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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
LSA Associates, Inc. (LSA) was retained by the City of Moreno Valley to conduct a cultural 
resources assessment of the approximately 121-acre project site for the Eucalyptus Industrial Park 
project in the City of Moreno Valley, Riverside County, California. The cultural resources assessment 
was conducted pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The purpose of the 
study was to determine whether there is potential for the proposed project to impact archaeological or 
historical resources. 
 
A records search, field survey, and SB 18 Native American consultation were conducted for the 
project site. The records search determined that there have been 26 previous cultural resources studies 
conducted within one mile of the project and one of these (RI-2172) encompassed the entire project 
(Appendix A). Eighty-seven prehistoric and historical cultural resources have been recorded within 
the one-mile radius. The nearest cultural resource to the project site is a prehistoric bedrock grinding 
slick (CA-RIV-2865), located approximately 750 feet from the southwestern boundary. No cultural 
resources have been previously documented within the project site and none were identified during 
the field survey. There are no standing structures. Native American consultation as part of SB 18 
compliance was conducted for the project. LSA requested that a Sacred Lands File (SLF) search be 
performed by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) on July 13, 2011. The NAHC 
responded on July 20 to state that the SLF search did not identify Native American cultural resources 
in the project area. The NAHC also provided a list of 10 Native American contacts that might have 
knowledge of cultural resources that could be affected by the project. These individuals/organizations 
were contacted by letter sent via certified mail dated July 25, 2011. None of the 
individuals/organizations contacted had knowledge of cultural resources that could be affected by the 
project. A number of tribes did request copies of the final report and these requests are documented in 
the Native American consultation appendix of this report (Appendix B). 
 
Therefore, it is LSA’s recommendation that no cultural resources are likely to be impacted by the 
proposed project and LSA recommends a finding of no impact for archaeological and historical 
resources. If previously undocumented cultural resources are identified during earthmoving activities, 
a qualified archaeologist shall be contacted to assess the nature and significance of the find, diverting 
construction excavation if necessary. 
 
If human remains are encountered, State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states that no further 
disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has made a determination of origin and disposition 
pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. The County Coroner must be notified of the find 
immediately. If the remains are determined to be prehistoric, the Coroner will notify the Native 
American Heritage Commission (NAHC), which will determine and notify a Most Likely Descendant 
(MLD). With the permission of the landowner or his/her authorized representative, the MLD may 
inspect the site of the discovery. The MLD shall complete the inspection within 48 hours of 
notification by the NAHC. The MLD may recommend scientific removal and nondestructive analysis 
of human remains and items associated with Native American burials. 
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INTRODUCTION 
LSA Associates, Inc. (LSA) was retained by the City of Moreno Valley to conduct a cultural 
resources assessment of the approximately 121-acre project site for the Eucalyptus Industrial Park 
project in the City of Moreno Valley, Riverside County, California. As shown in Figure 1, the project 
is in the southwest ¼ of Section 2, Township 3 South, Range 3 West, San Bernardino Baseline and 
Meridian (U.S. Geological Survey [USGS] 7.5-minute series Sunnymead, California quadrangle, 
1967, and is depicted on the photorevised 1980 update). The project is bounded by State Route 60 on 
the north, Pettit Street on the west, Quincy Street on the east, and by Eucalyptus Avenue on the south. 
 
 
PURPOSE OF INVESTIGATION 
This document assesses the potential for archaeological and historical resources greater than 50 years 
of age to occur within the project. The cultural resources assessment was completed pursuant to the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code (PRC) Chapter 2.6, Section 
21083.2, and the California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 3, Article 5, Section 15064.5. 
 
 
NATURAL SETTING 
The elevation of the project site is approximately 1,760 feet above mean sea level (AMSL). The 
project site is relatively flat. It is located immediately northeast of Moreno Peak, which reaches an 
elevation of 2,067 feet AMSL. See Figure 2 for site photographs. 
 
 
Biology 
The project site is situated in the Upper Sonoran Life Zone. The Upper Sonoran Life Zone ranges 
from about 500 feet AMSL to an elevation of approximately 5,000 feet AMSL and is represented in 
cismontane valleys and low mountain slopes with a predominantly chaparral community. Common 
native plants include oak and scrub oak, buckwheat, sycamore, chamise, cacti, agave, yucca, species 
of sage, chía, and various grasses. Common animals include deer, coyotes, jack rabbits, cottontail 
rabbits, skunks, ground squirrels, and voles, as well as birds and reptiles (Jaeger and Smith 1971). A 
coyote and red-tail hawk were observed within the project boundaries during the survey. Half of the 
project was clear while the other half was planted with citrus groves. 
 
 
Geology 
The project site is located in the Peninsular Range Geomorphic Province of California that 
encompasses western Riverside County. It sits near the eastern margin of the Perris Block (Kenney 
1999), which is bounded on the east by the San Jacinto Fault (Morton 1972, 1977). Crystalline rocks 
in Moreno Valley include late Jurassic and Cretaceous granitic rocks of the southern California 
Batholith. These resistant rocks weather to form gray- or tan-colored, boulder-covered conical buttes 
and hills. The project had been previously cleared and graded for agricultural use. 
 
The project site’s proximity to Moreno Peak has resulted in some alluvial deposits from moderate 
sheet washing. A drainage west of the project dissects the sedimentary sequence of alluvial fans. 





FIGURE 2

 Site Photographs

Eucalyptus Industrial Park
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Photograph 1:
View to northwest, August, 2011.

Photograph 2:
View of drainage ditch, eastern boundary, August, 

2011.

Photograph 3:
View to west, August, 2011.
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Hydrology 
Local rainfall ranges from 5 to 15 inches annually (Jaeger and Smith 1971: 36–37). The mountains 
are partially drained by an intermittent stream located approximately 300 meters west of the project 
site’s northern boundary. Much of the regional watershed has been affected by modern development. 
 
 
CULTURAL SETTING 
Prehistory 
Of the many chronological sequences proposed for southern California, two primary regional 
syntheses are commonly used in the archaeological literature. The first, advanced by Wallace (1955), 
defines four cultural horizons, each with characteristic local variations: Early Man Horizon, Milling 
Stone, Intermediate, and Late Prehistoric. Employing a more ecological approach, Warren (1986) 
defined five periods in southern California prehistory: Lake Mojave, Pinto, Gypsum, Saratoga 
Springs, and Protohistoric. Warren viewed cultural continuity and change in terms of various 
significant environmental shifts, defining the cultural ecological approach for archaeological research 
of the California deserts and coast. Many changes in settlement patterns and subsistence focus are 
viewed as cultural adaptations to a changing environment, beginning with the gradual environmental 
warming in the late Pleistocene, the desiccation of the desert lakes during the early Holocene, the 
short return to pluvial conditions during the middle Holocene, and the general warming and drying 
trend, with periodic reversals, that continues to this day (Warren 1986). 
 
 
Ethnography 

The project site is within the traditional cultural territory of the Cahuilla (Bean and Smith 1978). Like 
other Native American groups in southern California, the Cahuilla were semi-nomadic hunter-
gatherers who subsisted by exploitation of seasonably available plant and animal resources and were 
first encountered by the Spanish missionaries in the late 18th century. The first written accounts of the 
Cahuilla are attributed to mission fathers; later documentation was by Strong (1929), Bright (1998), 
and others. 
 
 
History 
In California, the historic era is generally divided into three periods: the Spanish (1769–1821), the 
Mexican (1821–1848), and the American (1848–present). Early exploration of the San Bernardino 
County area began in 1772 when Lieutenant Pedro Fages, the then Military Governor of San Diego, 
crossed through San Jacinto Valley. 
 
The project site is located within the City of Moreno Valley. The original town site was first platted in 
1890 and dubbed “New Haven,” although it was soon renamed Moreno (Spanish for “brown”) in 
honor of Frank E. Brown, benefactor of the Alessandro-Moreno land and water development plan 
(Gudde 1998). The availability of water, acquired from Bear Valley to the northeast, allowed some 
development and, by 1893, Moreno was occupied by 500 residents (Gunther 1984). Before the turn of 
the 20th century, a drought, combined with the City of Redlands’ “uphill water rights” along the same 
Bear Valley Pipeline, effectively emptied Moreno and the adjacent town of Alessandro of their water 
and human population (City of Moreno Valley 2006). Although March Air Base revitalized a small 



 
L S A  A S S O C I A T E S ,  I N C .  C U L T U R A L  R E S O U R C E S  A S S E S S M E N T  
S E P T E M B E R  2 0 1 1  E U C A L Y P T U S  I N D U S T R I A L  P A R K  
 C I T Y  O F  M O R E N O  V A L L E Y  

R:\PLO1101_ProLogis_EIP_MoVal\Cultural\Eucalyptus Industrial Park Report 2011 revision.doc (9/12/2011) 5 

community within its borders during its operation between 1918 and 1922, Moreno continued to 
languish and remained abandoned until 1973. At this point, the Lake Perris Reservoir was constructed 
to retain water transported from the Feather River. The new lake provided a water supply in addition 
to recreational opportunities, both of which stimulated local growth and economy. In 1984, the 
communities of Moreno, Sunnymead, and Edgemont voted to incorporate as the City of Moreno 
Valley (Gunther 1984). Moreno Valley continued to develop, and from 1984 to the most recent 
Census, its population has increased from 49,000 to 174,565 (City of Moreno Valley 2006; California 
Department of Finance 2006). 
 
 
METHODS 
Research 
LSA Archaeologist Dr. Frederick W. Lange conducted a records search at the Orbacher Science 
Library Map Collection and the Eastern Information Center (EIC) located at the University of 
California, Riverside, in August 2011 (Appendix A). The California Historical Resources Information 
System (CHRIS) cultural resource maps at the EIC were checked for possible prehistoric and historic 
resources previously recorded within one mile of the project site. To supplement the CHRIS data, a 
review was conducted of the National Register of Historic Places Index, and Office of Historic 
Preservation Directory of Properties. In addition, historic maps and aerial photos were reviewed to 
determine the potential for former sites of historic buildings or other historic resources within the 
project site. 
 
 
Field Survey 
Dr. Lange conducted a pedestrian survey for the project site August 2011 by walking parallel 
transects spaced approximately 15 meters apart and focused on the visible portions of the project site. 
Soil profiles were examined for cultural resources and rodent back dirt was checked for cultural 
remains. 
 
 
Native American Consultation 
LSA requested a Sacred Lands File Search from the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) 
on July 13, 2011. The NAHC replied on July 20, 2011. Native American cultural resources were not 
identified in the USGS coordinates specified for the project area; however, the NAHC recommended 
that 10 tribes/individuals be contacted for information regarding cultural resources that could be 
affected (Appendix B). 
 
 
RESULTS 
Research 
Data from the EIC indicated that 26 cultural resources surveys have been conducted entirely or 
partially within one mile of the project site. Only one of these (RI-2172) encompassed the entire 
project (Drover and Smith 1990). Sixty-five archaeological sites and twenty-two historic buildings 
have been documented within the one-mile radius. The records search determined that the nearest 
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cultural resource to the project site is a prehistoric bedrock grinding slick (site number CA-RIV-
2865), approximately ¼ mile southwest of the project boundary. A microfiche of the project area in 
the collection of the Orbacher Science Library map collection that dated to February 1907 showed a 
wagon trail to San Jacinto passing through Sections 10, 14, and 15 approximately 1 mile south of the 
project area, but no associated buildings or other cultural features were indicated. The historic map 
and aerial photo review did not indicate any former sites of historic buildings or other historic 
resources existing within the project site prior to 1953. 
 
 
Field Survey 
Seventy percent of the project was in cleared fields; the visibility here was excellent at 100 percent 
with minimal if any vegetation. The LSA archaeologist walked transects of 15 meters in a north-to-
south direction through most of the project. The field appeared to have been cleared rather recently 
and extensive trash dumping was apparent in the wash that forms the eastern boundary of the project. 
 
The other thirty percent of the project was planted with grapefruit and orange groves. The 
archaeologists walked in the rows between lines of trees, the surface visibility was fair at about 25 
percent due to vegetation growth within the rows. The western groves had been recently maintained 
and pruned; the ones to the east did not appear to have been tended recently based upon the 
vegetation growth and fallen branches within the grove. Modern irrigation features included a large, 
inoperable fan in the western portion of the groves. 
 
The survey of the project site indicated that the majority of the ground surface has been impacted by 
modern cultivation activities. There were no archaeological or historical resources identified on the 
project site. No cultural resources were observed on the project site. 
 
 
Native American Consultation 
Native American contact as part of SB 18 consultation was conducted for the project on behalf of the 
City and is summarized in Appendix B of this report. LSA requested that a Sacred Lands File (SLF) 
search be performed by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) on July 13, 2011. The 
NAHC responded on July 20, 2011 to state that the SLF search did not identify Native American 
cultural resources in the project area. However, the NAHC also provided a list of 10 Native American 
contacts that may have knowledge of cultural resources that could be affected by the project. These 
individuals/organizations were contacted by letter sent via certified mail dated July 25, 2011. The 
letter provided notification of the project and requested comment. The following individuals/
organizations were contacted per the NAHC’s recommendation: 
 
• Los Coyotes Band of Mission Indians, Spokesperson; 

• Santa Rosa Band of Mission Indians, Maybe Estrada, Chairwoman; 

• Pala Band of Mission Indians, Tribal Historic Preservation Office/Shasta Gaughen; 

• Morongo Band of Mission Indians, Robert Martin, Chairperson; 

• Ramona Band of Cahuilla Mission Indians, Joseph Hamilton, Chairman; 

• Pechanga Band of Mission Indians, Mark Macarro, Chairperson; 
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• San Manuel Band of Mission Indians, James Ramos, Chairperson; 

• Serrano Nation of Indians, Goldie Walker; 

• Soboba Band of Mission Indians, Scott Cozaet, Chairperson; Attn: Carrie Garcia; and 

• Cahuilla Band of Indians, Luther Salgado, Sr., Chairperson. 
 
No initial responses were received from any of the Native American Tribes contacted. Two rounds of 
follow-up communication to the Native American Tribes were attempted using phone calls and 
emails between August 9 and August 16, 2011. As a result, comments were received from seven of 
the Tribes as reported below. 
 
• Santa Rosa Band of Mission Indians: An email was received from Gabriella Rubalcava, Tribal 

Council on August 10, 2011. The email stated that the Band does not have specific concerns and 
deferred further consultation to Joe Ontiveros with the Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians. 

• Pala Band of Mission Indians: Shasta Gaughen responded by email on August 9, 2011, to say that 
the project is outside of the Tribe’s area of concerns and that a letter was forthcoming. A letter 
stating the above and dated August 5, 2011, was received from the Tribe on August 10, 2011. 

• Morongo Band of Mission Indians: Michael Contreras in Cultural Resources responded by 
telephone on August 17, 2011, to state that the Tribe has no concerns at this time. He requested a 
copy of the final report and a contact for the City of Norco, should the Tribe wish to engage in 
consultation after reviewing the cultural resources assessment. 

• Pechanga Band of Mission Indians: Anna Hoover in Cultural Resources responded by email on 
August 9, 2011, to say that the Tribe does have concerns and they will send an official comment 
letter directly to the City. 

• Serrano Nation of Indians: In a telephone call on August 16, 2011, Mark Lee Cochran spoke on 
behalf of the Tribe and requested that they be notified of any discoveries. They also request a 
copy of the final report. 

• Soboba Band of Mission Indians: A letter was received by email on August 17, 2011, from Joe 
Ontiveros in Cultural Resources. The letter stated that the area is very sensitive to the Soboba 
people. The Tribe requests government-to-government consultation in accordance with SB 18; 
that they continue to be the lead consulting Tribe for the project; that project construction be 
monitored by a Soboba Tribal monitor; and that the proper procedures be taken and the requests 
of the Tribe are honored. 

No responses were received from the Los Coyotes Band of Mission Indians, the Ramona Band of 
Cahuilla Mission Indians, or the San Manuel Band of Mission Indians. Please see Appendix B for a 
detailed record of the Native American contact and communications. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 
Based on the results of LSA’s field survey and research, development of the proposed project will not 
affect any cultural resources; therefore, no significant impact related to cultural resources is 
anticipated and no further investigations or monitoring are recommended for the proposed project. 



 
L S A  A S S O C I A T E S ,  I N C .  C U L T U R A L  R E S O U R C E S  A S S E S S M E N T  
S E P T E M B E R  2 0 1 1  E U C A L Y P T U S  I N D U S T R I A L  P A R K  
 C I T Y  O F  M O R E N O  V A L L E Y  

R:\PLO1101_ProLogis_EIP_MoVal\Cultural\Eucalyptus Industrial Park Report 2011 revision.doc (9/12/2011) 8 

However, if any cultural resources are identified during grading activities, a qualified archaeologist 
should be retained to assess the significance of the find. 
 
If human remains are encountered, State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states that no further 
disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has made a determination of origin and disposition 
pursuant to PRC Section 5097.98. The County Coroner must be notified of the find immediately. If 
the remains are determined to be prehistoric, the Coroner will notify the NAHC, which will determine 
and notify an MLD. With the permission of the landowner or his/her authorized representative, the 
descendent may inspect the site of the discovery. The descendent shall complete the inspection within 
48 hours of notification by the NAHC. The MLD may recommend scientific removal and 
nondestructive analysis of human remains and items associated with Native American burials. 
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APPENDIX A 
 

RECORDS SEARCH LETTER 
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APPENDIX B 
 

NATIVE AMERICAN SB 18 CONSULTATION RECORD 
















































































