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Abstract:

Basic information about Tataviam linguistics and geography obtained from Fustero and other
Kitanemuk speakers has been discussed in previous publications (Kroeber 1915, 1925; Harrington
1935; Bright 1975; King and Blackburn 1978; Hudson 1982). What is not so well known is that
Harrington continued his Tataviam investigations among Indians of Yokuts, TUbatulabal, and
Serrano descent, who had been associated with Tataviam speakers during the nineteenth century.
More information about Tataviam history, territory, and language therefore is available than has
previously been summarized. This justifies a new presentation and evaluation of existing evidence.
We begin with a review of Tataviam ethnogeographic data.
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SE‘«’EK&L important articles have appeared
m recent vears that have summarized infor-
mation about the Tataviam, or Alliklik, ane of
the most endgmatic California Indian groups
{Bright 1973, King and Blackburn 1975,
Hudson 1982).  So lite actually 5 known
about these people that thelr very existence as
a distinet linguistic commmmnity has remained
in doubt.  Indeed, some ressarchers have
sugpested that all or most of thew territory
may  have belonged to  the Venturefo
Chumash, Kitanemuk, or Serrano {Van
Valkenburgh 1935, Beeler and Klar 1977,
Because of the searcity of data hitherto
available, there has been g need to discover
new approaches {0 the problems of who the
Tataviam were, what their inguistic s fiiliation
was, and what territory they oceupied
What is koown today regarding the
Tataviam comes primarily from the ethnoe
graphic research of pwo  anthropologists,
Alfred L. Krogber and Joha P. Harrington,
Kroeber's Tataviam data came from a single
consultant, Juan José Fustero, whom he inter
viewed for part of a day in Los Angeles in
1912 (Kroeber 1912, 1915). Harringlon first
met Fustero in 1913 a1 his home near Piru in
Ventura County and subsequently visited him
on several occasions accompanied by his
Tejon consultants during placename  trips
{Bright 1975, Harrington 1986:RL 98, Fr. 536,
615, RL 181, Fr. 10-14; Mills and Brickfield
19863, Harrington  also collected  some
Tataviam lexical items and cthnogeographic
information from several of his Kitanemuk
consultants at Tejon Hanch, Only eleven

words and phrases in the Tataviam language
have hitherto been published { Bright 1975}
Basic information sbout Tataviam lin-
guistics angd geography obtained from Fusterp
and other Kitanemuk speakers has been dis-
cussed in previous publications (Krogher 1915,
925 Harnngton 1935, Bright 1975, King and
Blackburs 1978; Hudson 1982%, What s not
soowell known i that Harrington continued
his Tataviam ivestigations among Indians of
Yokuts, Tibatulabal, and Serrano descent,
who had been associated woh Tataviam
speakers during the nineteenth century, Mnm
information about Tataviarn histary, territory,
and language therelore 1§ avadlable than has
previcusly been summarnized. This justifies a
new presentation and evalpation of existing
evidence, We begin with a review of Tatav
iam ethnogeographic data,

CORROBORATION OF TATAVIAM
ETHNIC IDERTITY

Revent statements on Tataviam cultural
geography by King and Blackburn (1978} and
Hudson (1982} identify the Sonta Clarita
Basin area {the upper Santa Clara River
drainage) as the core territory of thiz group,
Their analysis i3 based on Kroeber's and
Harrington's imterviews with Fustero and
other Kitanernuk consultants. For reference
on current maps of the area, the cors termtory
is north of the Los Angeles metropolitan area.
It partially overlaps the wastern part of the
Angeles National Forest and includes the
northwest portion of Los Angeles County as
well as part of Ventura County.
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The Santa Clarita Basin was first identi-
fied as the home of a distinet linguistic and
ethrie community in an important early
Spanish account.  This was the expedition
diary of the Spanish missionary explorer,
Father Francisco Gareéds, who passed through
the region in early 17760 He visited the
Cidnaga de Serme Clara before heading
northeast across the Liehre-Sawmill mountain
range in the northern reaches of Tataviam
territory and into the Antelope Valley {Coues
19060268, Earle 19908992y

In travelling northeast from the upper
Santa Clara region, Garcds was guided by
Indians from the Antelope Valley who
“promised to conduct me to their land.” The
village in the Antelope Valley o which these
Indians took him (in the Lake Hughes-
Elizabeth Lake area) was later identified by
him as being Betemé (the Mojave Desert
branch of the Serrano), and its inhabitants
were vlearly distinguished from the Indians of
Ranta Clara.  In discussing boundaries of
indigenous Hnguistic territories i Southern
Californin, Garcés elsewhere stated that the
Benemé were bounded by the Indians of San
Gabriel and Santa Clara {(Coues 19000444,
Crarcés thus wentified an Indian terntoriad
and Hnguistie unit, “Sants Clara,” which was,
he inndicated, distinet from that of San Gabriel
{Gabriglino) and that of the Beflemé (Mojave
Desert Serrana).

TATAVIAM SETTLEMENTS

Kingand Blackburn (1978:538) have listed
several major Tataviam rancheria sites on the
basis of information from the Harrington
notes and other sources. These include the
major village of sawavuay at the site of
Rancho San Francisquite {Newhall Ranch),
near Castaic Junction, fikatsing on upper
Castaiv Creek, and piing, located at the inter-
section of Castaic Creek and Elizabeth Luke
Canyon (Fig. 1}. The important rancheria of

Tochonanga, documented in an 1843 land-
grant disedie {map), appears to have been lo-
cated to the southeast of Newhall {Fig. 2).
We have identified other villages and camp-
sites named by Harrington’s informants (see
Fig. 1} They include the following: akure’'eng,
located at the original Newhall townsite
spring; apatsitsing, situated on upper Castaic
Creek near skatsing and north of Redrock
Mountain; and nagava’atang, Tarther down-
stream and east of Townsend Peak® Several
rancherfas also were located on Pirg Creek.
The Piru villages and several other rancherias
located on the northern edge of Tataviam
territory are discussed in the next section,

TERRITORIAL BOUNDARIES

A delineation of the territorial extent of
Tataviam speech involves the problematic
ssue of boundaries.  Two difficulties have
presented themselves inanalyzingterritoriality
among Takic groups, First, the disruptions
and population decline that occurred in
Mission times often made later recollection
difficult regarding what may have been former
physically marked boundaries. Later consul-
tants were much clearer about core territories
than about the locations of peripheral borders.
Second, in discussing the “real world”
significance of territoriality, one must distin-
guish between the formal and substantive
manifestations of territorial occupation and
use. The boundaries of linguistic/ethnic units
reflected the organization of society into a
series of multi-lineage tecritorial political units
{*localized clans™), These clan units claimed
certain territories as their own, but were not
the only groups to gather resources in them
ur establish temporary camps therein. The
granting of permission by one group o anoth-
or to gather and establish seasonal camps in
its erstwhile territory was very commorn
Harrington’s consultants at the Tejon Ranch
noted this phenomenon in discussing areas
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Fig. 2. The 1843 land-grant diserio {map) for Rancha Sun Franosco with information on village ncations i the upper Santa Clara River Valley, The
v of The Huntingron Library, San

site of Tochowanga is indicated by the lewer . The Bancheria de Comudos i indicated by the letter O {oertes
Marinin,
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shared between the Kitanemuk and the
Kawaiisu, and many other examples could be
cited {Earle 1990:94-95, 98). Thus, while
formal territorial frontiers appear to huave
existed in at least some areas of southern
California, their expression “on the ground”
iscomplicated by this permission-granting and
seasonal movement of visiting groups.

The trans-boundary occupation of camp-
sites, as well as historieal changes in the
lncation of ethnic frontiers, have made it
difficult to use the linguistic affibations of
local placenames o reconstruct linguistic or
political frontiers.  As we shall see, many
cases are encountered for the Santa Clarita
and Antelope Valley areas where people of a
histerically known by a name associated with
a different language group. Such cases are
most typical of ethnie frontier or boundary
areas. Keeping these facts in mind, we will
briefly outline what we know about the areal
extent of Tataviam occupstion.  Questions
have arisen in particular about the northern
and gastern boundaries of Tataviam territory,

Our analysis of avadable sources on the
northern boundary of the Tataviam indicates
that their territory did include portions of the
very west end of the Antelope Valley around
modern Quail Lake and Lichre Ranch {see
Fig. 1}. One rancheria, Awiwhovea, located
next o the Liebre Ranchhouse, was known to
have been occupied by Tataviam descendants
during the Historie Period. Directly behind
and to the south of this site was a ridge
associated with the name bwits'o, which is
also listed as an important rancheria (Cuec-
chao, Quecchao, Quissaubit) in Mission San
Fernando documentz {Merriam 1968 Farle
1990:94; Temple MS). Other communities
located on the southern margin of the Ante-
lope Valley to the east of Liebre Ranchi-
pavithavea, kwarung, tsivang, and pu'ning ~
were said by one of Hurrington's principal

Kitanemuk consultants, BEugenia Méndez, to
have spoken a dialect of Serrano/Kitanemuk’
{Harrington 1986:R1L 98, Fr. 675676, Earle
1990:92.93),

Three of these four communities are
mentioned in Mission-sra documents {Cook
1960:256-257; Temple MS:49-53). The village
i the Antelope Valley visited by Garcés and
identified as Beaeme (Serrano/Kitanemuk} in
bnguistic  affiliation was  most  probably
kwarung, located near Lake Huoghes, Gareés
clearly indicated that the willage was not
Tataviam.  Other Kitwnemuk informants,
besides Bugenta Méndez, also  identified

pevuhavea, near fsbung and pucndng, as

speaking some dialect of Servane/Kitanemuk.

Such direct testimony has been crudal in
sorting out the ethnogeography of the Ta-
taviam northers frontier.  In this area the
finguistie affiliation of reported village names
im of httle help. The name Awitahovea, fTor
instance, applied o a known Tataviam
rancheria at Liehre Ranchhouse, 15 Ser-
rano/Kitanemuk, By the same token, the
name Kwarung, assoviated with a willage
oceupied by Serrano/Kitanemuk speakers, was
said to mean frog’ in Fernandefio {Harring-
ton 19E6RL 106, Fr. 102)

Thus the northern boundary of Tataviam
territory  appears 0 have included the
northern foothills of the Liebre Mountains
{which include Ligbre Mt and Sawmill Mt}
on the sputhwestern edge of the valley, Their
boundary with the Castac Chumash, apparent-
v rather fuid, was situated somewhere
between Oso Canyon and Bear Trap Canyon
{upper Pastoria Creek) at the southern edge
of the Tehachapt Mountains north-northwest
of Liebre Ranch {north of the area shown on
Fig. 1} Eugenia Méndez mentioned Twin
Lakes or patfrawvapea 3s a boundary between
the Kitanemuk and the Tataviam (Harnngton
1980:RL 98, Fr. 6687). patSravvvaped 1s situated
at the northwestern edge of the Antelope

&
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Valley just east of Cottonwood Creek and
aorth of the so-called “Sand Hills” in the
valley itself (north of the area shown on Fig.
1), This suggests that the valley floor itself
north of Lichre Ranch and Neenach, and
perhaps north of Sawmill Mountain, may have
been panstdered Tataviam territory, although
we have not mapped it that way in Figure L

Further to the east, while the Tataviam
held the south-facing stope of Sawmill Moun-
tain and Sierra Pelona as far east as Soledad
Pass, they do not seem to have held the San
Andreas Fault rift zone between the Pine
Canyon-Lake Hughes area and Leona Valley,
The Rift Zone lies between the north-facing
stopes of these mountaing and the southern
edge of the Antelope Valley, This area
included Elizabeth Lake. Here a very approx-
imate boundary appears to follow the summit
of the mountain range. The Three Puoints
vicinity and the western shoulder of Sawmill
Mountain may have been included in the
territory of either the Tataviam or of Indians
speaking a Serrano/Kitanemuk dialect.

The eastern and southeastern boundaries
of Tataviam territory were not referred to in
any detail by Harrington'svarious Kitanemuk,
Serranc, Fernsndeno, and other consultanis,
One s left to infer from its geographic posi-
tion that “La Soledad.” the upper reaches of
the Santa Clara River drainage, was included
in Tataviam territory, The canyons lving im-
mediately to the northwest of Soledad Canyon
are clearly stated as having been occupied by
the Tataviam. Archaeological evidence sug-
gests that the upper Soledad Canyon-Acton
area contained important settlements during
the Late Prehistoric Period (King et al. 1974;
Landberg 1980; Wessel and Wessel 1985,
Mclntyre 19903 The upper Santa Clarita
River drainage provided an  imporiant
transportation corridor for travel from the
western Mojave Desert to the coast. Unfortu-
antely for the ethnohistoric record, both the

threat of desert Indian raids through the
Soledad Canyon drainage after 1820 and later
intensive mining activities appear to have led
to avoidance of the area by local Indians in
post-Mission times. This is indicated by the
reminiscences of Harrington's consultants at
Teidn (Manly 1949251, 475; Perkins 1958a,
1958h, 1958c; Harrington 1986:R1, 96, Fr. 219-
287, Johnson and Johnson 1987:89; Mcintyre
1950:10-13),

The southern boundary of Tataviam
territory was situated approximately at the
high elevations of the western arm of the San
Gabriel Mountains north of San Fernando
and ran westward past Fremont or S8an Fer-
nando Pass and along the crest of the Santa
Suzana Mountains towards the northwest
The boundary then swung north across the
Santa Clara River and continued north along
the high ground west of lower Piru Creek,
probably including Hopper Canyon. It then
passed across upper Piru Creek below Hungry
Valley and the Canada de los Alamos to tum
northeast into the Antelope Valley near Qso
Canyon {(Johnson 1978). Juan José Fustero
and several other of Harrington's consultants
provided information on this western hound-
ary.  This included the identification of
Tataviam village sites and placenames in the
Puu Creek drainage, including pifrukung,
akavaven, etseng, huyung, and kivang (Kroeber
1915; Lopez 1974; King and Blackburn 1978
536; Harrington 1986:RL 93, Fr. 219287, RL
98, Fr. 37, 813-614, 673). Of these, only

plirukung at La Esperanza {Fig 3) may be

correlated definitely with a rancheria men-
tioned in mission documents.

The accounts of the 1769 Portold expedi-
tion also give us an indication of the location
of villages in the Santa Clara River Valley,
Pedro Fages’s account of the expedition sug-
gests that the first Chumash settlement en-
countered, after travelling through Tataviam
territory, was situated well to the west of the
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Fig, 1.

Site of the Tataviam village of prindamg (or piSukung) ot La Esperanea, now the locat

o

on of Lake P,

photographed by I P, Harrington about 1917 {cournesy of the Mational Anthropological Archives).

mouth of Piry Creek {Bolton 1927.155-157;
Priestly 1937:24-25). The affiliation of kam-
uls {Camulos), to the east of Piru Canyon,
bearing a name that is undeniably Chumash,
appears problematical; however, King and
Blackburn (1978:535) viewed it as consisting
of a mixed Chumash-Tataviam population.
This reconstruction of Tataviam cultural
geography is derived primarily from interviews
conducted by Kroeber and Harrington with
consultants mainly of Kitanemuk ancestry at
Tepén and Piru. Harrington's  fieldwork
among other groups has, however, shed some
additional light on the issue of the linguistic
and cultural status of the Tataviam. Serrano
consultants, living mainly at the San Manuel
Reservation near San Bernardine, were
interviewed by Harrington in 1918, They
were familiar with the Antelope Valley and
Upper Mohave River drainage areas, and in
decades past had visited the Tejon rancheria.
They considered the Tataviam to have been
closely related in speech to both the Gabri-
elino and the Serrano. They in fact classified
the Tataviam, along with the Gabrieline, as
groups having both social connections and
historical linkages with the Serranc clan

system. Their bsts of Serrano territorial clans
sometimes  included the Tataviam as 4
component unil (Bean et al 1981254
Harringion 1986:RB1L 101, Fr. 344},

Harrngton also inferviewed s Fernandefo
Indian named Sétumo in 1915, He apparently
had worked as a shepherd or vaguero in the
Elizabeth Lake area in his vounger years.
Sétimo used the term “Serrane” to identify
both the Tataviam of the Santa Clurita Basin
ansd the Serrano/ Vanyume to the northeast of
them (Harrington 1986:R1. 106, Fr. 82-9¢, 923,
This identification is interesting because he
did nmot in effect distinguish  Tataviam
speakers as radically different in speech from
the Serrano, as he did the Yokuts, Chumash,
and Kawaiisy from the Kitanemuk and
Serrano. He also noted a distant connection
between what he called the “Serrano”
language and Fernandefo, while he said that
Fernandeno and Gabrielino were closely
related (Harrington 1986:RL 106, Fr. 8091}
Both Harringtons Serrano and Fernandefin
data thereby suggest that Tatavium was a
Takic language, supporting Bright’s tentative
conclusion based on Harrington's Kitanemuk
data (Bright 1975:230).
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GENEALOGICAL EVIDENCE

Yet there is even more we can say about
thie Tataviam than just presenting additional
direct information on geography and linguis-
ties gleaned from Harringtons consultants.
While collecting ethnographic and lnguistic
data, Harrington frequently recorded bio-
graphical and penealogical details regarding
ather Indians known to hiz consultants during
their lifetimes.  Among people mentioned
were those said to be of Tataviam descent.
With the names and places of origin men-
tioned i Harrington’s notes, it becomes
possible (o turn to other ethnographic and
historiographic sources for information on
Tataviam descendants. Of greatest importance
is genealogical evidence m;or(.it.‘d i the San
Fernando Mission sacramental registers that
may be used to confirm and augment Har-
rington’s data and to trace family ancestry to
villages oceupied during the Mission Period.?

Villages thus identified as ancestral villages of

Tataviamn speakers provide an independent
test of direct ethnographic and ethnohistoric
statements regarding territoriality,

Juan José Fustero’s Ancestry

Juan José Fustere (Fig 4) was the first
and primary source of information about the
Tataviam as a distinet cultural and linguistic
entity.” Fustero was fluent in both Kitanemuk
arwd &p&nwh! but he told both Kroeber and
Harrington that his grandparents had spoken
a different language, of which he remembered
only a few words (Kroeber 1915773 Brighn
1975, Harrington 198&:RL 131, Fr. 10-12)
Kroeber did not record  which
Fustero’s fanuly had spoken the differem
language, but did mention that his grandpar-
ents were from “San Francisquito,” while his
mother and father had been raised at Mission
San Fernando.” Harrington’s 1913 notes were
not directed towards precisely determining the
linguistic affiliation of Fustero’s ancestors

siele of

either, but satisfactory inferences may be
made from the brief comments he recorded:

pisukung = La Esperanza, place (plain, buerto)
three miles below Pustero's place. This is in
the Castec language. Fustero’s mother's father
talbed that dislect which is much like the one
that Fustero talks,

San Feroandn [Feroandefio Indiang]
talked different from Casted and from what he
tatks. . .. [There is] no one left whe talks Jthe]
Castec language.

Mewhall talked the Soledad language ~
Fustero’s father was from Soledad. Soledad is
[the] sierra this side of Saugus,

ha-tkwi, = que hay amigo, in language
of Castee and Seledad.  Bor in Fustero's
language say yarned, “que hay, aign.” The old
gmﬂdfmhfzr used m say ha-fowt to Fustero
[Harrington 1986R. L 181, Fr. 101217

From these selected extracts from Har«
rington’s 1913 interview, it may be deduced
that what Fustero termed the “Castec” and
“Soledad” languages were the same. These
two names for the Tataviam are preserved
today as two canyon names, Castaie and
Soledad, tributaries of the upper Santa Clara
River®  Fustero explicitly stated that his
maternal grandfather spoke the “Castec”
language, ie, Tataviam, and because his
father’s parents were from Scledad, they

presumably were Tataviam also.  Fustero’s
opinion was that although the Tataviam

language was distinctive, it was similar to his
own native speech, Kitanemuk,

When Harnington began his fleldwork at
the Tejon Ranch Indian community in 19186,
he obtained more information regarding
Fustere’s ancestry from his  Kitanemuk
consultants,  He was told that Fustero's
parents were named José and Sinforosa. Both
had spoken Kitanemuk as their ordinary
language, but they knew other languages 100,
because they had been raised in a mixed
Hnguisticcommunity at Mission San Fernando
{Harrington  1986:RL. 98, Fr. 10, 23, 37).
Sinforosa had a brother, Casimiro, who had
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Fig. 4.

Juan José Fustero (courtesy of the Ventura
County Museumn of History and Art).

also been known to Harrington's Tejon
consultants and who had eventually moved to
the Tule River Reservation where he died.”
Eugenia Méndez, one of Harrington’s
most important Kitanemuk consultants, had
the following to say about the Tataviam
language and Fustero’s mother’s descent:
When I read to Eugenia Fustero’s “ha-ikwe,”
[she] says ikwi means “amigo” in that difficult
language that Eugenia was telling me about the
other day—that was spoken at La Licbre, This
tribe was called tataviam. The deceased
Simforosa [sic] spoke that because it was ber
language. Her father, Narciso, was tataviam
[Harrington 1986:R1. 98, Fr. 28].
Eugenia’s information reinforced that given by
Fustero. She agreed that his maternal
grandfather had spoken the Tataviam
language. Additionally she provided another
locality that was considered to have been in
Tataviam territory: La Liebre, at the south-

western fringe of the Antelope Valley.
Eugenia gave further information about
Sinforosa’s family: “Casimiro was full brother
of Sinforosa. Their father was Narciso and
Narciso’s wife (their mother) was Crisanta”
(Harrington 1986:R1. 98, Fr. 10},

Eugenia also reported that Juan José
Fustero’s father, José, had a sister named
Felipa, whose name she pronounced as xelipa
(Harrington 1986:Rl. 98, Fr. 10). Both of
Harrington's principal Kitanemuk consultants,
Eugenia Méndez and Magdalena Olivas,
stated that they were relatives of Juan José
Fustero in some way, and Magdalena noted
that she used to hear her “Aunt Felipa” (like
Eugenia, she also pronounced the name
xelipa) speak the Tataviam language (Harring-
ton 1986:RL 9%, Fr. 434). Because the names
are identical and the linguistic affiliation is
what we would expect based on the evidence
given above, there is strong reason to identify
Magdalena’s “aunt” and Juan José Fustero’s
father’s sister as the same individual.

The information recorded by Harrington
makes it possible to identify Fustero's
relatives In the mission registers of San
Fernando and San Buenaventura and to
reconstruct his family tree (see Figs. 5 and 6).
Fustero's paternal grandparents were Zenon
Chaamel and Zenona Germuuna from the
village of Cuecchao, and as Eugenia Méndez
had said, his maternal grandparents were
Narciso, whose village affiliation was Piribir,
and Crisanta, who was from Tectuaguaguiva-
javia. These rancheria names may be further
identifiedusing Harrington’s placename notes.
Cuecchao was apparently the Spanish spelling
for kwitsa'n, a name that Eugenia Méndez
said was in the Tataviam language and
referred to the big range of mountains behind
La Liebre (Harrington 1986:R1 98, Fr. 32;
Earle 1990:94). Pirbit referred to a person
from the village of pi Sukung (Kit. pi'irukung)
on Piru Creek. Tectuaguaguivajavia may cor-
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relate with the Kitanemuk placename k-
waka hyavea, located at Bl Monte on what
later became the Tejon Ranch (Harrington
1986:R1. 98, Fr. 671; Anderton 1988:522).Y

The first of Fustero's ancestors to have
beer baptized was Narciso, who came o the
ission in 1803, when he was only five vears
old. Marciso’s baptismal entry mentions that
his father was an unconverted Indian named
Puncto (Fig. 611 Zenon and Zenona,
Fustero's father’s parents, arrived at the
mission in 1811 with a large group of other
Indians fromvillages along the southern fringe
of the Antelope Valley and in the neighboring
mountainsg, They apparently left the mission
community some years later, because their
som, José, was born sway from the mission
and was already a year old when he was
haptized in 1823 (Fig. 5).% Fustero had said
that his Tather was from Soledad, 50 hiz
grandparents may not have returned to their
native village of Cuecchao after leaving the
mission.  The name “Soledad” may refer
either to the Soledad Canyon region or to La
Soledad, & Mission Period camp that onee
existed on the upper Santa Clara River in the
victnity of Newhall ?

Fustero’s maternal grandmother, Crisanta,
came to San Fernando relatively lste in the
Mission Pariod, being baptized in October,
1821 (Fig. 6). She was married later that veur
to Narciso. Two of Crisanta's grandparents
andd a great-grandfather previously had been
baptized in 1804. Her grandfather’s village
affiliation was Punivit, a name correlated with
FPu'ning, a Serrano/Khanemuk village located
northwest of Elizabeth Luke in the Antelope
Valley (Harnngton 1986:RL 98, Fr. 675-676;
Earle 1090:93),  Crisanta’s grandmother's
affiliation was Tumijaivit, referring to an
unlocated village, Her grandmothers sister
was married to a Quissaudit chief. The latter
village reference is Hkely an alternate Spanish
spelling for kwitsa'e near La Licbre.

The order of baptism of Fusteros
grandparents reflects to some extent the incre-
mental spread of Mission San Ferpando's
influence. After s establishment in 1797, the
mission drew its earliest converts from the
San Fernando Valley, then gradually expanded
ite proselytizing activities to the Upper Santa
Clara River Valley and the Santa Monia
Mountains. By the end of 1805, the reduction
of the Indhian population in these latter areas
was largely completed.  The next region to
reEceive missionary attention was the territory
north of the San Gabriel Mountaing at the

southern fringe of the Antelope Valley, &
large group of Indians from villages located in
this region was baptized in 1811, including
Fustern's paternal grandparents. In smaller
groups, Indians from farther alield, especially
Kitanemuk and Serrane, continued 16 join the

¢

mission comumunity until the end of the
Mission Period tn the 1830s.

The information about Fusters's family
refationships contained in Harrington's notes
and the mission documents is consistent in the
identification of villages that were Tataviam,
Fustero’s  pareats  had  apparently  used
Kitanemuk as their ordinary speech, but
Fustere™s maternal grandfather was Tataviam
from Pire, and his paternal grandparents had
come from a village with & Tataviam name,
Cuecchao (kwitsa o}, located in the vicinity of
La Liebre. Further information about the
atter village comes from consideration of the
ancestry of another Tataviam speaker,

Agustin and Teodora

The San Fernando baptismal revords
reveal that in 1837 & group of Indians arrived
at the mission who had been bving for some
years in the vicinity of La Lisbre On Juns
&, 1837, five children from Cueochas, ranging
in age from 4 to 7 vears, were baptized {Entry
BMos, 2800-2904%  In all cases these children
were progeny of former neophytes who had
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i they tived in the desert. From akatsing the
Liebre Mountaln thad ju scross fthe hosnron]
Yooks big ~ from this {Tehachapt Moniains] side
# dovs ant look <o tig. The name of that ;:tcrra

grande s Awitser. That bs the corredt a9
Hug siys kwiisaong  somotimes E‘shm

prosides] no eymeology fhecause the name
feons the] Pujedor Janguage [Herrdogtoe 1986
RE 98, Fr. 13130

it s clear from thes quotation that Eugeaia’s
anrat had besry married fo a Tatavian speaker
and that Bogeniz had lived for a time with
x?mr family i sibawing.  Her siatoments
8T lmgu:\ andd geography
: o as highly hile.

Because the pame of his former wife,
Hubia, way mentioned in the 1837 register
: " myay be iewtified as 8 man
iy baptized as “Faustine,” who was
i oup of Antelope Valley
Endmm whe seeived at Mission Sas Fernando
i 1R {Bap. Mo, 18563 His Indian same
5% f&iCW'-}.’E"d wx Ovoguenimene. Fausting's
Spanish name apparently became trangformed
into “Agustin® becsuse of the difficully the
Endisns had in pronouncing the Spanish /172
He was tweniy years old when be orviginally
same 1 the mission from Suasegena.

Althongh the lovation of Shwras
aaknown, it may be presumed to have beent a
Tataviam village. Agostin’s reconstruoted e
suzadogy {Fig, 73 reveals that both his .ﬁath
and first wife ware from Coevchao, 2 village
previousty identified as Tatidam. These Rin-
ship connections and Bugenia Méades's testi-
many that Agustin was 2 patbve Tataviam
speaker supgest thar Stoevegena may be
added 1o the et of known Tataviam rancheria
PRI,

To contimie with what s kaown abour
Agpastin's farutly history, we return to & secting
of Harrington’s notes from bis long intervies
in 1916 with Bugenis Méndez, iv which she
described  her  Iamily's  participation  In
mourning ceremenies held at various festas;
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Eugonia was Hving st the place back of Newhall
fribarsing?]  when [she] went o the San
Fernando and met'apge’w fiestas.  Then all
{the] family went over (o El Piro in that same
summer and bad {a] jacal thers. Bugenig's
aumt [Teodoral was warried o a $in
[Ag*mim} -he was the caplidn grande of Lo
f)m}a W1 The fiesta was at La Orsja (not at
pindangy. Later Bogenix's sunt and uede
{the mp;izziz) went to Saticoy o help Luis
Francieo and his wile Maris propare the fiesta
there ~ Eugenia’s ancle JAgusting adso had other
business there, Bugema’s mother and the rest
oof them remaned at Bl Piro- her mother pree
paring bellota [acorn meal] o gve o the
capitdn [Lais Francisco] at Saticoy, These food
presents were not ghen a5 pay Lo the capitdn
Fiestero, but 1o assist bim i feeding the poople
at his figsta

Eugenia with hor owo eyes saw her aunt
take a sk scarf that . . . [had belonged to her]
danghter {who bad died some vme . . before
the fiesta of San Fornando) and wrap it o a
bundle ... and tie the most costly kind of
string {of buads] abont #oand pwt U inge a fime
basket., The aunt took this 1o Saticoy and there
gave it to Marfa (Luis Franciseo’s wafe) to burn
at the burning [roursing ceremany]., . . .

Eungenig's aunt was Teodora, Teodora's
daughter that died (mentioned abowe) was also

“'3 4 4‘43%1 i
S EseGE

Agustin's genen

Frangisea
X

3

B OTRTH

Lot :‘3.—»:

<al refationships.

dora. She died m Bl Piro, Teodora’s

named Teo

younger sister, Francisca, was just Engonia’s age
angd dicd shortly after Teodiws o

Teodora had {five children]  [1] Francho
{died ~ Bogenia never saw), {2 ‘mnihm girl
{Eugenia a§;=.% not know hor name, {she] dind
cardy- f"&s;@m‘m nover saw herd, { j Francisea
(o, 23 {died as said above~ Fupenia saw he rl,
{41 Francisca {grow up o manhood and died at
Las Tunas), {3] Teodora {ied as said
abovel,

Mo doubt Teodors and her husband
{Agustin] burned things of [their daughter]
Teodora at Bl Pire hesta too, and may have
sent things to the vapitan of San Fervands for
the fiests thore [Harmngton 1986RL B8, Fr,
166-167].

The mission register data on Agustin’s and
Teodora’s childeen corroborate some of
Fugenia’s testimony (Fig. 71 As hay been
mentioned,  two f»hzlf,ixm, Teodora  and
Francisco, were baptized i 1837

Although
we have been unsuccessful in identifying her
baptismal entry, a third child, Francisca, is
documented when the latter was married on
June 26, 1837 (Mar, No. 8600, No mission
register imformation has been found for the
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remaining  Iwo sl
Teiudora mertioned by Eugenga.

Agustin war cpasidered o have besn »
chiet of w community of former Misslon San
Ferpamdo Indi avigm tercitory, and
¢ huis
Tondbea, was mareied in 1848 o
:I*-v‘* som o the “Maltae Chied”
t grantess of Hanwho
he %an Fermando Ve
,w;} Agustin's death ocourred wt
storik, where appavently the famidy had
el sometime atter the estahdishment in
A5% of the 1 San Rebastion Indiin
Reservabion on the Tepgon Banch {Giifen and
Further mformmnn Lzmuz

chifdeen of Agustin

4‘1s;i:ar11:~;k

Metehor, Estanislao, and the Tataviam

Conapunity af La Pastoris

I whose

FLOGTEES
Fhe imilw~

Melehor was another individun
sams would often arise during i
spzstioning about the Tataviam,

iwrmd mayarinme oi‘
H

EEI »hLPh( rl B the ranch. He

alao
mentinned that Melchor's eripgled brother,
Maten «of aw chief wnd “medich

b {Latta

Melchor was corrobarated by Ho Mons, a

ca a>uh<s at to Hagrington {Harrington 198511
. Fr., 6518

R\wa brothers nerped Malvhor and Mateo
may be Wentified in the San Fernende
el reglster. Thelr parents were
sistus Cabigd, the son of the chief of
wanerga, and Epifanin Safiverden from
snecohan (Fig. 81 Techonange was situaied
nesr the head of the Sasta Clavs River

Yalley, sccordingto sthnogesgeaphiz informa-
tion contaimed in ainsteenth-century Spas
wanuseripts (King and Blackburn 978 O
Hiﬂ;\ personal communication 199 and Fig
¥, this seticle ). Codechad was located newr La
Liehre, a5 puntioesd above. Epifarda was
among the large groap of Amtedope Valley
frchians who came to Mission San Fernandn
iy 1E1E s has been mentioned previasly.
Ab that tires, she was married 1o the son of
the chief of Pebuwran angd his wife, a P
womnan {Fig Cinly Pobatan has not been
located; all thee wiher villages named aceord
well with tereitory anributed to the Tataviam
by Harringron's comsultants,

A 1850 census of Low Angeles County
lists & nlmber of Mission San Fernando In-
dizns Hving in separate wmmunitieﬂ and
ranchos iy inkuwd reglons.  One of thess
TIE g operations was headed by an over-
seer naimed Dol schoa, Among his hudian
laberees  ase ﬁtm;%im» {ie, Bstanilao),
delchor, Mateo, Also {isted
with this group s 30 Indian named Clemunte
{ Newmark and Newmark 1929068701, By (854
this community of Tadians had moved o the
soathern San Josguin Valley,  The Los

Angeles Bear veported on Janvary 17 of that

year that oz of the Tejdn reservation ssttle-
ments of Wi Indans was headed by “Stan.
mfaus from the mountains near San Fernan-
do” and “ender him Clemente from Lake
Blizgabeth”™ (Giffen and Woodward 1942; 304
Twoyears leger, the navw “Stanistan” appears
a5 o of ten Tejon Indisn chiefs listed in
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LS, congressional documents (Merriam M8}
The location where Estanislao and his
people settled may be identified as Pastoria
Creek at the southern end of the San Joaguin
Valley., Their village was called dipowhi by the
Chumash, fripowhi by the Yokuts, and powl
by the Kitanemuk. The etymology of thiz
name cannot be analyzed for any of the above
languages. Bugenia Méndez told Harrington
that the “correct real name {was] poxws” and
stated that it might be in the Tataviam
language (Harrington 1986:R1L 98, Fr. 92).
{posi was] the name of the bare stony il
which lies to the past of the mouth of Pastoria
canyon, across the canvon from the Flying
Squireel Spring place. ... H was in front of
this stony knoll that there was a rancheria of
Pujadores. BEupeoia later explained 10 me that
Sebastiana must have meant that there was 3
rancheria of them thore in recent Christian
times, because in primitive times the mouth of
Fasioria canyon did not belong to the territory
of the i?ug‘aémes but thelr torcitory was way
aver by La Lichre [Harrington 1985:R1 89, Fr.
5131 ‘

The name La Paworia, meaning “the pasture
fand,” seems to be related to the occupations
of muany of the former San Fernando Indians
who settled there. Both Harrington's notes
and the testimony of 1. J, Lopez indicate that
Estanislao, Melchor, and other members of
their families were shepherds, The size of the
settlement is deseribed ax consisting of only
three or four jecales by the 18705 It was
abmndoned before 1880 when Melchaor, Mateo,
and their fumlies were foreed by the Tejon
Ranch management to relocate their commu-
nity to Puso Creek just above the ranch
commissary. Melchor and his wife died not
long after their move ({Latta 1970129
Harrington 1985:RL 100, Fr. 1183),

More is known sbout Melchor's descen-
dants and family lstory than for most of the
Tataviam Indians who had settled in the
Teién region.  His first marnage was
Angela at Mission San Fernando in 1539
{Mar. No, 871}, A later wife was Felipa, the
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paternal aunt of Juan José Fustero, by whom
he had a child, born in 1852 {San Bugnaven-
tura Bap, Bk 2, Noo 15390} This is the same
Felipa whom Magdalena Olivas called “aunt,”
who spoke Tataviam {see above} {(Harrington
1986:R1. 98, Fr. 434).

Melchor had two sons who reached
adulthood, Fusebio and Miguel Elias, both
named, st least in part, for their grandfathecs
brothers {see Fig. 8}, The former wasg
murdered while shepherding on the Tejon
Ranch {Harrington 1985:RE 89, Fr. 1482}
The latter was once marned to Josela
Cordero, a Yokuts woman who was 0 serve
as a consultant to Harrington at Tejon Ranch
in 1916 {Harrington 1986:RL 100, Fro 180-
1813 Miguel Elias later overstepped the
bounds of the law and served nearly tour
years at San Quentin Prison™  After his
refease, he did not return to the Tejon Ranch
but moved to the Tule River Reservation
where he married a Yawelmani Yobkuts
woman and raized two sons {Harongton
Ya86:R1 97, Fro 298, RL 100, Fr. 250). One of
hiz zons, Rosendo Elias or “Ross Bllis,” later
served as a Yokuts lnguistic consultant for
Harrington and Newman (Newman 1944:3;
Mills 1985148}

Altamirang Badillo

Another indvidual who had lived at La
Pastoriz was an Indian with the unusual nams
of Altamirano Badillo, two Spanish surnames
strung together.  Kroeber and Harrington
both collected information about this man,
and O, Hart Merriam actually interviewed him
in 1905 (Merriam 1905, 1967:435)% In the
notes of these researchers, Badillo i variously
spelted “Vadillo,” *Vadilla,” *Vadive,” “Va-
dio,” “Vadeo,” and even *Video!™ Merriam
recorded that “Alo Mirano Vadio™ had been
born on Pire Creek and as a child had lived
at Camulos.  He later lived 15 years at
Cahuenga before moving to La Pastoria,

where he lived for two years. His last resi-
dence was in Tejon Canyon (Merriam MS).
Merriam vollected & vocabulary from Badillo
that has been shown to be Kitanemuk
{Anderton 1988:666-084).

Based on an interview at Tejdn with
Maria Ignacia, & Tulamnpi Yokuts woman,
Kroeber made the following notes:

feipowi en la Pastoria, creek to west of hore.
{The people there] talked different from San
Emigdio, ontirely.  {Maria] does not know
ftheir] longuage or tribal name; all dead
{They] saad w w v u for “yes” Badillo in next
house to Mards knows a few words of the
tanpuage.  She thinky Badillo [was} bora in
Camulos [Rrochar 1905271

Harrington recorded additional informa-
tion about Badillo from several of his consul-
tants at Tejon in 19162

Vadiyo {old man who lived .. . in the house
just #bove horg where the old Mexican fives . .
now) died here 2 years ago -1t s now golng on
3 years fo. 1M13) His Iy talked Puojador.
. José Juan said that Vadivo died hore and
that a man who came writing langusges had
wirked with him [apparently Merriam], José
Juan sadd that it was a fine sounding langoage
and had some contar {singing guality] when they
talked. Vadive bad oo other name koown to
Eugenia, All his relatives are dead [Harnington
198a:RE 98, Fro 98l
Badille's father and mother both were from Sun
Fernando., Eugenia doss not know that cither
Badille's father or mother or Badillo himself
tatked Tatavizm. Bul many &t San Fernando
Mission did end so Eugemia imagined that
Badillo may hase,

o

Roroteo [Doroteo] was father of Badille.
vermo [Guillrmo] was father of Rorotes,
paterna grandfather of Badillo, Roroteo and
tyermatatked pure hito (Fernandefo language).
They did not talk Jamonat [Serranc/ Kiane-
muk] at all, Fugenia knew them. . ..

Badillo’s mother was named Juana, She
was daoghter of Polonia. Juana and Polonia
talked both Jaminat and Fersandefio [Har-
rington 198G:R1L 98, Fr. 441]

From the information collected by
Merriam, Kroeber, and Harrington, it is not
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at sl clear that Badille actually grew up
speaking any Indian languages other than
Serranc/Kitanemuk and Fernandefio. Thanks
to Harrington's genealogical  information
recorded from Eugenia Méndez, it is possible
to determine that Badillo was indeed partially
of Tataviam ancestry by reconstructing his
family tree based on mission records (Fig. 9).

As was the case with others identified as
Tataviam descendants, Badillo had ancestors
from the Tataviam village of Cuecchup
{hwitsa'e) In the Liebre Mountains. His
maternal grandfather was base Cacaguama
from Cuecchao, who, when he was baptized,
was described as fuerto mordido por un oso
‘one-eyed [from being] bitten by 4 bear’
Fsaae came to Mission San Fernando in 181)
with the large group of Indians from Antelope
Valley villages. His wife, Apolonia Panegue,
and two children were natives of Chibuna
{refvung), & Serrano village near Elizabeth
Lake® Isanc’s and Apolonia’s mothers were
alzo among those baptized in 1811 both
originated from Cugcchas,

Eugenia’s statements about the lainguages
spoken by Badillo’s parents and grandparents
aecord well with his reconstructed genealogy
and do not conflict with other mdormation
that he was partly of Tataviam descent, His
paternal grandfather, Guillermo, was said to
speak Fernandefio, which is consistent with
someone whose parents were from villages at
the western end of the San Fernando Valley:
Siwtcangn {(Encino) and Caluenga (Fig 9%
Hismaternal grandmother’s language wagsaid
to be Jaminat, usually given as a synonym for
Kitanerauk (Blackburn and Bean 1978:5649),
but, as used by Harrington's consultants, also
referring to other Serrano dialects (Earle

1990:93),
Badille’s own identity in the mission

registers remains somawhat of a mystery, His
parents, Dorotec and Juana, had four children

horn between 1838 and 1840, The last of

these was a boy named Marin (Fig. 93 Given
the way many Spanish names were pro-
nounced m Indian langusges, examples of
which appear above, it i3 possible to suggest
that Marin may have bevome “Alto Marin”
(Big Marin), Iater to be transformed into
“Altamirano”™  The United State Census
(U85 Census Office 186(0:R) 59, Fr. 5341) lists
a  wineteen-year-old  Indian boy  named
“Badillo” on the same page as other Indians
settled in the Piru Creek vicimity, His age
would match that of Marin, if the latter had
adopted the surname Badillo by this time.

Other

Tataviam Speakers

Besides those whose gensalogies have
bean presented above, there are several other

Indians who were mentioned  as  being
Tataviam  descendants by Harrington's

vonsultants. One of these was a blind man
narned Juan Jusé Lopex:

The gf‘zmﬁfaiiwr, gmn(ﬁmﬁﬁhu nmihs‘

umh aﬁi 1?’:1 mm i’m! 500 f {dﬂﬁ{‘ﬁ %h,
{h stays wp around here fin Tegon Canyon).
His mather talked pure Jominare and [the]
Fernandeho language, but bis gramdlather and
srandmother talked  Tataviam iHarnington
IR RL 98, Fr. 114]

Sriss apa oveg is Foan José Lopey’ {the blind
He had board house Fhua
mm.ai barley there, Then [hel bad
pyesight, [He was] unmarried, Fuge
asked Bim a short tme if he tutks Fernan-
defo, He amswered roal micely that i was rue
that Fornandeno s bis binguage, but that they
tatked only Jeminote at home., When he was
David's age, his mwther died, s father baving
died stifl carlier, and he was raised by bis
gosdmether, who was pamed Oatering and wis
g member of the Lapes lamily st Ban Fernando,
He tatks no Tataviam. His maternal grandfa-
ther tatked Tatwdam, bat i wag nover talked &
home,  Joan José Lépes talks Josdogie ba
poorly, very poorly [Haromgton I98GRE 98, Fr,
209-210.
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lema and José Imm ii}iis as] say iim% Fuasn Jost
Livpez talks Jaminate but dovs not talk it at ol
fuently. He snderstands # perfectly, but does
nat talk it much,

It i troe thal he s silly and does’t want to
talk Indian, but be docs not know bow to talk
it at ol well soveay. And when 8 comes 1o the
pussibility of bis knowing Licbresio [Tataviam},
neither Magdalena por José Juan [Olivas)
thinks that he knows a word of . They
consider that language entirely dead with the
ath of Badille and Casimirn [Harrington
GRRY 2, Fr. 43),

Unfortunately, no baptismal entry for a Juan
José has been idemtified in the late 1830s
onward in the Mission San Fernando regis-
ters, and without any names for Juan JQ%C‘
i&épms parents or grandparents, it has not
been possible 1o reconstruct his genealogy.®
The fact that his family lived at fkatsing,
where the Tataviam chief Agustin lived (see

above), suggests thut an enclave of Tataviam
people seems to have settled together in a
part of their old territory i post-Mission
times.

Another pame of a Tataviam man was
provided by Bugemia Méndez from an event
she witnessed as a girl:

paga’, payase [ceremonial leader]. He iz an old

man who goos walking littde by little, velling.

Eugenia saw [a] page” at Bl Piro fiesta, He was

named Alefonso and was shouting in Talaviam

language. Eugenia did not know what he was
saving, That old man was not of El Piro~lived
at Aan Fersando [Harringion 1986:R1L 98, Fr.

235].

A man named “Alifonzg,” “95" years old, s
listed (o the 1850 census of Los Angeles
County among other San Fernando Mission
indians (Newmark and Newmark 1929:71).
The most likely candidate for this man iz
ldefonso Ligniguinassum, an Indian from the
village of Tochaborunga, who was baptized in
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1804 (Bap. No. 1216). The possibility that the
latter village might have been Tataviam gains
support from identification of another former
San Fernando Mission Indian, Norberto, who
tived at Rancho El Tején:

Old Camile ... was oeighbor of Moschor

{after Melchor moved to Paso Creek]. Camile

talked pthe} Pornamdefio language, and somep

Jamioat., Nolberto, who talked Jaminal, was

also neighbor, and Dved newr Menchor, and

may have boen Tattavvam abo [Harrington

1986:R1. 97, Fr. 298],

Camilo and Norberto may be wdentified
with two  individuals who have  already
appeared in the reconstructed pgenealogies
presented earlier. Camilo was a great-uncle
by marriage to Altamirano Badille (Fig. 9},
and Norberto was a nephew of Agusting a
Tataviam chief (Fig. 7). Like ldefonso
{mentipned above), Norberto was a native of
the village of Techaborunga.

CORCLUSION

Our  genealogical  reconstructions  {or
Tataviam descendants have demonstrated re-
markable convergence and consistency in an-
vesiral village affiliation. Most prominent in
all of the genealogies is the village of Cuec-
chae, identified with bwitsi ‘o, a placename in
the Tataviam language that referred to the
Lishre Mountains. Genealogicad researchalso
supports the Tataviam affiliation attribmted 1o
FPiru and Tochonange (King and Blackburn
1978}, Two additional villages, not hitherto
recognized as Tataviam, have alo been
identified: Siutasegena and Tochaborunga.

The correspondence between (1) ancestral
villages traced using genealogival evidence and
{2} independently elicited information regard-
ing Tataviam territoriality builds confidence
in the reliahility of the ethnographic record
compiled by Kroeber and Harrington., The
distinctiveness of the Tataviam as an ethnic
entity, separate from the Kisnemuk and
Fernandefo, is supported by our research,
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The process of working with genealogical
records also has produced hwmn 2al informa-
tion regarding the fate of a number of
Tataviam families and cmmmmmiifzs #% they
intermarried, moved, and were absorbed into
other Indian settlements in south central
California during the middle to late nine-

taenth century.  Our research inchoates that
several families of Tataviam descenduanis

persisted imo the twentieth century, indicating
some degree of genetie survival, although
their language was largely lost 1o posterity,

KOTES

1. This artick 15 anticipated to be the first in

3 mn ;‘mri stdy of Tataviam ethoobistory and
st analysis of some new linguistic data
ﬁi_ﬁ?m‘i&hﬂiit’:{i oo ation with Pamela Munro and
Adice Anderfon s in progross.
20 D gheore’eng, seo | :

Fr. 543 Kroshor {1925420 acted a rancheria
called “Akuranga™ as locsted at La Prosy new
Mission San Gabriel, but the latter is a locabty
distinet from the Nsﬁ:whaﬁ :spring si{ezs ntzsiwiﬁmamiv
‘ : walang, soo
F:-. 534

nghon (19SGERL 98

Harringlon {18580 254, Rz
54y re gard;m tikats ms md.
Harrington {1986 Ri 9%, Fr. 250
used ag for Harrington's
Tatsviam words thry
3. Wo have referred 1o the Bepemé of Gareds

w5 Dhesert Serrang, These were speakers of diale
of the Serrann language whe bved in the Mojave
Desert. The eouk who lived west of them in
the Tc%zmhapi Moumtams also spoke g disfedt of
Serrang which they called Jerminat (Hami
4, i’m?*it,mﬁ 0 using mission rogister dm forr
purposss have been deseribed by
{1987y and Johnson (1988}, among others,
ulied o partial transoript
cotsters propared by Thomas
Workman Temple (MS) and then supplemented
Temple’s information by working diveatly wath
3 gisters  at Eha

S
v Wg have
Saf o placenames and
bowd this paper.

Lag
mpmm‘ii m&miw wWay prumrf‘é tm ('LT.
Merriam by Stella Clomence {Merram
Some of our transeriptions of Indian names

w particulars from those copied by Temple
Clemence, an  undesstandable  sustion gven
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diffiendties in reading missionary handwriting and
&wmg} de grees of familiarity with native Emgaagws,
oo Smith (1969) for a short biography of

Juay José Fustara,

&, Krocher eguated San Francisquitn with the
Mewhall Ranch, The name San Francisquito was
;:Ec»rivc‘d from Raocho San Frandsco Xavier, an
(:f Ms 55100 ‘mn f”ummlo E‘ri..;t was

king .19‘!;} Krna%sm 5 r:m{m fia} xmt makt
whether Fuslere's grandparents wer lving
Francisquito only as part of the community
i ans stationed there or whether they
had been assaciated with the abariginal village of
ssavwayung that existed there prioe to the mission
rancho's establishment,
7. In this and other quotations {rom Harring-
bon's noles, we %mwz hghtly edited the matoriak
smbining  repebitiv phm%{ fully  spelling
roviated words, «‘ub Guling the consultant’s
mame for “inf,” and i.mn,.«l,.mng) some words and
hrases  originally written o Spansish.  Owr
cations of particular persons and places
appear o brackets or are discussed more Tully in the
et of the article apd in the end m
2. The wame “Casted” or "4
from the Venturetio Chumash village bashiig located
ai ( “astac L&i«e df. i%m hwd \xi (JI"- ;ﬁ:wim, {\smtm

was appﬁfmfv r nmmxxh%r fe oA
(S’nmmxh being appbed 10 8 eeck in
Tataviam territory (Johnaon 1978}

8. Juan José Fostero's uncle Castmiro was still
bving when Erocber, Harrington, and Mornam
underiook their earliest feldwark at the Tule River
Reservalion. But at the time of their various visits,
these rescarchers do not seem to have realized that
Castmiro might bhave informed them sbowt an
undosumented fangoage.  Tndeed;, Krocbers 1918
article o i tiscovery of the Tataviam
language had not vel appearcd before Casimire’s
death,  Krocber’s information from his Yokuois
comsuliant, José Marla Cholola, indicated that
Casimire \,poka Fernandedo {Krocber 1906:1, 58),
while Harrington's vanous mmsziidnl=~ stated that he
had spoken Kitsnemul, Tatavi :tm Fernanduhn, and
Yentureho  Chumash in addi m Spamish
{(Harringlon 1985RL 89, Fr, ‘?,51’53 438, 19861 98,
Fr. 615, RL 106, Fr. 1250

Hareingtos seteally intorviowed Casimire in
October, 1914, but only eliciied two placenames
{Leavayung and apenga) frovm him during a bricf visit
{Harrington 1985:R1 82, Fr. 2). . Hant Merriam
also may have met Casimiro, whish he implics in a
shart notation about the Tején Indians:

AL Tejon or Tule River, Old Man Casamero

29
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[sic}~Came originally from Pirn Creek and

Camulus, Lived for some time at Licvra [sic]

{not an aboriginal rancherfs at Lieves). His

pame for people (or tribe) is kool His name

for place 1 mah?? 1 don’t seom to have any

vorabulary from him [Merriam M381L
Although the two words Merriam wrote down from
Casimiro seem fo have been Chumash (ong was
doubifully recorded), o i difficult (o draw any
conchusions from these; because of the diversity of
languages attributed to him,

10, Only one other haptism at San Fernando
listed avariation of this placename as a village -
fation. In 1818 8 year-old girl from Tecfeciyevave,
christened Murie de Josis, was listed into the
baptismad register (Entry Ne. 2337 Her parents
ware unbaptized Indians named Patinenyec and
Cugpam.

11 8o far, we have been unable to dentify
Narciso's parents in the San Fernando registers,
althoug ix it is likely they were baptized. A large
m;mhu of people from "Pire were haptized within
a few months of Narcise's christening, 1mludmg the
chief of the village, but none of the men’s Indian
uames match that given for Narciso's father.

12, Fugitivian secms {0 have been more
provalint at Mission San Fernando than at other
missions i South Central Talifrnia, There are 2
fair number of instances recorded in the registers,
crally in the later Mission Period, the 1820s and
18305, whors evidence may be found regarding
individuals and families who had Hed fom the
mission to the Anielope Valley and scuthers
Tehachapt Mouatains.

13, The location of “La Seledad™ on the “Rig
de Santa Clara” is shown on & niseteenth-contury
diserio for Rancho San Francisco (Engstrand 19899,
also see Figure 2 of this article for a different disesdin
of the same land g“mm) Perking (1957:111) iraplied
that “La Soledad™ came 6 be used as the general
name for the easterly end of the Ruanche San
Francisen grant.

4. One of these was Joan José Pustero's
grandmother, Zenona, who as a widew had returned
to her birthplace at Cnecchar. There she bore
another chibd, Feliciana, who was among the
children baptized from “Cuchau” (e, Curcchao)
on June &, 1837 at Mission San Fernando. Zenona
remarricd a2 man samed Antoning in 1841 {San
Fernando Mar, 8833, The latter has been tentatively
identificd 23 a Serrano Indian from the village of
Atongaing {San Fernando Bap. 2110}

15. Las Tunas and La Pastorla were nine-
feenth-century Indian settlements on the Tejon
Ranch in the Southern San Joaquin Valley
{Merriam 1967}, “El Piro” refers to the Indian
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community of former San Fernando Mission Indians
on Pire Creek, where the Fastero family also e,

16, Similarly, Juan Jose Fustero®s sister’s name,
Felipa, was pronounced “wlipe™ by Kitanomuk
spaakers, as has besn provicusly noted.  See
Johmson (1988:17-18) for other examples of name
srapsformations in the mission registers.

17, LaOrejs was an Indian community on Fira
Creek. The Spanish name, meaning “the sy, was
a loan translation from its Dsdian placename:
ghavaves in Kianemuk or kalie i Veaturefio
Chumash {Applegate 197532 Harrington 1985:R1
93, Fr. 873 Anderton 1988345,

18, The series of Gestas wentioned by Bugema
were huld during the covrse of a single semmer and
have been describpd previously by Blackburn
{1976:232). It s tompting o wwrelate the Saticoy
fiesta she attonded with a major g8 theriog of 300 to
HI0 Indians that was held there in the fall of 1863
and that was reported i an carly nowspaper article
{Heizer 19%073).  However, the Saticoy festa
witnessed by Bugenia in her childhood may have
occurred as much as a decade carlior. Luks
Franciseo was the chiel of the Saticoy Indians ia
posi-Mission times (Hudson 1974143, Taylor 1863,

19. Francisea 1 described in her marriage
gatry as being the daughter of Agustin and 2 é‘i.ﬁﬁlib
mother {Am Teadora had not yet been baptived).
She married 2 man samed Ygino de Josis, whose
parents were from the Castac Chumash vitlage of
Sujuinjos, Francisca dicd sometime peior to 1845
when Yginio, her widowed hushand, remarried
{Mar. No. 818}, The latter became the founding
fathar of the Yginio fomily at Pirg and Tejon (see
Latts 1976:122-126), Ooe of bis daughters, Ross,
became the wife of Juan José Fustero o 1881 (San
Busnaventura Mar, 1448),

20, Harrington referred to Pedro kuweye, an
Indian resident of Tejon Ranch, as “old Pedro”™ to
differentiate bim from the latter's son-in-law, Pedro
Vitlareal, Sebastiang, of Yokuts sncesiry and widow
of José Yginio, was asother consultant to Har-
rington at the Tejon Ranch {Mills 1985.145),

21 Lafta (1976) also dizcussed s former San
Fernando Indian nareed Camilo a5 being a brother
of Matco and Melchor,  This i3 &pmrmﬂy
EFEOREOUS, according to both misdon register
avidenes and Harrington's notes, Estovan Miranda,
3 Tithatulabad Todian, who had been raised in the
Tején Indian community, mentinned to Harrington

that “Old Camile” Bved near Melehor and Mateo
an Bl Pago Creek on the Tejon Ranch, but claimed
aex redative status for him (Harnington 198%R1 101,
Fr. 7). Anotber of Harrington’s consuliants, Bill
Chico, named two other Indinng, Ve entura and
Clemente, as Melchor's brothers, but these two are

not documented a3 sibliogs using mission register
evidence {(Harrington 1I985:RL 14, Fr. 15}

22, Aceording to information contained in his
prison register entry (Mo, 7789}, “Magill Melchoie”
{sicy had been comvieted of assault and served his
seatence between Qotober 7, 1877, and May 7, 1881,
His age in 1877 was 22 years, and he was described
as 50t 5 n (163 myy wall, with “square features,
wide jaws, mole or side of seck fand] on left collar
buine, sear [at] bass of thumb fand] on back of lelt
shoulder blade, stout bullt” (San Quentin Prison
1851185587, entry no. 7789). Harrington recorded
the story of Melehor's son Migusl Elias several
times from his various consulians (e, Harrington
TeRasRY U7, Fr. 298, BRI L, Fr, 305),

23, Muoream's notes from bis visits 1o the Topon
Ranch indicate that he photographed “Vadip”
(Merriam MS), bul o pictwres of him are so
dentified in his photographiv sollection now on file
at the Bancroft Library.

24, Eagenin Mender stated thay shung was
Jaminat w speech {Harrington 1986:RL 98, Fr, 676).

25 A case that may be parallel to that of
Badillo can be documented for an Indian man
known as “Jim Alt,” meaning “Big Jim.” The
latter was a Yokuts man born and vased at Teidn,
whus later served as an Indian policeman at the Tule
Rn‘i Reservation {(Harrington 19852RLIOG, Fr.

v } A
Juan José's Spanish surname, Lipez, was
;seimpic{i from that of his godparents, who radsed
him. The latter were the parents of José Fesas
Lapez, who later became mavordomo of Raocho El
Tejon (Latta 1976:251),
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