for irrigation remained economically feasible in most of the valley’s farming areas (DWR

DPR 523L (1/95) * Required Information



State of California -- The Resources Agency Primary #
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HR #

CONTINUATION SHEET Trinomial

Page 4 of 7 *Resource Name or #: (Assigned by recorder) Resource ID 17,2860 100th Street

* Recorded by:  Maureen McCoy, ICF
[¥]Continuation [ JUpdate * Date: 12/17/2021

1959:36-49).

The mainstay of agriculture in the project vicinity, Antelope Valley alfalfa production went into decline after the 1950s. Rising electricity
costs for pumping depleted groundwater supplies and made alfalfa farming more difficult over time. Valley land planted in alfalfa declined
from 38,525 acres in 1950 to 8,810 acres in 1987. Between 1953 and 1988, total groundwater pumped annually in the valley declined from
480,000 acre-feet to 69,000 acre-feet. Although land in the project vicinity continued to be cultivated during the 1970s, crop farming in the
Rosamond and Willow Springs areas declined dramatically thereafter (DWR 1959:49; Templin et al. 1995:1-2, 7, 16, 64).

RANCH STYLE

Originally designed in California in the 1930s, Ranch houses drew inspiration from earlier Spanish Colonial haciendas and northern
California farmhouses (SurveyLA 2015:5). The Ranch style gained popularity after World War II, due to Federal Housing Administration
(FHA) promotion and loan support. Architects designed and builders constructed Ranch residences across the United States (McAlester
2015:602—-603). Due to its ability to capitalize on the importance of automobiles in the post-World War II suburban sprawl, where workers
needed to commute to and from work in the city, the Ranch style maintained its popularity until circa 1975 (SurveyLA 2015:13-15).
Because of the influence of streetcar suburban developments on the creation of the style, Ranch style houses are primarily associated with and
found in suburbs. Developers constructed entire tracts in the style during the 1950s and 1960s (McAlester 2015: 602-603). Non-tract
examples of the style, such as those found in rural Kern County, are rarer and often simpler with minimal applied architectural detail. Easily
built and customizable, Ranch homes continued to be constructed across America because they blended effortlessly into the newly forming
middle-class attitude and lifestyle (SurveyLA 2015:13-15).

Ranch houses typically feature horizontal, one-story massing, with either a gable or hip roof. Initially built with simple rectangular floor
plans, by the 1950s, L-shaped floor plans with intersecting gable roofs became more popular (Gottfried and Jennings 2009: 208-209).
Developers built these homes on large tracts of land that allowed for spacious backyards and private outdoor living (McAlester 2015:602—
603). Ranch-style homes feature an asymmetrical exterior, often elongating the look of the house by incorporating an attached front-facing
garage. Substyles of the traditional Ranch plan include Contemporary, Cinderella, American Colonial, and Minimal. Elements of a Cinderella
Ranch, otherwise known as Storybook Ranch, feature steep-pitched porch hoods and Swiss-Chalet inspired fascia and shutters that give the
house an exaggerated fairytale look. In contrast, Minimal Ranch buildings have a more restrained exterior, including less variation in wall
materials and simple footprints, and were commonly built within FHA design guidelines (SurveyLA 2015:17-18). Key features include a
large picture window, small porch, and recessed entry. Builders used a variety of resources, including stucco, brick, stone, and wood. They
also incorporated planters or window boxes into the exterior design for emphasis (McAlester 2015:597—601).

SITE HISTORY

The parcel on which this property sits was part of a larger parcel owned by S.S. Ash in 1898 (Congdon 1898). The parcel was part of the
many divisions of land by the Southern Pacific Railroad and may have been used for ranching or agricultural from the late nineteenth century
into the first half of twentieth century, but specific information on this parcel could not be found during a historic records search.
Additionally, searches of contemporary newspapers and census records did not reveal any information about this specific person. However,
buildings do not appear on the property until the mid-twentieth century, so it was likely undeveloped or used for agriculture until the
post-World War II period (NETR 1948).

The property was likely established as part of an agricultural endeavor in the post-war period. Agricultural fields were delineated on the
southern edge of the property from the 1940s to through 1970s, which was in keeping with the decline in agriculture in the area during the
latter half of the twentieth century (NETR 1948; 1974; Robinson Aerial Surveys, Inc. 1952). Aside from grains, sugar beets were also a
popular crop in Rosamond and Antelope Valley during this period (The Bakersfield Californian 1962:5). Agricultural was a diminishing part
of the surrounding landscape from this period to the present, and this property no longer appears to be associated with agricultural activities
as the immediately adjacent fields appear to be wild or fallow (NETR 2018). The current owners, Patrick and Jennifer Ladd, purchased the
property in 2010, but older deed records could not be located at time (Kern County Assessor Recorder 2010).

EVALUATION

Under CRHR Criterion 1, the property at 2860 100th Street does not have important associations with historic events, patterns, or trends of

development. The property was established after the heyday of homesteading in the area but was likely associated with agricultural trends in

the post-war period of the 1950s. Today, the parcel no longer appears to be used for agriculture. There are many examples of this property

type in the Rosamond area, and this property is not an exceptional example. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion
1.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 2, the subject property does not share significant associations with the lives of persons important to history. Only a
few owners could be identified from records searches. None of the identified owners have made significant contributions to history while
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living or working at the subject property. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 2.

Under CRHR Criterion 3, the subject property is not a significant example of its type, style, or era, it lacks high artistic value, and is not the
work of a master architect, building, designer, or engineer. The property is an example of a circa-1945 Ranch residence. The one-story
massing has a gable roof and simple footprint. It has minimal exterior architectural detailing beside the long front porch. It sits on a large
parcel and has ample backyard space. No architect, builder, or engineer could be identified with the construction. Overall, the property lacks
the quality of design associated with a master’s work. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 3.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 4, the subject property has neither yielded nor is likely to yield important information about our past. Typical of
similar buildings, the subject property’s one-story, frame construction does not have the potential to yield important information regarding
construction or engineering materials, methods, or technologies used in the 1940s. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR
Criterion 4.

In conclusion, 2860 100th Street does not have historical associations or architectural or construction qualities that qualify the property for
listing under any of the CRHR significance criteria. The property was evaluated in accordance with Section 15064.5(a) (2) of the CEQA
guidelines and found not to qualify as a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The current evaluation has assigned a 6Z status code to
the property.
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Rear elevation of Main House; view of Carport and Shelter from West elevation of Main House; detail view of Carport and
100th Street facing east; west elevation of Detached Garage One Shelter from 100th Street facing east

Detail view of Main House facade from 100th Street facing
southeast
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Page 1 of 6 Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): Resource ID 18, 8738 Rosamond Boulevard
P1. Other Identifier: 8738 Rosamond Boulevard

* P2.  Location: [ INot for Publication [«]Unrestricted
*a. County Kern and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Date T 'R ; 1/4 of 1/4 of Sec ; B.M.
c. Address 8738 Rosamond Boulevard City Rosamond Zip
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear feature) Zone , mE/ mN

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)
; 374-072-01-00-4; 374-071-11-00-6

* P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)

The property at 8738 Rosamond Boulevard consists of two parcels, one long and rectangular and one roughly square, set beside each other in
an L-shape and containing a total of 833,737 square feet of land (ParcelQuest 2021). The parcels are located on the south side of Rosamond
Boulevard between 90th Street West and Dixon Street and just south of Willow Springs. A gravel driveway runs south from the road toward
the Main House, then veers southeast toward the rear of the property. Today, there are two houses and two outbuildings on the property; all of
them are Vernacular/Utilitarian rather than high-style constructions. The open areas around the building complex is arid and full of desert
shrubs.

The primary residence e is a c. 1940s structure located along the driveway just before it curves. The house consists of several cross-gable roofs
and rear additions added to the south elevation of the oldest block. The roof is covered in replacement asphalt shingles and the foundation is
not visible. (See continuation sheet.)

* P3b. Resource Attributes: ~ HP2. Single family property
* P4. Resources Present: [v|Building [ Structure [ ]Object [ |Site [ |District [ |Element of District [ ]Other (Isolates, etc.)
P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, etc.)
North elevation, facing south

* P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:
[ ]Prehistoric  [v]Historic [ |Both
c. 1945 (Estimate ) ParcelQuest

*P7. Owner and Address:

George and Louise M. Lujan
8748 Rosamond Boulevard
Rosamond, CA 93560-6972

* P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation, address)
Maureen McCoy
ICF
980 9th St Suite 1200, Sacramento, CA 95814

* P9, Date Recorded: 12/20/2021
*P10. Survey Type: (Describe)

* P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey report/other sources or "none")

* Attachments: [ INONE [ JLocation Map [ ]Sketch Map [v]Continuation Sheet [v|Building, Structure, and Object Record
[ JArchaeological Record [ |District Record [ |Linear Feature Record [ ]Milling Station Record [ JRock Art Record [ |Artifact Record
[ ]Photograph Record [ |Other: (List)
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*Resource Name or # (Assigned by Recorder): Resource ID 18, 8738 Rosamond Boulevard * NRHP Status Code 6Z

* Page 2 of 6

B1. Historic Name: None
B2. Common Name: 8738 Rosamond Boulevard
*B3. Original Use:  Residence B4. Present Use: Residence
* B5. Architectural Style: Vernacular
B6. Construction History:  (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations.)
No building permit records could be located for this property; aerial images provide some construction dates for the outbuildings and structures,
which have changed over time. The oldest and northernmost block of the primary residence was constructed in the mid-1940s (NETR 1948).

The second house was constructed circa 1960 (NETR 1963). (See continuation sheet.)
*

*B7. Moved? [¢/No [ JYes [ JUnknown Date: N/A Original Location: N/A
B8. Related Features:
N/A
* B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
B10. Significance:  Theme N/A Area N/A
Period of Significance N/A Property Type Applicable Criteria

The property at 8738 Rosamond Boulevard does not meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR). It
does not, therefore, qualify as a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act.

CONTEXT

HOMESTEADING AND AGRICULTURE

Beyond the Antelope Valley railroad stops that developed into towns and eventually into cities, most settlement in the region involved
homesteading lands for ranching and agriculture. Ethno-religious groups, prohibitionists, and utopian socialists also established agricultural
colonies in the region during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Some newcomers homesteaded lands with the primary goal of
becoming successful ranchers or farmers, while other homesteaders undertook requisite improvement of lands strategically in an effort

to supplement their mining endeavors (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53).

Homesteading claims in the western Antelope Valley region began primarily after 1900 as a consequence of several factors. Having received
transfers of significant land grants in 1903 from the federal government, the Southern Pacific Railroad launched heavy land-sale promotions
during the 1910s, which attracted settlers from the east and from Europe. Rising land prices in Los Angeles and other urbanizing areas of
Southern California enhanced the appeal of homesteading in the Antelope Valley for some southland residents. These factors, along with
amendments to the Desert Land Act—which made provisions for absentee ownership, reduced irrigation and cultivation requirements, and
shrank requisite periods of residency—generated a boom in homesteading activity that lasted from the 1910s through the mid-1930s (Edwards
Air Force Base 2009:123; Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54). However, not all homesteads were successful. Numerous claims filed
after 1910 were never patented because of homesteaders’ failure to improve lands adequately. Although Southern Pacific Railroad and other
Antelope Valley land promoters presented the region as exceptionally fertile, settlers often confronted difficult climatic conditions, including
frequent high winds during multiple seasons, flooding, intermittent drought, and, at times, excruciating heat (Edwards Air Force Base 2009:123;
Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:53—54).

* B11. Additional Resource Attributes:
B12. References: (Sketch map with north arrow required)

(See continuation sheet.)

B13. Remarks:

* B14. Evaluator: Maureen McCoy, ICF, ICF

Date of Evaluation: 12/20/2021
(This space reserved for official comments.)
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*P3a. Description (continued):

The side-gable on the original block faces north toward the road. Two two-light sliding, replacement windows face the roadway on this
northern elevation, and a large air conditioning unit is set between them. The facade is the east elevation, which consists of a small gable
extension supported on two posts that creates a small shelter for the main entrance. This entrance is flanked by two windows within the body
of the original block, but details of these features could not be discerned from the public right-of-way. A cross gable addition on the rear may
also feature a door facing east, but this component also could not be seen clearly from the roadway. The rear (west) elevation features similar
windows, including two-light sliding replacements, a single-light fixed window, and a one-over-one window in the rear additions.

Just east of the primary residence is the secondary residence, a side-gabled c. 1960 building. The roof is topped in metal panels and the
foundation is not visible. This simple rectangular block features three 12-light windows spaced along the north-facing fagade, two two-light
sliding windows of varying sizes, one one-over-one window, and a paneled door and a two-light sliding window; all these features appear to
be replacements.

Behind these two houses is outbuilding 1; the purpose or current function of this structure is unclear. It features an almost flat roof with a
very slightly pitched cross-gable with peaks facing north and east. Along the north elevation, a large two-light, sliding window is visible. The
eastern corner of the roof forms a shelter for a porch area, and a simple door can be seen facing north under this porch. No other features
were discernible from the public right-of-way.

A second, smaller outbuilding (outbuilding 2) is set behind the primary residence but was not fully visible or accessible at the time of survey
from the public right-of-way. It is also set within some large trees and shrubs, but it does appear to be rectangular and feature a flat roof.

INTEGRITY

The subject property’s integrity is fair. It retains integrity of location. It also retains integrity of setting because the surrounding area has
remained a mixture of agricultural fields and unimproved square lots, as it was when the property was founded. Due to many alterations, it
has diminished integrity of design, materials, and workmanship. Despite the diminished integrity of design, materials, and workmanship, it
retains integrity of feeling and association.

*B6. Construction History (continued):

Outbuilding 1 appears to have replaced an earlier, smaller outbuilding in approximately the same location to the southeast of the primary
residence; the purpose of this structure is unclear, but it appears to be from the 1970s (NETR 1972). Outbuilding 2 may also be a circa 1970s
construction, but aerial images are not clear and detailed building records could not be found for the property (NETR 1972). All these
structures were set just on the east side of a rectangular well which cannot be seen from the road today (USGS 1974).

*B10. Significance (continued):

Prevailing drought conditions worsened locally and across the nation during that decade. In addition, the Great Depression made it
increasingly difficult for prospective settlers to accumulate capital for necessary improvements. As a result, during that time, many Antelope
Valley settlers abandoned their homesteads, and the longstanding emphasis on promoting private use and development gave way to a new
emphasis on conservation and preservation by the National Park Service, U.S. Forest Service, and Bureau of Land Management. In 1935, the
federal government stopped accepting new “homestead” or “desert lands” entries, although small 5-acre homestead tracts could be purchased
until 1950, and homesteaders with valid claims prior to 1935 could continue to improve their land (Tetra Tech and Jones & Stokes 2004:54).

Across the vicinity of the project, agricultural activity increased after World War II. From 1953 to 1956, land cultivated with crops in the
Kern County portion of the Antelope Valley increased from 26,000 to more than 41,000 acres (with 23,732 acres irrigated), mostly in areas
west of Rosamond and around Cantil. Alfalfa fields made up the majority of cultivated land across the larger Antelope Valley, followed by
dry-land grains. During the 1950s, Antelope Valley farmers devoted limited acreage to irrigated forage crops, vegetables, almonds, apples,
peaches, and other fruits. Field crops such as alfalfa and grain, as well as irrigated pastureland, dominated agricultural activity in the Kern
County portion of the Antelope Valley, accounting for 34,978 acres in 1957. Alfalfa fields for hay and seed made up 90 percent of that
acreage. In terms of livestock, sheep grazing was the most prominent activity in the Kern County portion of the valley during the 1950s. At
this time, agriculture accounted for 97 percent of Antelope Valley water use. Although groundwater depletion had led some farmers to
abandon acreage by the late 1950s, pumping for irrigation remained economically feasible in most of the valley’s farming areas (DWR
1959:36-49).

The mainstay of agriculture in the project vicinity, Antelope Valley alfalfa production went into decline after the 1950s. Rising electricity
costs for pumping depleted groundwater supplies and made alfalfa farming more difficult over time. Valley land planted in alfalfa declined
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from 38,525 acres in 1950 to 8,810 acres in 1987. Between 1953 and 1988, total groundwater pumped annually in the valley declined from
480,000 acre-feet to 69,000 acre-feet. Although land in the project vicinity continued to be cultivated during the 1970s, crop farming in the
Rosamond and Willow Springs areas declined dramatically thereafter (DWR 1959:49; Templin et al. 1995:1-2, 7, 16, 64).

VERNACULAR

Vernacular buildings typically include features that express the influence of a particular architectural style but do not reflect an architect’s or
builder’s intentional articulation of a specific architectural style. Vernacular structures are part of the common, everyday fabric of the built
environment. Their purposes, functions, and aesthetic values and objectives play crucial roles in determining their design and construction.

Historically, vernacular architecture reflects the common building traditions, construction materials, culture, climate, and landscape of

a particular nation, region, or place. During the industrial and post-industrial eras modern forces such as industrial fabrication,
mass-production and distribution, consumer capitalism, and large-scale market conditions influenced vernacular architecture more than place
and tradition. Architectural historians Herbert Gottfried and Jan Jennings argue that during the late 19th and 20th centuries, vernacular
architecture continued to qualify as “practical” architecture, but it also increasing became an “industrial” or “manufactured” architecture, not
to mention a “market” architecture “responsive to marketing pressure and to changes in fashion” (Gottfried and Jennings 2009:9-12).

SITE HISTORY

The parcel on which this property sits did not have an assigned owner at the end of the nineteenth century (Congdon 1898). The parcel was
part of the many divisions of land by the Southern Pacific Railroad, but specific information on this parcel could not be found during a
historic records search. Additionally, searches of contemporary newspapers and census records did not reveal any information about the more
recent owners of the property. Buildings do not appear on the property until the mid-twentieth century, so it was likely undeveloped or used
for ranching or agriculture until that time (NETR 1948).

The property is associated with mid-twentieth century agricultural trends. While the northern side of Rosamond Boulevard remained
undeveloped, large, cultivated fields were located just south of the building complex (NETR 1959; 1963; Robinson Aerial Surveys, Inc.
1952). However, between the 1970s and 1990s, agriculture in the area declined and was phased out of use for the property, which is in line
with larger area trends (NETR 1972; 1974; 1995; Templin et al. 1995:2). The property is currently owned by George and Louise M. Lujan,
who purchased it in 2008 (Kern County Assessor Recorder 2008).

EVALUATION

Under CRHR Ceriterion 1, the property at 8738 Rosamond Boulevard does not have important associations with historic events, patterns, or
trends of development. The property was established after the heyday of homesteading in the area but was likely associated with agricultural
trends in the post-war period of the 1950s. Today, the parcel no longer appears to be used for agriculture. There are many examples of this
property type in the Rosamond area, and this property is not an exceptional example. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR
Criterion 1.

Under CRHR Criterion 2, the subject property does not share significant associations with the lives of persons important to history. Only a
few owners could be identified from records searches. None of the identified owners have made significant contributions to history while
living or working at the subject property. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 2.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 3, the subject property is not a significant example of its type, style, or era, it lacks high artistic value, and is not the
work of a master architect, building, designer, or engineer. The property is an example of a circa-1945 Vernacular residence. The one-story
massing has a gable roof and simple footprint. It has minimal exterior architectural detailing. No architect, builder, or engineer could be
identified with the construction, which is also typical of vernacular construction. Overall, the property lacks the quality of design associated
with a master’s work. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 3.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 4, the subject property has neither yielded nor is likely to yield important information about our past. Typical of
similar buildings, the subject property’s one-story, frame construction does not have the potential to yield important information regarding
construction or engineering materials, methods, or technologies used in the 1940s. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR
Criterion 4.

In conclusion, 8738 Rosamond Boulevard does not have historical associations or architectural or construction qualities that qualify the
property for listing under any of the CRHR significance criteria. The property was evaluated in accordance with Section 15064.5(a) (2) of the
CEQA guidelines and found not to qualify as a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The current evaluation has assigned a 6Z status
code to the property.
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Review Code Reviewer Date
Page I of 6 Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder): Resource ID 19, 2655 95th Street
P1. Other Identifier: 2655 95th Street
* P2.  Location: [ INot for Publication [«]Unrestricted

*a. County Kern and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Date T iR ; 1/4 of 1/4 of Sec ; B.M.
c. Address 2655 95th Street City Rosamond Zip
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear feature) Zone , mE/ mN

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)
; 374-042-25-00-5; 374-042-26-00-8

* P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)

The property located at 2655 95th Street consists of a Quonset hut and a residence. Originally part of a larger parcel that still shares the same
address, on the corner of 95th Street and Mojave Avenue, 2655 95th Street (Quonset hut and Residence) sits to the north of Mojave Avenue.
The square shaped parcel lies on the southwest portion of the original square shaped parcel and includes 27,878 square feet. The other portion
of the original parcel creates an L-shape to the north and east of 2655 95th Street (Quonset hut and Residence) and is evaluated separately. The
Quonset hut and residence sit side by side on the southern portion of the parcel. Both of their primary elevations face south onto Mojave
Avenue.

The Quonset hut is a semi-cylindrical shaped prefabricated building that lies to the west of the residence. Corrugated steel wraps around the
building which sits on a concrete foundation. The three-bay asymmetrical primary (south) elevation features a stucco finish. Two eight-light
double hung vinyl windows sit on opposite sides of the main entrance. (See continuation sheet.)

* P3b. Resource Attributes: ~ HP3. Multiple family property
* P4. Resources Present: [v|Building [ Structure [ ]Object [ |Site [ |District [ |Element of District [ ]Other (Isolates, etc.)
P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, etc.)
South elevation, facing northwest

* P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:
[ ]Prehistoric  [v]Historic [ |Both
c. 1950s-1960s (Estimate ) Aerial Imagery

*P7. Owner and Address:
Longview Mobile Home Park
829 West Palmdale Boulevard, #34
Palmdale, CA 93551-4261

* P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation, address)
Inga Gudmundsson
ICF
555 W. 5th Street, Suite 3100, Los Angeles, CA
90013

* P9. Date Recorded: 12/30/2021

*P10. Survey Type: (Describe)

* P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey report/other sources or "none")

* Attachments: [ INONE [ JLocation Map [ ]Sketch Map [v]Continuation Sheet [v|Building, Structure, and Object Record
[ JArchaeological Record [ |District Record [ |Linear Feature Record [ ]Milling Station Record [ JRock Art Record [ |Artifact Record
[ ]Photograph Record [ |Other: (List)
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*Resource Name or # (Assigned by Recorder): Resource ID 19, 2655 95th Street * NRHP Status Code 6Z

* Page 2 of 6

B1. Historic Name: None

B2. Common Name: 2655 95th Street
*B3. Original Use:  Residence B4. Present Use: Residence
* B5. Architectural Style: Quonset Hut; Vernacular
B6. Construction History:  (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations.)
Little is known about the construction or subsequent alterations for the two properties at 2655 95th Street (Quonset hut and Residence). Both
the Quonset hut and residence are first shown on the property in 1963 (NETR 1963). An unknown builder constructed both properties between
1959 and 1963, although it is important to note that the Quonset hut due to its ease in assembling and dissembling could be older than that
(NETR 1959. NETR 1963). (See continuation sheet.)

*

*B7. Moved? [¢/No [ JYes [ JUnknown Date: N/A Original Location: N/A
B8. Related Features:
N/A
* B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
B10. Significance:  Theme N/A Area N/A
Period of Significance N/A Property Type N/A Applicable Criteria N/A

The property at 2655 95th Street (Quonset hut and Residence) does not meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources (CRHR). It does not, therefore, qualify as a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act.

CONTEXT

QUONSET HUT

Quonset huts stemmed from a military need for prefabricated, easy to build, portable buildings. In 1916, World War I British officer Major
Peter Norman Nissen patented the first iteration of what became the Quonset Hut. The Nissen Hut was a semi-cylindrical shelter constructed of
corrugated steel cuts in strips and wrapped around a steel frame. The United States Navy recognized the adaptability of the structures and
decided to manufacture their own version of the Nissen Hut during World War II. The US Navy hired George A. Fuller and Company, a
Chicago architectural firm, to design a better functioning hut that would help solve the Navy’s need for storage and housing. Their designs
would become the Quonset Hut. Named after new naval base Quonset Point, in Rhode Island, the Navy had two specifications for the hut’s
design: arched in shape and easy to assemble/dissemble. The Fuller firm designed three iterations throughout World War II, each with two
different size plans. The first hut, the T-Rib Quonset, proved to be heavy and hard to ship overseas. The second, the Quonset Redesign,
included a better floorplan and new frame built with material from Stran-Steel which helped to lighten the shipment of the hut materials and
cost less to produce as well. The final redesign used new materials including half-inch plywood and lighter siding that made it even lighter to
ship and easier to assemble (SurveyLA 2015:1-4).

United States miltary contractors manufactured approximately 160,000 Quonset huts during World War II. Other manufacturers also produced
Quonset huts for the civilian market during the war. The United States sold many surplus military huts to the public which served a variety of
purposes including housing, barns, and restaurants (Survey LA 2015: 4). (See continuation sheet.)

* B11. Additional Resource Attributes:
B12. References: (Sketch map with north arrow required)

(See continuation sheet.)

B13. Remarks:

* B14. Evaluator: Inga Gudmundsson, ICF, ICF

Date of Evaluation: 12/30/2021
(This space reserved for official comments.)
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*P3a. Description (continued):

The door of the main entrance abuts the west window. A small concrete walkway and raised stoop lead to the door. The number “21” painted
in red is stenciled below the west window. The east elevation features at least three dormer-like vinyl windows that have been cut into the
corrugated steel. The easternmost portion of the east elevation is not visible. The easternmost window visible on the east elevation is an eight-
light double hung window. To the west of this window a side entrance has been carved out of the side of the Quonset hut. The frame of the
door is rectangular and sits out of the sloped side. To the west of the door is a casement eight-light window. A utility box abuts the
westernmost opening, an eight-light double hung window. The west elevation features two side additions both with shed roofs and stucco
siding. The first addition to the east is rectangular shaped, with an eight-light double hung vinyl window feature in the middle of the
addition’s west elevation. The western side addition consists of a square-shaped plan, with a small rectangular horizontal sliding sash window
in the northeast corner of the west elevation. The rear (north) elevation consists of the original Quonset hut and attached north elevation of
the western addition. The side addition features a horizontal sliding sash window. The north elevation of the Quonset hut features two large
horizontal sliding sash windows. Two electrical boxes and wiring are attached to the wall between the two windows. The north elevation is
stucco clad.

The concrete block residence features a side gabled roof on a rectangular plan. The primary (south) elevation consists of two symmetrical
bays. Each bay features two horizontal sliding sash windows with a sill underneath. In between each window is a door. A small stoop with
wood handrails lead up to both doors. The door on the east side of the south elevation also includes a screen door. A porch light and wood
sign with the address number “19” painted in white is attached to the east of the eastern door. A satellite dish rests on top of the roof on the
west side of the south elevation. Another satellite dish stands to the east of the south elevation. The east elevation features three horizontal
sliding sash windows with sills underneath. Only two windows are visible on the west elevation. The easternmost window is a double-hung
window with a sill underneath. The second window to the west in the middle of the west elevation is a horizontal sliding sash window with a
sill underneath. Both the east and west elevations have wood siding that meets at the point of the gable roof. The north elevation is not visible
from the road. A chain-link fence separates both front entrances and creates two separate front yards. The front yard and area that abuts
Mojave Avenue is gravel.

INTEGRITY

The subject property’s integrity is fair. It retains integrity of location. It also retains integrity of setting because the surrounding area has
remained similar to when the buildings were constructed on the property. In addition, due to many alterations it does not have integrity of
design, materials, and workmanship. For these reasons, it does has integrity of feeling and association.

*B6. Construction History (continued):

No visible alterations or additions have been made to the residence. The two Quonset hut additions are visible in a 1974 historic aerial giving
the range that they could have been added as 1972-1974 (NETR 1972; NETR 1974). Both additions are present by 1974 (NETR 1974).
Building permits including the original permits for the two properties are not available through Kern County.

*B10. Significance (continued):

In a 1946 press release, Stran-Steel stated that its Quonset huts had been adapted for 257 different uses. Housing developers attempted to use
Quonset huts to meet the pressing need for post-war housing throughout the country with modest success. The sloping sides of the frame
made the floorplan smaller on the inside and the huts reminded many veterans in need of housing of their time in the military, both leading to
less interest in buying a Quonset hut (The Department of Archaeology + Historic Preservation — Washington State 2021).

VERNACULAR

Vernacular buildings typically include features that express the influence of a particular architectural style but do not reflect an architect’s or
builder’s intentional articulation of a specific architectural style. Vernacular structures are part of the common, everyday fabric of the built
environment. Their purposes, functions, and aesthetic values and objectives play crucial roles in determining their design and construction.

Historically, vernacular architecture reflects the common building traditions, construction materials, culture, climate, and landscape of

a particular nation, region, or place. During the industrial and post-industrial eras modern forces such as industrial fabrication, mass-
production and distribution, consumer capitalism, and large-scale market conditions influenced vernacular architecture more than place and
tradition. Architectural historians Herbert Gottfried and Jan Jennings argue that during the late 19th and 20th centuries, vernacular
architecture continued to qualify as “practical” architecture, but it also increasing became an “industrial” or “manufactured” architecture, not
to mention a “market” architecture “responsive to marketing pressure and to changes in fashion” (Gottfried and Jennings 2009:9-12).

MANUFACTURED HOMES
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Manufactured homes, commonly known as trailer homes or mobile homes, represent a housing trend spurred by automobile tourism and
travel at the turn of the twentieth century. Landowners developed campsites called auto courts or motor courts that allowed travelers to pitch
tents or sleep in their cars. The camps provided an economical lodging option and welcome alternative to hotels, which were sometimes
deemed too formal. This movement led to the design of prefabricated trailer homes in the 1930s, allowing travelers to essentially bring
“homes” to the motor parks, rather than sleeping in tents or automobiles. Trailer homes were small (on average, 8 feet wide and 32 feet long)
and typified as “one ‘room’ that served several functions and included transformable furniture” (Lawrence 2012:15), designed to allow for
easy transport by hitching them to cars. Trailer home relied heavily on metal construction materials. A typical trailer park had relatively
compact, angled parallel parking spaces, which allowed the maximum number of homes to fit in the park at one time. Trailer parks often had
a laundry room, toilets, showers, or other limited amenities onsite. During and after World War II, the government subsidized the
construction of trailer camps to address a housing shortage. The efforts by the government to provide affordable and quickly assembled
housing led to a more permanent version of the trailer home known as the mobile home (Lawrence 2012:12, 14, 15, 17, 18, 22; Fowler et al.
2016:4).

By the late 1960s, mobile homes had become a popular housing choice across the country. By that point, one-third of single-family dwellings
in the United States were mobile homes, approximately 20 out of every 100 Californians lived in a mobile park in California alone, and six
million Americans lived in them across the nation (Fowler et al. 2016:11). Features such as shutters and gable roofs, indoor bathrooms,
increased electrical capabilities, and landscaping appeared on mobile homes, making them look and function more like suburban homes.
Mobile homes increased in size (up to 14 feet wide and 34 feet long), and most had more than one section. Other changes and features
include two stories, indoor bathrooms, fold out porches, full height doors, and jalousie and bay windows (Fowler et al. 2016:9, 11). Many
mobile home designs contained corridors to separate the living spaces, and telescoped sections or awnings provided more living space.
Mobile homes also included chassis and wheels, which allowed them to be transported to the site by a professional, but they no longer had
the transient capability of trailer homes due to their size and weight. Mobile home construction included wood composite, aluminum, or steel.
Larger, rectangular lots replaced the angled parking spots to allow for larger homes and, depending on the arrangement of the homes, often
provided more privacy. Camps soon included amenities such as swimming pools, playgrounds, and recreational facilities, which made these
communities desirable and offered a more affordable price than conventional homeownership. Following the safety and construction
standards published in 1976, the United States Department of Housing and Urban Development introduced the term manufactured home for
mobile and trailer homes (Haney n.d.:2; Lawrence 2012:18-19; Fowler et al. 2016:9, 11).

Many trailer parks and mobile home parks still exist today. Most parks are specific to either trailer homes or mobile homes and can contain
dozens to hundreds of homes. Simple street arrangements may be observed or more complex patterns, including radial street designs in some
cases. Most will have one primary entrance to the park and be enclosed by a retaining wall. Although well-built, most manufactured home
parks are vernacular, and professionals designed very few of these communities and homes. If well-maintained, manufactured homes can
provide affordable housing even many years after being constructed and are said to be “the single most affordable type of housing available”
(Haney n.d.:4; Lawrence 2012:36; Fowler et al. 2016:11,14).

SITE HISTORY

In 1898, B.C. Barker owned the parcel at 2655 95th Street (Quonset hut and Residence) ((Congdon 1898). Research did not reveal any
information on this person. The property did not have anything built on it before 1959, thus the property is not part of the period of
homesteading in the area which came to an end in the 1930’s (NETR 1959). Both the Quonset hut and residence are first visible on the parcel
in 1963 (NETR 1963).

Originally part of a mobile home park, the Quonset hut and residence were just two of many buildings and mobile homes on the original
parcel at one time. Historical aerial photos from 1963 show the original 110,642 square foot parcel at 2655 95th Street with both the Quonset
hut and Residence visible, as well in the southwest corner as well two manufactured homes on the northern portion of what is now the
neighboring L-shaped parcel (NETR 1963; Parcel Quest 2021). This would mark the start of the mobile home park on the parcel. Less than
ten years later, at least fourteen mobile homes resided on the parcel as well as two other buildings (NETR 1972). Landscaped vegetation lined
the north and west boundaries of the parcel. Although seemingly successful over the next three decades, with numerous mobile homes on the
property, by 2005 less than six remained. The original parcel remained scarcely populated with a fluctuating six mobile homes on it until
2015 when Longview Mobile Home Park sold 2655 95th Street (Quonset hut & Residence) (NETR 2009; NETR 2014; Parcel Quest 2021).
This split the property into two separate parcels, although both still share the same address, 2655 95th Street (Parcel Quest 2021).

The current owner of 2655 95th Street (Quonset Hut and residence) is Longview Mobile Home Park.
EVALUATION

Under CRHR Criterion 1, the property at 2655 95th Street (Quonset hut and Residence) does not have important associations with historic
events, patterns, or trends of development. The property was not developedin the main homesteading period of the area and did not contribute
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to the agricultural trends of Rosamond. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 1.

Under CRHR Criterion 2, the subject property does not share significant associations with the lives of persons important to history. Research
did not reveal any information on the original owner of the land B. C. Barker nor the current owner Longview Mobile Home Park. Neither
owner has made significant contributions to history. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 2.

Under CRHR Criterion 3, the subject properties are not a significant example of its type, style, or era, it lacks high artistic value, and is not
the work of a master architect, building, designer, or engineer. Quonset huts are prefabricated, easily shipped, and seen throughout the United
States since they could be built easily without any skills. The residence is a vernacular, concrete block building that does not have a distinct
style nor is the work of a master. As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 3.

Under CRHR Ceriterion 4, the subject property has neither yielded nor is likely to yield important information about our past. Typical of
similar buildings, the Quonset hut’s prefabricated corrugated steel and steel frame as well as the concrete block residence does not have the
potential to yield important information regarding construction or engineering materials, methods, or technologies used in the 1950s-1960s.
As such, the subject property is ineligible under CRHR Criterion 4.

In conclusion, 2655 95th Street (Quonset hut and Residence) does not have historical associations or architectural or construction qualities
that qualify the property for listing under any of the CRHR significance criteria. The property was evaluated in accordance with Section
15064.5(a) (2) of the CEQA guidelines, and found not to qualify as a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The current evaluation
has assigned a 6Z status code to the property.
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