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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

This report documents a California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)-level cultural resource
survey, significance assessment and paleontological resource review for a study area encompassing
approximately 4,220 acres in the City of Moreno Valley, California (City). Michael Brandman
Associates (MBA) has prepared this investigation for the Highland Fairview Operating Company (the
Proponent). The 4,220-acre study area includes property well beyond the Specific Plan area (2,610
acres) and the General Plan/Zone Change area (3,714 acres). This broader study area includes
property that has been considered for potential off-site utility extensions and/or infrastructure
improvements. Not all of the area within the study area is being proposed for development. The
location of the study area 1s shown on Exhibits 1, 2, 3a, 3b, and 3c in the Assessment. The purpose of
this analysis is to determine if any significant historical resources are located in the WLCSP. This
assessment includes a Phase 1 archaeological survey, a Phase 2 archaeological test of certain cultural
resources within the WLCSP, and an analysis of whether buried paleontological resources might be
affected by future construction. Fieldwork was undertaken between September 2005 and April 2012.

Not included in the above total are fourteen parcels in the WLCSP totaling 58.63 acres that could not
be surveyed because the parcels are still owner-occupied. These unsurveyed parcels must be
surveyed once project-level documents are submitted to the City as part of the mitigation measures

discussed herein. MBA staff also surveyed 301.63 acres within 18 offsite parcels.

Because this analysis is in support of a program-level Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
WLCSP, the Proponent asked MBA to perform an archaeological survey of as many parcels in the
study area as was possible. A small amount of acreage in the WLCSP could not be surveyed because
it was either occupied by homeowners who had not yet granted the right to trespass to the Proponent,
was covered in dense weedy vegetation that was impossible to cross, or was too steep to safely walk.
Some of the parcels in the WLCSP are controlled by San Diego Gas and Electric (SDGE) or the
California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG). These are proposed to be placed in the Open
Space portion of the WLCSP and were not accessible during the survey.

Background data was gathered for this project on several occasions. A cultural resource literature
search of the original WLCSP was conducted by MBA staff archaeologist Marnie Kay in May 2005.
A second cultural resource literature search was conducted by MBA project archaeologist Jennifer
Sanka in June 2007. Both searches took place at the Eastern Information Center (EIC), which is
located at the University of California, Riverside. Search radii of 1.0 mile were used. At the EIC in
June of 2011, the revised WLCSP project limits were re-examined for changes in the occurrence of
sites that may have been recorded by EIC staff since the 2007 search was undertaken. Department of
Parks and Recreation (DPR) 523 trinomial site forms were copied at the EIC by Ms. Kay and Ms.
Sanka so that these data, some of which was 20 years old, could be used to help relocate the sites in
the field.
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Block-transect surveys of all accessible WLCSP parcels were performed in August and September of
2005. Additional properties in the WLCSP boundary were surveyed in the summer and fall of 2007
and in July 2011. Finally, three parcels near the northeast corner of the WLCSP were surveyed in
January of 2012, and three more parcels in the far southwest portion of the WLCSP were surveyed in
early April 2012. These surveys revealed that four historic-era cultural resource sites, 11 prehistoric-
era cultural resource sites, and several isolated artifacts are located within the boundaries of the
WLCSP. Most of the prehistoric resources are located on the boulder-strewn foothills below the peak
of Mt. Russell, and all of the historic resources are located at older farm complexes that were
abandoned years ago. Resources were recorded onto modern DPR 523 forms as the fieldwork

progressed.

In early 2006, the Proponent authorized a subsurface significance-testing program (Phase 2 testing)
on nine of the eleven prehistoric cultural resources located at the foot of Mt. Russell. A monitor
representing the Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians attended when these resources were tested. The
Proponent wanted to know if these resources should be considered significant resources because they
are located near the southern boundary of the planned-for development and impact to them had

(originally) been considered as part of project development.

The prehistoric sites that were tested for significance included bedrock milling slick site CA-RIV-
610, bedrock milling slick site CA-RIV-860, bedrock milling slick site CA-RIV-3238, bedrock
milling slick site CA-RIV-3343, bedrock milling slick site CA-RIV-3344, bedrock milling slick site
CA-RIV-3345, bedrock milling slick site and midden CA-RIV-3346, bedrock milling slick site CA-
RIV-8006 and bedrock milling slick site CA-RIV-8007. The field crew used a shovel pit test method
and screening of soils for artifacts through 1/8” hardware cloth. Testing was observed by a

representative from the Soboba Band.

The 2006 testing work revealed that only one of these sites, CA-RIV-3346, exhibited evidence of
intact subsurface prehistoric data. For this reason, we determined that CA-RIV-3346 should be
considered a significant historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. The other site exhibited no
such data. This lack of subsurface cultural information and prehistoric artifacts at the other sites
caused us to determine that these sites should not be considered significant because the cultural
resource data is believed exhausted. Significance statements for each of the Phase 2 tested prehistoric
sites are included in this report. A tenth prehistoric site, bedrock milling slick site CA-RIV-3347, was
detected during surveys in 2011 and new DPR 523 forms for that site were issued. The 11th
prehistoric site, bedrock milling slick site CA-RIV-2993 was observed in April 2012 and 1s
unchanged since it was originally recorded. Should it be determined in the future that these latter two
sites will be directly impacted by construction in the WLCSP; a Phase 2 test of these sites will be

required.

In early 2012, the Proponent authorized another Phase 2 testing work effort on two historic-era
cultural resource sites located in Section 7 of T3S/R7W, CA-RIV-4201 and CA-RIV-4210. In
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addition, MBA staff re-examined historic site CA-RIV-5862 in the far northeast portion of the
WLCSP for characteristics of potential significance. The Proponent wanted to know if these historic-
era resources should be considered significant resources because future impacts to them during

construction were considered extremely likely.

Testing at theCA-RIV-4201 and CA-RIV-4210 required the use of heavy machinery and an
archaeological monitor, while site CA-RIV-5862 was reviewed for integrity only. We found that the
two former sites appear to have been completely bulldozed and the debris likely hauled off site. The
structure at -4210 was likely burned, then demolished. For this reason, both sites are considered not
significant and impacts to the sites need not be further mitigated for during construction. Site CA-
RIV-5862 was re-examined on survey and found to have little integrity, suggesting that it too should
not be considered a significant cultural resource. All DPR 523 forms have been included in the
Confidential Appendix E of this report, and all new forms were previously submitted to the Eastern

Information Center.

MBA contacted the Native American Heritage Commuission (NAHC) in March 2011 requesting a
Sacred Lands File search for traditional cultural properties. The response from the NAHC was
received on March 25, 2011. The NAHC response indicated that no sacred lands or traditional
cultural properties are known for the study area. On March 29, 2011, MBA sent information-request
letters to each of the 12 tribal entities named by the NAHC. Two responses to our letters were
forwarded to MBA staff: one from the Pala Band and another from the Soboba Band. The Pala Band
indicated that the WLCSP lay far outside their sphere of interest. In sum, no tribe has notified MBA
staff of the existence of traditional tribal properties or specific lands that might be considered sacred
within the confines of the WLCSP.

MBA contacted Eric Scott of the Division of Geological Sciences of the San Bernardino County
Museum on June 2005 requesting a paleontological records check of the original WLCSP. Mr.
Scott’s paleontological review showed that the study area rests entirely on exposures of Holocene
(Recent) alluvium and granitic bedrock. Both the alluvium and the bedrock have low potential for
fossil deposits to be uncovered during grading. However, the Holocene alluvium rests upon a veneer
of Older Pleistocene alluvium and San Timoteo Formation deposits, both of which are highly
sensitive for fossil resources. MBA’s monitoring work at the Highland Fairview Corporate Park
Project, which was originally included in the 2005 version of the WLCSP, included monitoring for
paleontological resources. We showed that the shallower soils (0 tol0 feet) were completely devoid
of fossil resources and that the types of soils from 10 to -20 feet below grade did not contain strata
that would allow paleontologic resources to be preserved. Therefore, we recommend that full time
paleontological monitoring should take place in those portions of the project where earthmoving

occurs 20 feet or more below grade.

As a result of these work efforts, and the fact that most of the prehistoric sites’ cultural components

are located on solid bedrock, it is likely that all prehistoric cultural resources in the WLCSP will be
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avoided during buildout of the WLCSP. The recorded historic-era cultural resources in the WLCSP
need not be further mitigated for because they have been Phase 2 tested and shown to be not
significant. A mitigation-monitoring program for both cultural and paleontological resources has
been provided herein and should be selectively applied during future project-level EIRs that must be

generated for the project.
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SECTION 1: INTRODUCTION

At the request of Highland Fairview Operating Company (HF), MBA has conducted cultural
resources surveys, prehistoric cultural resource evaluations, and a paleontological records search on a
proposed World Logistics Center Specific Plan (WLCSP) located in the far eastern portion of the City
of Moreno Valley, Riverside County, California (City). The study area covers an area totaling
approximately 4,220 acres with 2,610 acres within the WLCSP, and 1s located generally southwest of
the intersection of State Route 60 and Gilman Springs Road, and east of Redlands Boulevard. The
4,220-acre study area includes property well beyond the Specific Plan area (2,610 acres) and the
General Plan/Zone Change area (3,714 acres). This broader study area includes property that has
been considered for potential off-site utility extensions and/or infrastructure improvements. Not all of
the area within the study area 1s being proposed for development. The location of the study area 1s
shown on Exhibits 1, 2, 3a, 3b, and 3c in the Assessment. The proposed use of the 2,610-acre
Specific Plan area is for future logistics development. The purpose of this report is to identify the
presence or absence of potentially significant cultural and paleontological resources within the
WLCSP. Given that the WLCSP shall be built out as a phased project, this report includes
recommendations for cultural and paleontological mitigation for use in future project-level CEQA

and NEPA compliance documents.

Federal, State, and local agencies have developed laws and regulations designed to protect significant
cultural resources that may be affected by projects regulated, funded, or undertaken by a Lead
Agency. These laws govern the preservation of historic and archaeological resources of national,
State, regional, and local significance. The laws fulfilled in this report include the CEQA, and
cultural resource requirements in the City’s General Plan. This report closely follows the California
Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) procedures for cultural resource surveys and the OHP’s

Archaeological Resource Management Report (ARMR) reporting format for archaeological reports.

This report has been issued as a Confidential version (specific site locations exposed) and a Non-
confidential version (for review by the Public with the location of sites not exposed). This is

organized into sections and appendices, which are summarized as follows:

¢ Section 1 introduces the project, the location, and the cultural resources team.

e Section 2 provides an overview of the project history.

¢ Section 3 summarizes cultural setting.

e Section 4.describes environmental compliance parameters.

e Section 5 presents the research design and investigative methods for the cultural resource
survey and paleontological records search results.

e Section 6 includes the Phase 1 survey and Phase 2 testing results.

¢ Section 7 provides management recommendations.

e Section 8§ contains the project certification.
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¢ Section 9 presents a reference list.

e Appendix A provides list of parcels in the World Logistics Center.

¢ Appendix B documents the cultural resource correspondence for this report.

¢ Appendix C provides personnel qualifications.

o Appendix D provides recent photographs of the study area.

o Appendix E contains the DPR 523 forms (provided for in the Confidential report version only).

o Appendix F contains the cultural site locations relative to a modern aerial photograph (provided
for in the Confidential report version only).

o Appendix G illustrates historic aerial views of the project.

1.1 - Project Location

The project is located south of State Route (SR) 60, east of Redlands Boulevard, and west of Gilman
Springs Road (Exhibit 1). The study area is specifically located in all or portions of Township 3
South/Range 3 West Section 1, 12, 13, and Township 3 South/Range 2 West Section 6, 7, 8, 9, 16, 17,
18, 19, 20, 21 as depicted on the Sunnymead, California and El Casco, California United States
Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute topographic maps (Exhibit 2). Exhibit 3a through 3d show the
condition of the property in 2011 per a modem aerial photography. Appendix A provides a list of
parcels in the study area, a list of parcels located on anticipated off-site improvement areas that were
surveyed, and a list of parcels inside the WLCSP that were not surveyed because there were not

owned by the Proponent. Appendix A also documents when these lands were surveyed.

Certain areas are delineated as Open Space: a portion of Mt. Russell delineated as Open Space by the
Specific Plan, all lands under the control of California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG), lands
under the control of San Diego Gas and Electric (SDGE), and lands controlled by the Metropolitan
Water District (MWD). Certain CDFG and all SDGE parcels were not surveyed during this study.

1.2 - Project Description

The World Logistics Center study area encompasses approximately 4,220 acres of land in eastern
Moreno Valley. The proposed project elements (General Plan Amendment, Zone Change, Specific
Plan and Tentative Tract Map) are all contained within the area studied in the Assessment. The
project proposes to replace the current mixed-use residential plans for the area (Moreno Highlands
Specific Plan) with a Specific Plan for job-producing land uses (the 2,610-acre World Logistics
Center) and 1,104 acres of open space and public facilities. Seven existing rural residences within the
project area would become legal, non-conforming uses. All of the areas within the proposed project
(plus 506 acres of potential utility and infrastructure areas) are included in the 4,220 acres, which
were evaluated in this Assessment. “Open space” and “public” uses will be provided in the
undeveloped areas. The Environmental Impact Report for the project covers the entire 4,220-acre
study area. The northerly 70 percent of the study area is within the proposed WLCSP, which will
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function as the development regulations for the World Logistics Center, a 2,610-acre master-planned
logistics complex. The most southerly 30 percent of the study area (1,104 acres) will not be in the
WLCSP and will be designated for “open space” and “public” uses by the General Plan Amendment
and Zone Change. The remaining 506 acres includes off-site improvements or other areas that are not
a part of the WLCSP, but were inside the study area.

Michael Brandman Associates 7
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1.3 - Environmental Setting

The project is located in the northerly reaches of the San Jacinto Valley several miles east of
downtown Moreno Valley. It lies between the plutonic batholith of Mt. Russell, the San Jacinto fault
zone, and Pliocene-era non-marine sedimentary rocks of The Badlands. The site elevation is between
1,480 and 1,760 feet, with a gradual slope to the south and southeast. Available evidence suggests
that any citrus orchards located within the project, which would represent the first commercial
agricultural development, were removed before 1930. After about 1950, these properties were used
for grazing of cattle and horses. Limited agricultural development has taken place there, but nearly

all of the properties have been plowed at one time or another.

The parcels in the WLCSP are dry most of the year even though irrigation water is available to them.
Parcels located in the southeast portion are managed by a State agency and are lands that shall be
designated as Open Space. These are located north of a basin known as “Mystic Lake” which
represents a portion of the San Jacinto Valley that exhibits groundwater for most months of the year.
Other Open Space parcels include a wedge shaped piece along the north edge of Gilman Springs
Road and about 64 acres located at the toe of Mt. Russell.

1.3.1 - Topography, Geology, and Soils

The WLCSP lies on young Holocene-era floodplain deposits exhibiting surface exposures of
Holocene younger alluvium. Soils consist of San Emigdio sandy loams and fine-sandy loams (USDA
1971): only in those few deeply disturbed places could concentrations of cobbles be seen. The
existence of buried river cobbles at some of the known archaeological sites and observed during the
Highland Fairview Corporate Park monitoring (MBA 2011) suggests that riverine and wash deposits
lie buried beneath the plow zone and that the original shallow drainages and washes that once

traversed the property had been plowed over.

1.3.2 - Vegetation

Most of the WLCSP exhibits weedy vegetation or disked farmland, with small areas of introduced
vegetation used to create windbreaks. Remnant patches of olives, palm and eucalyptus tree
alignments can be observed, but it is clear that most of the original native vegetation had been cleared
long ago. This not the case on the Mt. Russell parcels located at the southwest corner of the WLCSP.
Portions exhibit Riverside Sage Scrub vegetation and were never plowed. In 2007 and 2011, land
was surveyed after disking for weed control had taken place. Survey after disking revealed a highly
consistent sandy loam with few gravels or cobble inclusions. The topsoil appears to be coarser

toward the eastern side of the WLLCSP, with numerous cobbles in the far northeast corner.

1.3.3 - Wildlife

No wildlife was observed during the survey, save for occasional coyote, lizard, birds, and small

rodents.
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1.3.4 - Land Use

Eastern Moreno Valley was first developed for agriculture in the late 1890s part of the town of
Moreno; prior to this, the WLCSP had been part of the San Jacinto Nuevo y Potrero Rancho. This
land, a subdivision of the massive San Jacinto Rancho (originally 8 square leagues in size or more
than 50 square miles) lay vacant during the Spanish era and was not part of any rancho in the
Mexican historical era until 1842. Once the Rancho San Jacinto Nuevo y Potrero was platted, the old
wagon road between Temecula to San Jacinto was expanded such that and the road was extended into
the Box Springs area of the City of Riverside and points beyond. This road probably ran along the
track now covered by Gilman Springs Road, headed to Box Springs across what is now Moreno
Valley, thence into Riverside. Because of the lack of reliable water, it is unlikely that the WLCSP

was used during the early historic period for anything except springtime grazing.

During the historic period, most of the parcels in the WLCSP have been used, albeit sporadically, for
dry-land crops and the occasional irrigated farming plots. Horses were raised on one farm in the
northwest corner of the WLCSP and one of the older farm structures in the Moreno area can be found
near the northeast corner of Draceae and Redlands Boulevard. Although plans were made to bring
water from the reservoir at Big Bear to Moreno as part of a regional California land boom scheme
(circa 1891), the plan was never completed because the issue of water rights were adjudicated in favor
of the City of Redlands. Citrus farms were built east of Redlands Boulevard and relied of pumped

well water for irrigation. All of these failed with the onset of the Depression.

Michael Brandman Associates 16



Highland Fairview Operating Company - World Logistics Center Specific Plan
Phase 1 and Phase 2 Cultural Resources Assessment Introduction

SECTION 2: PROJECT HISTORY

As shown in Exhibit 4, 4,220 acres of eastern Moreno Valley were surveyed by qualified
archeological teams between 2005 and 2012, with Mr. Michael Dice serving as the lead archeologist.
A few small properties have not yet been surveyed due to the presence of occupied homes on the
parcels. Each of these parcels will be fully surveyed prior to any development proceeds. Areas in
colored stripe as shown in Exhibit 4 are not within the project area but were included in the study area
because they may be affected by possible infrastructure and utility construction. These areas are
generally north of the project area and north of SR 60. Once the nature, location, and details of such
infrastructure and utility construction are determined, additional assessments will be required. The
portions of the project area owned by the California Fish and Wildlife and SDG&E were also
evaluated. They presently are included in the Moreno Highlands Specific Plan and are within the city
limits of the City of Moreno Valley. As these areas are not within the proposed WLC Specific Plan,

zoning of these properties is being proposed for “Open Space” and “Public” uses.

Offsite environmental impacts are associated with certain roadway and utility improvements. These
include a new detention basin near Sinclair Street north of SR-60, detention basins in various canyons
along the north side of Gilman Springs Road. Potential water reservoirs and access are proposed for a
hilly area west of Moreno Beach Drive/north of Cottonwood and on a hillside west of Theodore
Street/south of Ironwood Avenue. Sewer improvements are planned for Redlands Boulevard, Gilman
Springs Road, Bay Avenue, Merwin Street, Brodiaeca Avenue, and Quincy Street. Water supply
improvements are planned for Cottonwood Avenue, Eucalyptus Avenue, Merwin Street, Redlands
Boulevard and Gilman Springs Road. Roadway improvements are planned for Redlands Boulevard
and Gilman Springs Road. Finally, SR-60 shall be improved with modifications to on and off-ramps:
these projects will be undertaken by CALTRANS.

MBA senior archaeologist Michael Dice, M.A. and MBA staft archaeologists Peter Messick, Marnie
Kay, Alynne Loupe, Leleua Loupe, Sarah Williams, Greg Chatman, and Erin Shepard began the first
surveys of the WLCSP in August-September 2005. These surveys were mostly located north of
Alessandro and west of Theodore on property that bore dryland barley that had been recently cut.
Properties south of Alessandro and west of Gilman Springs Road were surveyed by this team several

months later. Members of this team Phase 2-tested eight prehistoric resource sites in May-June 2006.

MBA project archaeologist Jennifer Sanka, M.A., Ms. Kay and Jay Keasling surveyed additional
parts of the WLCSP south of Alessandro and west of Theodore, as well as some of the predicted off-
site impact areas in June-October 2007. Mr. Dice, Mr. Keasling, Ms. Loupe, and MBA staff
archaeologist Arabesque Said surveyed areas in the WLCSP south of the SR-60 freeway in August
2007. Mr. Dice, Ms. Said, and MBA statf archaeologist Erik Landis surveyed parcels east of
Theodore Street and north of Alessandro in the summer of 2011. Mr. Dice and Ms. Williams
monitoring testing at two historic-era sites and surveyed the last of the farmland east of Theodore and
north of Eucalyptus in January 2012. Finally, Ms. Podratz surveyed several parcels in the southwest
corner of the WLCSP in April 2012.
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Dr. Kenneth J. Lord, Ph.D. undertook a paleontological assessment of the study area and his data has

been added herein. The professional qualifications of Mr. Dice and Dr. Lord are located in Appendix

C.

Each of the survey work efforts, unless noted in Appendix A, were undertaken when grass had been
cut, the surface of the study area had been plowed, or if the property exhibited little natural
vegetation. Attempts were made to avoid survey when ground was 80 percent or more obscured but
in some instances that was not possible. Of the 4,220 acres in the study area, 72.69 acres on 16
parcels could not be surveyed because they were not in the control of the Proponent. MBA also
surveyed 302 offsite acres in 18 parcels at the request of the Proponent that could be used for future

infrastructure improvements.
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SECTION 3: CULTURAL SETTING

The following is a brief overview of the prehistoric and historic background that provides a context in
which to understand the background and relevance of sites found in the general vicinity of the
WLCSP. This section is not intended to be a comprehensive review of the current resources available
but serves as a generalized overview. Descriptions that are more detailed can be found in
ethnographic studies, mission records, and major published sources including Kroeber (1925),
Wallace (1955), Warren (1968), Heizer (1978), Moratto (1984), and Chartkoff and Chartkoff (1984).

3.1 - Prehistoric Background

This section provides a brief overview of the prehistory and history of the WLCSP. A more detailed
description can be found in ethnographic studies, mission records and major published sources
including Kroeber (1925), Wallace (1955), Warren (1968), Heizer (1978), Moratto (1984), and
Chartkoff and Chartkoff (1984). Fagan (2003), Moratto and Chartkoff and Chartkotf provide recent
overviews of California archaeology in general and review the history of the desert regions in
southern California. The most accepted regional chronology for the coastal and central interior
Southern California is derived from Wallace’s four-part “Horizon” format, which was later updated
and revised by Warren. Presently, regional archaeologists generally follow Wallace's Southern
California format but the loosely established times for each period subunit are often challenged. The

documented prehistoric stages are as follows:

Desert Culture Period (12000 to 10000 B.C.)

Western Hunting Culture or Lake Mohave Period (~9000 to 5000 B.C.)
Pinto Period (5000 to 2500 B.C.)

Protohistoric (2500 B.C. to A.D. 1769)

3.1.1 - Desert Culture Period (12000 to 10000 B.C.)

Comparatively, little 1s known of Paleo-Indian peoples in the California archaeological record,
although highly documented archaeological village sites in the Southwest have revealed associated
bones of now extinct large mammals, as well as Clovis and Folsom tool traditions (Fagan 2003).
However, this period is noted for an increase in drier weather, consequently most of the known
California Late Paleo-Indian/early archaic sites are located near extinct desert valley lakes, rock
shelters, and on the Channel Islands off the California coast (Chartkoff and Chartkoff 1984; Forbes
1989). These consist of occupation sites, butchering stations and burials. This period ends with a
marked extinction of large game native to North America and a distinct change in prehistoric tool kits
used to prepare plant foods. Small projectile points, choppers, flat scrapers, drills, and digging sticks

are also common (Forbes 1989).
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3.1.2 - Western Hunting Culture or Lake Mohave Period (~9000 to 5000 B.C.)

It is thought that as hunting of large mammals became less available as a food resource due to drier
weather conditions, the West and Southwest showed an increased reliance in using small game, such
as squirrels and rabbits, and wild plants to sustain the small tribal bands (Jennings 1989; Oswalt
1988). This period is also marked by the absence of food-grinding stone implements. However, the
period ends when stone grinding implements become increasingly more prevalent in the
archaeological record (Forbes 1989; Jennings 1989; Oswalt 1988).

3.1.3 - Pinto Period (5000 to 2500 B.C.)
The Pinto Period highlights a combination of both Desert Culture and Western Hunting Cultures,

where an increase in grinding tools appears in the archaeological record. Such tools suggest an
increased level of reliance on wild plants and small animals (Forbes 1989; Jennings 1989; Oswalt
1988). The Pinto spear-point tool tradition is the hallmark of this period. This tradition is
characterized by small coarsely chipped points, which tend to be triangular and sometimes have
parallel sides. These points may have tipped the atlatl, a type of spear. A slight variation in tool type
appears towards the end of this period, which is represented by Gypsum points and Elko points. The
Gypsum point is typified by its contracting stem, whereas Elko points are corner notched (Jennings
1989).

3.1.4 - Protohistoric (~2500 B.C. to A.D. 1769)

In the southwestern Great Basin, the Protohistoric period is characterized as having cooler and wetter
conditions than previous periods and an environment similar to that of today. Protohistoric sites
appear in California in areas that were unoccupied in previous periods. The number of sites i some
regions, especially near ephemeral lakes, seem to have risen dramatically. In the Owens Valley,
permanent village sites were used, along with the addition of upland dry-environment sites. These
changes reflect a phenomenon found throughout the western United States where an increase in
population and changes in tool kits and living arrangements resulted in more specialized uses of
materials and landscapes. Diagnostic artifacts associated with this period consist of Elko and

Gypsum projectile points.

Late Prehistoric Period, Desert Regions - Saratoga Springs Period (1750 to 800 BC)

The Late Prehistoric period is environmentally similar to earlier periods. In the southwest Great
Basin, this period is characterized by the introduction of the bow and arrow, exploitation of the pine
nut, and an increase in logistical complexity relative to landscape use. With these changes came a
diversification of resource use and a more sedentary settlement pattern in the Owens Valley. The
nature and number of sites attributed to this time period changed such that the “winter villages™
became larger, numbers of such villages were reduced, and base camps in the upland areas became
larger, more diversified, and more numerous. The abandonment of village sites at the end of the Late

Prehistoric Period is attributed to a change in climate, and is an event mirrored in other parts of the
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American Southwest, California, and 1n Mexico. Trade of Coso obsidian in southern California

apparently ended during this period.

3.2 - Native American Background

Research sponsored by the City of Moreno Valley (Moreno Valley 2005) as part of their General Plan
Draft EIR, states that the Luisefio and Cahuilla peoples occupied the region during the Late
Prehistoric period. Unfortunately, there is a lack of concrete archaeological evidence linking the
prehistoric site complexes located within the City limits of Moreno Valley (e.g., Moreno Valley
2005:5.10-6 through 5.10-9) to any single modern tribal group. It is likely that northern Luisefio and
western Cahuilla peoples accessed this area during the late prehistoric period for resource gathering.
Areas located at the base of Mt. Russell would have been a logical place for a trade route, as it would
link prehistoric site complexes, such as Pigeon Pass Valley Complex, Reche Hills Complex, Moreno
Hills Complex, at the north end of the City with the marshy areas at the north end of the San Jacinto
Valley. Serrano peoples may have used the San Jacinto Valley to link with their more southern

groups.

3.2.1 - Cahuilla
According to several researchers (Kroeber 1925; Bean 1978), the Cahuilla Indians occupied the San

Timoteo valley prior to contact with Spanish Mission padres and military personnel, which places the
study area near their traditional use areas. Bean (1972, 1978) forms the primary modern reference for
this cultural group. Bean notes that of all the southern California Indians, the Cahuilla existed within

the most geographically diverse region, constrained only by water supplies and topography.

Currently, it is thought that a migration of Shoshonean peoples from the Great Basin occurred
approximately 1,000 to 600 years ago, with populations moving into much of desert and coastal
Southern California. Included among these migrants were the forbearers to the modern Cahuilla. The
Cahuilla spoke a language that belongs to the Cupan group of the Takic subfamily of the Uto-Aztecan
language family, a language family that includes the Shoshonean groups of the Great Basin.

The prehistoric Cahuilla were characterized by the occupation of sedentary villages in subsistence
territories that permitted them to reach the majority of their resources within a day’s walk. Villages
were commonly located near reliable sources of water. During October to November, much of the
village population moved to temporary camps in the mountains to harvest acorns and hunt game.
Inland groups also had fishing and gathering spots on the coast that they visited annually. In
comparison with the Gabrielifio and Luisefio, the Cahuilla appear to have had a lower population
density and a less rigid social structure. The Cahuilla patterns may have been relatively stable until
mission secularization in 1834, due to the policy of the Catholic Mission fathers or padres to maintain

imported European traditional style settlement and economic patterns (Bean and Shipek 1978).
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3.2.2 - Luiseno

Of all the southern California native groups, the Luisefio have been the most ethnographically studied
and the literature is rich in detail. The Luisefo, belong to the Shoshonean linguistic family a vastly
used language family used also by Cahuilla, Gabrielifio, and the Cupefio as well as other desert tribes
such as the Kamia, Chemehuevi, Paiute and Serrano (Bean and Shipek 1978; Sparkman 1908; Strong
1972). The Luisefio occupational areas encompass over 1,500 square miles of southern California
(Bean and Shipek 1978; Kroeber 1925) as well as the Channel Islands (Sparkman 1908). Luisefio
villages could be found along the Pacific Ocean just north of Agua Hedionda and south of Aliso
Creek. In addition, villages moved inland from these points to the western base of the San Jacinto
River and south to the valley of San Jose, near Fallbrook (Bean and Shipek 1978). The villages were
determined according to their proximity to a defined water source, access to a food-gathering locale,
and in good defensive locations (Bean and Shipek 1978). Spatially, these villages were commonly
located along valley bottoms, streams, or coastal strands. The Luisefio characteristically lived in
sedentary villages, therefore one clan or family occupied several food-gathering locations and
aggressively guarded these areas against other clans (Bean and Shipek 1978; Sparkman 1908; Strong
1972).

Luisefio homes were constructed in two forms; one variation was typically constructed with forked
posts, which supported the wood ceiling beams, and were completely covered in thatch, which was
lightly mixed with sand or soil (Bean 1978; Kroeber 1925). This form was generally seen in larger
constructions, while the smaller home style had a slightly conical roof made of some locally available
brush and the floor was usually excavated two feet below ground surface. All homes were built with
a small fire pit in the center, and a slight smoke hole in the roof just above the fire (Bean 1978; Bean
and Shipek 1978; Kroeber 1925). Sweat houses were of similar thatch design to that of the smaller
home pattern, but varied in its construction in that it stood on two forked posts connected by log and

was shaped like an ellipse, with an entrance on one of the longer sides of the structure.

The pottery associated with the Luisefio was functional, and was consequently simply constructed and
lacked unique ornamental design features, although Bean and Shipek note that if designs were
included, they were characterized by “a simple line decoration was either painted or incised with a
fingernail or stick” (1978). Luiseflo pots were made using the coil technique, in which pieces of
coiled clay are gradually added to the edge of the pot, while it is being shaped with a wooden paddle
and finished with a polishing stone. After completion, the pot is sun-baked and fired (Sparkman
1908). Typical uses of pottery were for cooking, water jugs, containers and a water vessel with two
spouts used while members were gathering food (Sparkman 1908). Plant fibers were also commonly
used for purposeful household implements such as brooms, brushes, nets, pouches twine, and cedar
bark skirts for women. The process of creating such items from plant fiber tends to rely on soaking,
stretching, and then rolling the fiber (Sparkman 1908; Bean and Shipek 1978).
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Ceremony and ritual was of great importance to all native peoples and the Luisefio had their own
variety of traditional practices. Frequently practiced ceremonies included a multiple of rituals for the
mourning of the dead, the eagle dance, separate boys’ and girls’ initiation rites ceremonies, and a
summer and winter solstice celebration (Kroeber 1925; Sparkman 1908; Strong 1972). These
ceremonies offered gatherers an opportunity to witness reenactments, songs, and the oral recitation of
their history (Garbarino and Sasso 1994). Equipment important during rituals included blades made
of obsidian, stone bowls, clay figurines, and headdresses constructed of eagle-feathers (Bean and
Shipek 1978). Ritual dances were limited to only three standard dances such as the fire dance, which
was used during the Toloache Cult initiation for boys at puberty. Also of great significance during
the boys’ initiation were masterfully designed sand paintings. These sand paintings were thought to
have originated in the Southwest, yet are completely and culturally Luisefio (Bean and Shipek 1978;
Garbarino and Sasso 1994; Kroeber 1925). Although not necessarily limited to ritual, Heizer and
Whipple comment that the Luisefio of Riverside County decorate their rock designs in the same form
as that of the native peoples of the Great Basin, which appears as pecked abstracts displayed on
boulders (1971).

Personal adornment was a common practice among the Luisefio. Ornamental items such as beads and
pendants were made of clay, shell, stone, deer hooves, bear claws, and mica sheets. Men would wear
ear and nose ornaments sometimes made of bone or cane with beads attached. Body painting and

tattooing were practiced purely for rituals (Bean and Shipek 1978).

3.2.3 - Serrano

With reference to Bean and Smith (1978), the area where the project lies 1s near the southern edge of
an area used by the Serrano. The Spanish decimated all indigenous groups adjacent to the eastern San
Bermardino Mountains, but some Serrano survived for many years thereafter in the far eastern San
Bernardino Mountains due to the ruggedness of the terrain and the dispersed population. Kroeber
(1925) and Bean and Smith (1978) form the primary historical sources for this group. It is believed
that Serrano families inhabited the Guachama Rancheria or Politana in the early 1800s. This village

apparently housed the Rancho San Bernardino estancia after about 1819.

The Serrano spoke a language that belongs to the Cupan group of the Takic subfamily of the Uto-
Aztecan language family, a language family that includes the Shoshonean groups of the Great Basin.
The total Serrano population at contact was roughly 2,000 people. Their range is generally thought to
have been located in and east of the Cajon Pass area of the San Bernardino Mountains, north of
Yucaipa, west of Twenty-nine Palms and south of Victorville. Like all prehistoric Californians, the

range of this group was determined by reliable water sources.

Serrano populations studied in the early part of the last century were a remnant of their cultural form
prior to contact with the Spanish Missionaries. Nonetheless, the Serrano are historically viewed as
clan and moiety-oriented or local lineage-oriented group tied to traditional territories or use-areas.

Typically, a village consisted of a collection of families centered about a ceremonial house, with
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individual families inhabiting willow-framed huts with tule thatching. Considered hunter-gatherers,
the Serrano exhibited a sophisticated technology devoted to hunting small animals and gathering
roots, tubers, and seeds of various kinds. Today, Serrano descendants are found mostly on the

Morongo and San Manuel reservations.

3.3 - Historic Background

3.3.1 - Spanish Period (A.D. 1769 to 1821)

Father Junipero Serra was sent to Alta California to create a chain of Missions and Mission outposts
to bring Christianity to the indigenous population, and create a foundation for colonization of the
region. Located between the previously established presidios in Monterey and San Diego, Serra had
military assistance in his quest and the San Bernardino area came under the early control of Spanish
soldier Pedro Fages and Father Francisco Garces. According to Juan Caballeria (1902 in Lugo 1950),
on May 20 1810, Father Francisco Dumetz founded and performed a ceremony to consecrate a new
Mission San Gabriel supply station, including a chapel, at the Guachama Rancheria. This was an
existing native village near the mouth of San Timoteo Canyon. According to Harley (1988 and
1989), it is likely that Dumetz never made this trip and that Caballeria, who was the keeper of
Mission San Gabriel history at the time, had fabricated much of the story.

In 1819, Rancho San Bernardino was established. This followed a decision by the heads of the
mission system to expand their agricultural holdings into the interior and later establish a chain of
additional Missions in the desert interior (Harley 1989). A decision was made to create an estancia,
or a ranch headquarters with a chapel that was occasionally visited by padres at the Guachama
Rancheria. Indian attacks forced the estancia overseers to move the headquarters from the original
site to a better-protected location. The so-called San Bernardino Asistencia was located on high
ground 1.5 miles to the east-southeast of the original estancia. Construction began about 1830, and it
was not yet finished when the project was abandoned in 1834. Lugo (1950) noted that between 1830
and 1832, a large house, and other buildings were constructed, which his family occupied after the
Rancho was granted to him by Mexican authorities. The rancho traditions were kept once Mexico

was established, but without the original authority of the Mission padres.

3.3.2 - Mexican Period (A.D. 1821 to 1848)

After years of internal fighting, Mexico achieved its independence from Spain in 1821 and Alta
California became the northern frontier of the State of Mexico (Gunther 1984). The Mission padres
were then forced to swear allegiance to Mexico in 1822. Secularization of the missions took place
over the next decade and the former mission lands were transferred to the large Mexican families that
had settled in the area (Gunther 1984). Aftiliated with Mission San Luis Rey, the Rancho San Jacinto
was formed on December 21, 1842 and granted to Jose Antonio Estudillo. This rancho provided
Estudillo with twice as much land, 8 square leagues (about 46,080 acres), as he had petitioned for the
previous August. Lands north of the modern Alessandro Boulevard were not claimed by any family,
probably because little reliable water existed in the area, except for the Mystic Lake cienega, and

because it was a two-day ride from the closest Missions, San Gabriel, and San Luis Rey. The
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property was petitioned for division by Estudillo’s brother-in-law Miguel de Pedrorena, soon after
and a small portion of The Badlands north of Hemet was added to form the Rancho San Jacinto

Nuevo y Potrero.

Lech notes (2004) that a wagon road lead from the Rancho San Jacinto headquarters northwest along
the base of The Badlands, to the springs in the Box Springs Mountains east of what is now Riverside,
and then to other roads near the Santa Ana River. This route, which purportedly lay along Gilman
Springs Road, has been used for travel for over 160 years. The primary purpose of the interior
ranchos during the Mexican Period was to raise cattle and sheep, however except for the shallow
Mystic Lake cienega west of Eden Hot Springs, little reliable water can be found in this area. The
upper San Jacinto Valley has proved to be agriculturally marginal, a factor that limited agricultural
growth expansion until irrigation water could be brought into the area by the Eastern Municipal Water
District.

3.3.3 - Moreno Valley and the Bear Valley & Alessandro Development Company

The WLCSP is located on either side of Theodore Street, which was the easternmost border of the old
Bear Valley and Alessandro Development Company (BV&A) development. BV&A conceptualized
the town of Moreno and the community of Alessandro in 1889. Frank Elwood Brown, an engineer
who moved to California in 1876 was the co-founder with Hiram Judson of the town of Redlands. In
1890, Brown and other investors formed the BV&A to “plat out new towns, bring Bear Valley water
to the [Moreno] Valley, and open another large area to agricultural and town site development” (Lech
2004). Brown and Judson began growing citrus in Redlands between 1878 and 1882 using meager
local water supplies. Brown formed the Bear Valley Land and Water Company (BVLWC) in the
early 1880s and constructed the Big Bear Dam in 1883. After successfully creating Big Bear Lake, at
that time the largest manufactured reservoir in the world, water began flowing from the dam through
a series of flumes and canals to Redlands orchards in 1885. This demonstration led locals to believe
that the area could be successfully irrigated using water brought in from the mountains to the north.
The potential for Big Bear Lake seemed enormous because the winters between 1875 and 1885 were
some of the wettest winters on record. Brown assumed that the abundance of water stored in the

reservoir in those years was typical and would continue as such.

With little knowledge of precipitation fluctuations in southern California, water supplies were
overblown to prospective investors and Brown and others fostered grandiose schemes for attracting
them. Between 1889 and 1890, Brown began trading stocks derived from his own companies to
develop land south of Redlands and consolidate his water rights. After organizing the BV&A in
1889, Brown and his associates bought all of the BVLWC stock individually. They then incorporated
the Bear Valley Irrigation Company (BVIC), which bought all of the original BVLWC stock,
including the dam, from the BV&A (Lech 2004).

Clearly, Frank Brown was hoping to duplicate the success of the City of Redlands, which by 1890

was a thriving commercial citrus center north of the Badlands and located along an established
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railroad right-of-way. Turning his attention to the project region and cheap land therein, a 280-acre
town site was named the Town of Moreno was established. Initially, the town was to have been
named New Haven, after New Haven, Connecticut where many of the investors, including Brown,
were from. However to honor Brown, the name Moreno, which is the Spanish word for “brown,” was
chosen. North-south streets in the BV&A development in Moreno and Alessandro were named for
the corporation leaders, while east-west streets were named for plant and tree species common in
California at the time. Hopes were high that Moreno would prosper and local newspapers in 1891
declared that “Moreno will be a rail road town in the future [which has] every advantage of the most

favored locality in Southern California and the disadvantages of none.”

In April 1891, an estimated 1,500 and 2,000 people went to the new town site of Moreno to purchase
town lots being sold at public auction from Brown and his cronies. In the following eight months a
Congregational Church, four brick commercial buildings, a lumberyard, two brickyards, a cement
pipe works, and a school were constructed with as many as thirty houses being built at one time. By
1893, the Hotel de Moreno, three stories high and encompassing an entire city block, was operational
and doing a brisk business with people needing a place to stay while developing their land. Investors
interested in Moreno Valley land were from nearby regions: Los Angeles, San Diego, San
Bernardino, and from as far away as Wisconsin, Pennsylvania, and New York. A map was created to
show potential buyers what types of irrigation systems would be built and where the land was located
(MBA 2006). Most were trying to cash in on the land boom that had swept California.

Moreno had become the latest in a string of small boomtown with new businesses developing, and
orchards and crops being planted on nearby fields. The success for both local businesses and the
farmers depended on the availability and consistency of water. Although Brown had studied the
feasibility of bringing water into the Valley and had initially been successful in bringing water in
from Bear Valley, by 1893 Brown and others realized that without a higher dam, the reservoir could
not hold enough water to meet the irrigation needs of both Redlands and Moreno. To worsen the
situation for Moreno, Redlands was the town for whom the reservoir was initially built and therefore
had first rights to the water. A legal suit won by Redlands in 1894, in effect permanently shut off the
water to Moreno, although a local judge ordered that domestic water to Moreno homes was allowable
(Lech 2004).

In addition to the lack of water, it is likely that the Recession (Panic) of 1893 forced many potential
farmers in southern California to reconsider their options, and the new farmers and speculators
abandoned their properties. The Panic was caused by railroad overbuilding and speculation, much of
which was driven by westward expansion into California. According to several sources, over 15,000
businesses and 500 banks failed during this period, many of them in California. The Northern Pacific
Railway, the Union Pacific Railroad, and the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railroad all failed. The
resultant depression lasted for three years and farmers went bankrupt nationwide; good economic
times did not resurface until about 1899. By that time, the speculative land boom in this part of

Southemn California was over.
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SECTION 4: ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE PARAMETERS

4.1 - CEQA and Cultural Resources

Under California law, a cultural resource may be considered a historical resource if it is significant
within the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political,
military, or cultural annals of California or if it meets the criteria for listing on the California Register
of Historical Resources (CRHR). Each cultural resource within a developmental study area must be
evaluated by a technical professional to determine if the resource is significant. According to the
California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 14, Chapter 3 Section 15064.5, the term “historical

resources” includes the following:

1. A resource listed in, or determined to be eligible by the State Historical Resources
Commission, for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (Pub. Res. Code
Section 5024.1, Title 14 CCR, Section 4850 et seq.).

2. A resource included in a local register of historical resources, as defined in section 5020.1(k)
of the Public Resources Code or identified as significant in an historical resource survey
meeting the requirements section 5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code, shall be presumed
to be historically or culturally significant. Public agencies must treat any such resource as
significant unless the preponderance of evidence demonstrates that it is not historically or
culturally significant.

3. Any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead agency
determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural, engineering,
scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural annals of
California may be considered to be an historical resource, provided the lead agency’s
determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. Generally, a
resource shall be considered by the lead agency to be “historically significant” if the
resource meets the criteria for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources
(Pub. Res. Code Section 5024.1, Title 14 CCR, Section 4852) including the following:

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

2 Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

3 Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of
construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses
high artistic values, or

4 Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history

Typically, cultural resources of an archaeological nature that exhibit buried and intact features qualify
for the CRHR under Criterion 4 because such features will likely yield information important to the

prehistory of California. If a resource is not listed in or has not yet been determined to be eligible for
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listing in the CRHR, not included in a local register of historical resources pursuant to Section (§)
5020.1(k) of the PRC, and/or identified in an historical resources survey meeting the criteria in §
5024.1(g) of the PRC, the lead agency may still choose to determine that the resource is an historical
resource as defined in Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 5020.1(j) or 5024.1.

4.2 - City of Moreno Valley General Plan

The City approved its latest General Plan in 2006. Objectives and policies associated with prehistoric
and cultural resources can be found on-line: http://www.moreno-

valley.ca.us/city hall/general plan.shtml. The Chapter 7 Conservation Element of the GPU discusses
the cultural resource background of the City as a whole. The Chapter 9 Goals and Policies section
provides the following guidelines to City staff:

Objective 7.6:  Identify and preserve Moreno Valley’s unique historical and archaeological resources

for future generations.
Policies in response to Objective 7.6:

7.6.1) Historical, cultural and archaeological resources shall be located and

preserved, or mitigated consistent with their intrinsic value.

7.6.2) Implement appropriate mitigation measures to conserve cultural resources

that are uncovered during excavation and construction activities
7.6.3) Minimize damage to the integrity of historic structures when they are altered.

7.6.4) Encourage restoration and adaptive reuse of historical buildings worthy of

preservation

7.6.5) Encourage documentation of historic buildings when such buildings must be

demolished.

Although the goals and policies are minimal, one aspect of these requirements is that a professional
cultural resource manager must use his/her skills to define when a cultural resource becomes
“significant” within the context of Moreno Valley history. This requires an assessment with
consideration for a Threshold, and certain types of cultural resources will have an intrinsic value to
the City. City policy suggests that, despite the technical manifestations of CEQA policy as discussed
above in Section 3.1.1 (Definition of Cultural Resource Sites and Isolates), any cultural resources

uncovered during project-related excavation and construction activities should be preserved.

Prehistoric sites on Mt. Russell and located within lands under the jurisdiction of the City and the
County of Riverside are part of an unofficial prehistoric district known as the Wolfskill Ranch North
Complex, and its general location has been published in the Moreno Valley General Plan Final EIR
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(MV 2006). Page 5.10-14 of the Moreno Valley General Plan Final EIR notes that the North
Complex is located on Open Space and that the potential impact to all prehistoric cultural resources in
the City, including those on the Wolfskill, is considered a significant impact. For this reason, we
recommend that all prehistoric resources in the boulder-strewn foothills of Mt. Russell be avoided

during construction in the WLCSP.

4.3 - Thresholds of Significance

If a professional is asked to determine if a cultural resource is significant under CEQA Guidelines and
therefore subject to mitigation prior to development, a threshold of significance should be developed
prior to testing/evaluation. This is a procedure recommended to professionals by the Office of
Historic Preservation (OHP) / State Prehistoric Preservation Officer (SHPO). The threshold of
significance is simply a point where the qualities of significance are defined during the analysis such
that the resource can be defined as a historical resource. An adverse effect to a historic resource 1s
regarded as the physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the resource or its
immediate surroundings such that the significance of the resource will be reduced such that it no
longer meets the significance criteria. In lay terms, should an analysis show that future development
will destroy elements that make the cultural resource historical, but leave non-unique elements intact,

then the significance of the resource will be lost and there must be mitigation for that loss.

If a prehistoric cultural resource is tested, it is traditionally held that buried features such as, hearths,
burials, middens, etc., could hold analytical information that will pass the significance threshold and
make the site eligible for the CR under Criterion D alone. For resources created after the historic
period began (post-1769 AD) and which are at least 45 years old, analysis of the condition and
integrity of exposed features may cause the resource to pass Criterion A, B, C, and/or D thresholds.
For buildings and other structures at least 45 years old, the completeness and integrity of the

structural architecture may cause the site to pass Criterion A, B, and/or C thresholds.

The threshold should be associated with the site context or theme. If sets of unusual artifacts, buried
but unusual buildings, or human remains are detected during tests of cultural resources in the study
area, or if a historical review of the resource finds that it was once associated with a person and/or
event of historical significance at the State/National level, such resources will likely be considered
potentially significant for CR/National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) listing. In the event that
the significance of the historical resource will be reduced below the threshold because of

development, feasible mitigation must be developed.

4.3.1 - Definition of Cultural Resource Sites and Isolates
Prehistoric and historic cultural resources can vary in form and function from area to area, butitis a
“site” as opposed to isolated artifacts and certain features that could be considered significant.

Prehistoric and historic cultural resource sites are defined in this study as three or more items, such as
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flaked lithics, projectile points, grinding tools, glass, cans, etc., that are not from a single source or

material found within a 10 square meter area. There is no limit to the physical size of a site.

Sites that could qualify as significant are typically more than 45 years old or have the potential to be
more than 45 years old. These definitions assume that items found in an area with a diversity of
materials can represent more than a single activity at a location. Discrete components of a site may

be identified to represent repeated activity, such as milling stations, hearths, or isolated structures.

Isolated artifacts and certain isolated features do not meet these minimal criteria. Isolates could
consists of one or two cans, stone flakes, one metate fragment or fence posts, brass section markers,

or well heads. Potential impacts to isolates need not be mitigated for.

4.4 - Paleontology

Although not specifically discussed in the Moreno Valley General Plan, potential impacts to
Paleontological resources are covered in Appendix G - Section 5(c) of the CEQA Guidelines. This
requires that during Initial Study screening, the Lead Agency must determine whether a project could
directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or a unique geologic feature. A
qualified paleontologist should undertake a determination of this aspect of the environmental

compliance analysis, then offer their conclusions to the City for its review and concurrence.
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Research Design and
Background Research Results

SECTION 5: RESEARCH DESIGN AND BACKGROUND RESEARCH RESULTS

5.1 - Phase 1 Cultural Resource Survey Research Design

Previous research can provide a general basic understanding of cultural resources that might be found

within the WLCSP. General topic areas common to California prehistory include: 1) prehistoric

chronology, 2) subsistence strategies, 3) settlement patterning, 4) exchange, and 5) tool technology.

Historic topic areas include: 1) land use, 2) personal backgrounds and 3) construction timetables.

These general topics as contexts for research are difficult to address at the inventory level of analysis,

but do provide a background for making statements about what is seen during an inventory. These

topics allow for resource type and potential content to be understood and evaluated within a local

historical framework as well as within the broader historical context of the region.

The purpose of a cultural resource survey is to find and describe all cultural resources more than 45

years old that could be affected by the construction of the proposed project. Thus, the ultimate goal

of the Phase 1 survey was to determine whether cultural resources are located within or near the

WLCSP, what type of resources are present or could be present, then predict the chance for future

discoveries of cultural resources once construction began. Survey research assumptions for

prehistoric-era resources consisted of the following:

L.

2.

Prehistoric resources will be found 1n areas that exhibit exposed bedrock or springs.

If prehistoric sites were used as more than a temporary encampment, they would likely
exhibit milling slicks, stone artifacts, and other indications of long-term occupation, such as
rock art, house pits, animal bones, or pottery. Some of this could be buried, and obscured

from view.

Permanent habitation sites should be located near reliable water sources and should be
located in areas that supported more than a single biological zone within a reasonable travel

in the prehistoric past.

Survey research assumptions for historic-era resources consisted of the following. Research on the

late historic period should be augmented with a review of any historic aerial photographs that could

be obtained during the background analysis:

It is unlikely that historic buildings would have been built in or near the study area prior to
the establishment of a pipeline leading from Big Bear Dam, through Redlands, San Timoteo
Canyon and south along Redlands Boulevard. Historic buildings therefore should date no
earlier than 1891.

Due to a lack of natural water resources that could be used for farm irrigation in this area,
historic-era cultural resources should be located near the irrigation systems purportedly
established in 1891.
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During most of the surveys, the archaeological crews were lead in the field by the lead author, Mr.
Dice. All cultural resources detected were photographed and plotted using hand-held Global
Positioning System (GPS) devices. Background research showed that at least nine prehistoric sites
and three historic-era sites were located in the study area. Each site had been previously recorded by

a professional archaeologist and a trinomial number issued by the EIC.

5.2 - Phase 2 Testing Research Design

Cultural resource sites found in the study area that cannot be avoided by construction should be tested
for significance during the planning phase of the project. All archaeological excavations in the State
of California require a scientifically-oriented research design following professional standards.
Research questions associated with the sites in the study area should be designed to provide some
scientific data, and allow a determination of significance as part of the CEQA process, without total
site loss through the Phase 2 testing fieldwork. This subsection describes how a data sample at each
individual cultural resource site will be collected such that a reasonable set of statements about the
potential prehistory or history of each resource can be made. Once the archaeologists have collected
an appropriate amount of data, the significance determination can proceed. A local Native American
group (the Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians) were contacted in advance of testing and provided a
representative while the fieldwork was undertaken. Although the significance test 1s the main

priority, the following research issues can be addressed at the Phase 2 testing level of analysis:

5.2.1 - Time
When was this site occupied?

The MBA Team shall attempt to amplify the distinguishing temporal characteristics of the site(s) such
that a more detailed model of the date of occupation and the socio-functional activities of the site can
be drawn. Historic-era sites can be evaluated utilizing historic maps and aerial photographs that
might be able to be obtained.

5.2.2 - Economics

What types of resource procurement was occurring on or near the site?

Knowledge of how people survived year after year is a crucial parameter in the analysis of economic
functions. We assume that prehistoric cultural resources may represent an encampment or small
village because adjacent water resources were likely limited to small springs. It may be possible to
determine this if economically important features are located within the site(s) boundary. Prehistoric
resource procurement modes will allow for local modeling of site activities. Historic-era sites were
built by farming families for the purpose of citrus and ranching. The types of products grown there
and how day-to-day economic activities occurred will allow for a better understanding of small

communities during the historic period.
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5.2.3 - Site Function
What types of subsurface features exist and what might be their function?

It is possible that prehistoric hearths, house depressions, or other types of permanent fixtures will be
located onsite during the testing. Human remains in the form of cremations (later occupation
horizons) or inhumations (earlier occupation horizons) are also possible. An evaluation of those
features and whether they are reasonably well preserved may be possible through subsurface
excavation. Historic-era resources could include foundations of buildings plus superstructures, buried

and abandoned features such as vaults, seepage pits, cisterns and sublevel foundations and rooms.

5.2.4 - Site Behavior
What was the aboriginal subsistence strategy during the Prehistoric Period?

A summary of findings associated with research questions regarding Time, Economics, and Site
Function, may allow for a description of local subsistence strategy. This analysis may permit an

estimate of the types of prehistoric sites that may be encountered if the study area is developed.

5.3 - Test Excavation Plan

5.3.1 - Prehistoric Sites
Nine of 11 known prehistoric cultural resources in the WLCSP underwent the Phase 2 testing

program in 2006, at the Proponents request. The 9 tested sites were originally recorded as bedrock
milling sites and one (trinomial number CA-RIV-3346) exhibited a midden in a drainage that may
have had spring water flows during the prehistoric period. Site CA-RIV-3347 and CA-RIV-2993
were the two prehistoric sites of the 11 known sites that were not tested. The former lies amongst
bedrock boulders about 150 yards south of the developable area, and the latter was not tested because
the site is a single slick of a bedrock outcrop and the parcel within which it lies was added to the
WLCSP study area in April 2012.

Sites CA-RIV-610, CA-RIV-860, CA-RIV-3238, CA-RIV-3343, CA-RIV-3344, CA-RIV-3345, CA-
RIV-3346, CA-RIV-8006, and CA-RIV-8007 were tested for significance in 2006. All are bedrock
milling sites. Background review of these 9 sites shows that the lowermost slopes of Mt. Russell
were never plowed for agricultural use likely because topsoil depth was very thin; in some places less
than 20cm deep therefore it was not expected that the soil near these sites had been plowed, a factor
that tends to destroy subsurface features. The surface qualities of each tested prehistoric resource
were described in detail on new DPR 523 forms and the locations of the prehistoric features (milling

slicks on bedrock outcrops and slabs) were plotted using a GPS device.

Subsurface testing took place using the shovel-test pit method, where the bedrock outcrops that hold
the milling features are surrounded by excavated shovel test pits, each designed in investigate whether
artifacts and features are located near the milling surfaces. When a standard shovel test was
undertaken, at least four shovel test pits 50 centimeters (cm) in diameter and at least 50cm deep or to

bedrock were excavated around each bedrock slab that exhibited milling surfaces within each
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prehistoric site. Most of the individual bedrock slabs in these sites were defined as a Feature, and any
number of milling slicks and mortars could appear upon them. Typically, there were 3 milling

surfaces on each Feature.

Soils removed during excavation of the test pits were screened through quarter-inch mesh. All
artifacts encountered shall be plotted using a GPS device and those found in the screen shall be
examined and their data collected. Any horizontal stratified deposits that exhibit artifacts or samples
shall be drawn on engineering paper and the ends of the cultural strata plotted using a GPS device.
The DPR 523 forms with the maps and the shovel test pit locations shall be provided in Appendix E,
Confidential DPR 523 Forms.

Although the research method was designed to collect and preserve artifacts following professional
protocols, none were collected nor were any potential samples of soil containing macrobotanicals or
microflakes collected as no items were observed. No stratified sediments were detected, so diagrams
plotting soil strata and its relationship to the modern ground surface were not needed. Photographs of

each test pit were made, as were overview photographs of each prehistoric resource.

5.3.2 - Historic Sites

There are two historic cultural resources in the WLCSP that the Proponent had authorized Phase 2
testing on in January 2012: CA-RIV-4201 and CA-RIV-4210. Both of these sites were recorded by
previous archaeologists in the 1990s and were identitied as historic-era farm complexes or
homesteads. These sites are located in plowed fields and although a level of testing was planned for
these sites that mirrored the techniques used during work on the prehistoric sites, the veneer of
plowed topsoil needed to be remove to gauge how much of the sites were actually left before testing

could begin.

Removal of the upper two feet of soil proved that both structure complexes had been completely
demolished and nearly all of the associated debris removed. Complete removal of debris likely took
place because the nearby properties were being planted in dryland barley and the debris fields would

disrupt planting and harvesting.

In connection with the development of the Town of Moreno in the 1890s as part of the Bear
Valley and Alessandro Development Company’s real estate venture, Alessandro Boulevard
was constructed across much of the project site. The roadway has been in continuous use in
largely its same location since that time. In 1988, the City adopted Resolution CPAB 88-2
recognizing the landmark status of this roadway and providing for the preservation of its 120-
foot right-of-way through the City. In recognition of the historical significance of Alessandro
Boulevard and in compliance with Resolution CPAB 88-2, the project will retain and protect

the Alessandro Boulevard right-of-way through the project.
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The conceptual circulation plan for the WLC contained in the Specific Plan (Exhibit 3-1) incorporates
nearly all of the current Alessandro alignment. Where the ultimate roadway right-of-way varies from
the historic right-of-way, the historic right-of-way will be retained and may be improved with walks,
trails, landscaping or similar compatible improvements. Prior to approval of any development
including or adjacent to the historic Alessandro Boulevard right-of-way, a concept plan for its entire
length shall be submitted to and approved by the Planning Commission. These requirements are

contained in the Specific Plan in Section 12.9 “Alessandro Boulevard — Historical Landmark.”

5.4 - Paleontological Resource Research Design

The potential for impacts to paleontological resources follow a different discovery pathway.
Background information will be drawn from various geological and earth-science studies associated
with the central portion of the County of Riverside and paleontological resource records search(es)
were undertaken by Mr. Eric Scott of the San Bernardino County Museum at the request of Dr.
Kenneth J. Lord. Surface manifestations of significant fossil resources were not expected in the
WLCSP because most of the WLCSP has been plowed, and plowing destroys fossil deposits.
However, because a certain amount of subsurface excavation must take place during construction it is
assumed that there is some possibility that significant paleontologic resources could be uncovered.
Our goal is to determine the potential for such finds and the depth upon which it is moderately likely

that the resources will be encountered.

5.5 - Cultural Background Check Results

5.5.1 - Eastern Information Center Data

A series of searches were undertaken for the project as the project expanded and new parcels were
added to the total. The initial cultural resource literature search was conducted by MBA Statf
Archaeologist Marnie Kay in May 2005. A second cultural resource literature search was conducted by
MBA Project Archaeologist Jennifer Sanka in June 2007. Both searches took place at the EIC, which 1s
located at the University of California - Riverside. To identify any historic properties, both researchers
examined the current inventories of the NRHP, CR, California Historical Landmarks (CHL), and
California Points of Historical Interest (CPHI). In addition, both researchers reviewed the California
State Historic Resources Inventory (HRI) and archival maps for the County and the City to determine
the existence of previously documented local historical resources. A search radius of 1.0 mile was used.
A third check was undertaken by MBA staff archaeologist Arabesque Said in early 2011. This check
was undertaken because a few years had elapsed since the original records searches had been made.

Table 1 and Table 2 list the results of the cultural resources records search for cultural resources in
and near the study area. Those listed cultural resources in the “Site Name” column that are
highlighted in bold are located inside the margin of the study area. The “Location Comments”
column provides a summary of the potential impacts to each resource on the basis of location only.
The Wolfskill North Ranch Complex, discussed in Moreno Valley General Plan Final EIR (2006), is

not listed as a potential district or complex on any EIC database.
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Highland Fairview Operating Company - World Logistics Center Specific Plan Research Design and
Phase 1 and Phase 2 Cultural Resources Assessment Background Research Results

Table 1 and Table 2 show that there are a total of 67 previously recorded cultural resources located in
and within various distances from the WLCSP. Numerous prehistoric sites are located in the WLCSP
on the foothills of Mt. Russell and many significant prehistoric resources are located south of the
mountain peak near once-active springs. CA-RIV-6200 was found near the MWD feeder pipe tunnel
on MWD land near Gilman Springs Road. This was a prehistoric hearth located about 22 feet below
the modemn ground surface. The depth of the feature suggested that it had been buried in alluvium
derived from floods out of the nearby canyon. CA-RIV-6065, CA-RIV-6066, CA-RIV-6067 and CA-
RIV-6068 are artifact deposits that were detected during trenching of a Metropolitan Water District
(MWD) feeder pipe along the base of Mt. Russell. These sites were seen in the feeder pipe trench
wall only and were not exposed to view at the modern ground surface level. The presence of all these
prehistoric resources suggest that the area was habitable for much of the year because reliable water
(in Mystic Lake) was available for most of the year. This lake is a semi-desert playa that was
probably filled to some degree during most of the prehistoric period, similar to that today. People
were likely living along and near the lake margin and used the WLCSP as part of their general
resource gathering area. Site CA-RIV-4201, -4210 and -5862 are in the WLCSP and are historic-era
farmstead sites. A few other sites consist of historic resources that were mitigated for during land
clearance of the Kerr Stock Farm (MBA 2006). Isolated artifacts are also found just outside the
southeast corer of the WLCSP near Gilman Springs Road.

5.5.2 - Native American Heritage Commission Commentary

MBA contacted the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) in March 2011 requesting a
Sacred Lands File search for traditional cultural properties. This request letter was an update to the
2005 information request (both copies added to this report). The response from the NAHC was
received on March 25, 2011. The NAHC response indicated that no sacred lands or traditional
cultural properties are known for the WLCSP. MBA sent information-request letters to each of the 12
tribal entities named by the NAHC on March 29, 2011. Two responses to our letters were forwarded
to MBA staff: one from the Pala Band and another from the Soboba Band. We responded to the
Soboba Band by requesting an on-site consultation with Joseph Ontiveros, but as of the date of this
report Mr. Ontiveros has not requested to consult with us. Comment letters on the Draft
Environmental Impact Report were received from both the Soboba Band and Pechanga Cultural
Resources on April 8, 2013. These comments have been addressed both in this document, in a
Response to Comment, and within the Final EIR. Letters received from the tribal contacts subsequent
to the date of the final report will be forwarded to the Proponent and the City of Moreno Valley as

they are received. .

5.5.3 - Historic Aerial Photograph Review

MBA reviewed a group of aerial photographs curated in the now-closed Whittier-Fairchild Aerial
Photograph Collection at Whittier College, and two 1953 aerial photographs belonging to the now-
closed Rupp Aerial Photography, Inc. of Corona. The purpose of this review was to provide
background information on the WLCSP as related to changes in the condition of each individual
parcel over time as well as to identify historic-era structures and features that might be encountered

during survey or construction.
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Three 1932 photos (Flight C-1940), three 1936 photos (Flight C-4058, one 1951 photo (Flight C-
16123), and three 1958 photos (Flight C-23023) were purchased from Whittier to assist in
interpretation of the WLCSP. Each photograph purchased was a contact print that was then scanned
with large pixel counts. The Rupp Aerial photographs were taken by the Department of Agriculture
in 1953, with Rupp purchasing the negatives many years later (Flight AKM-8K-86 and AXM-2K-
11), and the digital record sent to MBA staff via email.

The photographs were carefully examined for project landmarks then evaluated prior to the field
survey for 1) the types of agricultural practices performed upon them over time by the land or
leascholders that might have an effect on the condition of the land and 2) the existence of structures
that might have been demolished and plowed over between 1932 and 1960. Such structure remnants
can usually be seen or inferred during survey due to the presence of foundations and historic trash.
The narrative below discusses areas in the WLCSP that were available as part of the aerial review.
Not all portions of the WLCSP for each date were rendered on the photographs.

In February 1932, those portions of the northwest quadrant of the WLCSP (Exhibit 4a, 1932 Aerial -
Northwest Portion of Specific Plan) were planted in citrus, alfalfa, hay and possibly grapes. Redlands
Blvd may have been paved but it is more likely that it was still dirt. Large-scale flood control
features do not exist. The fact that so much of the land elsewhere in this image was growing citrus
suggests that groundwater supplies had not yet been depleted. A structure and treed landscaping
located northeast of the comer of Redlands and Eucalyptus is still located there. The house is gone
but trees and outbuildings/garage are still there. In the northeast corner of the WLCSP (Exhibit 4b),
the mouths of the canyons leading into the Badlands had been plowed for dryland crops and a few
structures can be seen, including buildings at CA-RIV-5862. Washes carry generally southeast and
merge. Gilman Springs Road had not yet been built and dirt roads lead from the Anderson Ranch
property (CA-RIV-7297) at the base of the foothills to the Virginia Street farm complex (CA-RIV-
4201). In the southeast corner of the WLCSP (Exhibit 4¢, 1932 Aerial - Southeast Portion of Specific
Plan), Alessandro carries eastward from Theodore, passes the farm complex at CA-RIV-4210, then
joins Gilman Springs Road. This is the only street that is paved in the area.

On June 8 1936, the community of Moreno can be seen in the southwest quadrant of the WLCSP
(Exhibit 5a, 1936 Aenal - Southwest Portion of Specific Plan). The unplowed foothills of Mt.
Russell can be observed and the directional trend in which creeks and washes flow (to the southwest)
1s clearly evident. Cactus Avenue crosses one of these washes south of Moreno and plowed ground
to the east 1s being used for hay and pasture. On certain properties in the northwest corner of
Alessandro and Redlands Blvd grasses (hay) were recently cut with a mechanical mower and left to
dry before baling. Ten acres of land is being farmed for citrus, with other citrus groves can be found
to the north near the corner of Redlands and Dracaea. The majorities of the properties in this image
are in grass. Only Alessandro is paved. Exhibit 5b, 1936 Aerial - Eastern Portion of Specific Plan,
shows much of the eastern half of the WLCSP in 1936.
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A large historic era farm can be seen near the southern margin: this has been replaced with a SDGE
gas compression station. Historic site CA-RIV-4201 and CA-RIV-4210 are clearly visible as
homesteads and much of the hay and grass surrounding the farm has been cut. The absence of horse
corrals and feedlots at these farms (hay can be stored in the open if covered and hay barns are not
always needed) suggest that the cut grasses were being baled and sold elsewhere, possibly in

Sunnymead.

Images from the end of December 1946 and early January 1947 are found in Exhibit 6a and Exhibit
6b. Exhibit 6a, 1946-7 Aerial - Southwest Portion of Specific Plan, shows the southwest portions
with the town of Moreno exhibiting a few more structures. 10-acre parcels north of Alessandro Blvd
were surrounded by a small ditch for water and flood control, fencing and roads: these can be seen in
this photograph. Redlands Blvd was paved, but the remainder of roads were not except for
Alessandro Blvd. This image shows that most of the land in this portion of the WLCSP had been
plowed repeatedly except for lands located at the toe of Mt. Russell, which is covered in Riversidean
sage scrub vegetation. Exhibit 6b, 1946-7 - Southeast Portion of Specific Plan, shows much of the
southeast portion of the WLCSP including farms at CA-RIV-4210 and CA-RIV-4201. Hay storage
may have been taking place at the former site because a large open barn or flat-roofed tractor shed
can be seen. The farmhouse is in the lower southwest portion of the site and the remaining buildings
spread to the north. The deep color surrounding the single building at CA-RIV-4201 may be due to
extensive watering. The paved Gilman Springs Road had been built probably just after World War II

and as a result Virginia Street was little used.

In the 1958 and 1960 periods, the historical development of farms in the area had matured and many
of the parcels that supported citrus in 1932 had been converted to grains and pasture. SR-60 had been
put through the Badlands by this time and forms the primary developmental change. Greyvillea
Street was removed to allow for the passage of a 2-lane both directions freeway plus a few structure
complexes in the right of way. Overpasses were construction: these are now being replaced (2011-
2012). The large citrus orchard on the old Kerr Ranch at the corner of Redlands Boulevard and
Greyvillea in the 1930s had been demolished and replaced by a horse farm (Dice 2006) facing the
SR-60 freeway. The north portion of the WLCSP can be observed on a February 1958 aerial (Exhibit
7a, 1958 Aerial - North Portion of Specific Plan), whereas the southern portion can be observed in a
1960 aerial (Exhibit 7b, 1960 Aerial - South Portion of Specific Plan).
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Source: Fairchild Aerial Photography Collection.
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5.6 - Paleontological Records Search Results

A series of paleontological records checks were requested by MBA'’s project paleontologist Dr.
Kenneth J. Lord between 2005 and 2008, and responses to our inquiries were received from Mr. Eric
Scott of the Paleontological Division of the San Bernardino County Museum. Each response has

been reproduced in Appendix B.

Mr. Scott’s paleontological review showed that the whole of the WLCSP and region, in an area south
of SR-60, north of the toe of Mt. Russell to a pomnt toward Gilman Springs Road, rests entirely on
exposures of Holocene recent alluvium. This alluvium has low potential for fossil deposits to be
uncovered during grading. However, the Holocene alluvium rests upon a veneer of Older Pleistocene

alluvium and San Timoteo Formation deposits, both of which are highly sensitive for fossil resources.

In 2004, LSA conducted monitoring during geotechnical testing within portions of what was to
become the World Logistics Center Specific Plan. These trenches were placed south of the Corporate
Park Project between Redlands Boulevard and Theodore Street. Both trenches were excavated to a
depth of 25 feet. A fossil rib bone was found in Trench 1 at a depth of 17 feet. The specimen
compared well with Bison sp. (LSA 2004). This finding is consistent with other finds in the region

and is indicative of Pleistocene age sediments within the WLCSP area.

Research on the subject of potential impacts to buried paleontological resources was recently
undertaken by MBA staff during construction monitoring of the Highland Fairview Corporate Park
project (MBA 2011), which was built by the Proponent. Deep excavations showed that the
Holocene/Pleistocene alluvium is likely to be quite thick and at least 20 feet of this existed in the
Highland Fairview Corporate Park project site. We believe that a similar condition exists elsewhere
in the WLCSP and that the upper 10 feet of soil (at a minimum) has low sensitivity for potential
impacts to paleontologic resources. Impacts to sensitive paleontologic resources moves to
“moderate” once a depth below grade of 10 feet is reached. This may vary across the study area,
since obviously prehistoric archaeological remains were found 21 feet below grade during
archaeological monitoring at site CA-RIV-6200. This particular resource is near the northeast corner
of the study area.
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SECTION 6: RESULTS

6.1 - Phase 1 Survey

MBA Senior Archaeologist Michael Dice, M.A. guided all fieldwork associated with the many
cultural resource surveys in the WLCSP. MBA staff archacologists Peter Messick, Marnie Kay,
Alynne Loupe, Leleua Loupe, Sarah Williams, Greg Chatman, Erin Shepard, Jennifer M. Sanka,
James Keasling, Arabesque Said, Eric Landis and Audrey Podratz surveyed portions of the study area
at various times between late 2005 and April of 2012 (see Section 2). The vast majority of the study
area exhibited barren, tilled earth with at least 50 percent ground visibility. Certain portions of the
WLCSP could not be examined with good intensity because they were covered in tall and dense
weedy vegetation with poor ground surface visibility (80 percent obscured plus), and in a few places

the lands were too steep to walk safely.

6.1.1 - Observed Prehistoric-era Cultural Resource Sites

Cultural resources listed in bold/grey in Table 1 and Table 2 (column “Site Name™ and column
“Location Comments”), are previously recorded sites the survey teams were able to observe. Most of
these were located on the lower slopes of Mt. Russell in the northern portion of Section 13 T3S/R3W
(see Appendix F, Confidential Site Locations).

Prehistoric bedrock milling slick sites CA-RIV-2775, CA-RIV-2776, CA-RIV-2777 and CA-RIV-
2993 were poorly defined and the original DPR 523 forms were confusing. After considerable
amount of review 1n the field, the plotted locations of the milling slick features that defined these sites
showed that they were located very close together: so close that there were legitimately combined into
single prehistoric resource now known as CA-RIV-8007. One additional previously unrecorded
prehistoric resource was detected during survey on Mt. Russell in 2011: site CA-RIV-8006. Finally,
site CA-RIV-6200 was identified by archaeologists during construction of the EMWD tunnel near
Gilman Springs Road in the 1990’s. It is unlikely that this site will be directly impacted by
development in the WLCSP due to its depth.

6.1.2 - Observed Historic-era Cultural Resource Sites

Site CA-RIV-4201 and CA-RIV-4210 are located on lands inside the WLCSP near Alessandro and
Virginia streets. These two sites were Phase 2 tested for significance in January 2012. Site CA-RIV-
5862 is located on MWD property near the intersection of Gilman Springs and SR60 and was

evaluated for significance during surveys in January 2012.

An unrecorded historic-era structure was observed in historic aerial photographs and is located in
Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 478-220-009. One of the structures on this parcel was built in
1900, and appears to be one of the oldest remaining structures in the former community of Moreno.

Once access to this parcel is gained by the Proponent, the structure should be recorded onto DPR 523
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forms and evaluated for significance by a qualified architectural historian before the Draft EIR is

submitted to the City for public review.

6.1.3 - Isolated Finds

Two isolated prehistoric artifacts were identified during the surveys. Isolate #1 was detected in a
plowed field, to the southeast of the intersection of Alessandro Boulevard and Theodore Street, east
of Theodore Street. This resource consists of a single grey meta-volcanic core, measuring 15 em
(Length) x10 cm (Width). Some portions of the core exhibited heavy patination, and several plow
scars were observed. Isolate #2 was detected to the east of Davis Road, which is the southern
extension of Theodore Street. This resource consists of a single quartz tertiary flake with 4 dorsal
scars, and it retains an orange inclusion. Because they are isolates, no additional mitigative efforts are

required.

6.2 - Phase 2 Testing Results

6.2.1 - Prehistoric Resources

Site CA-RIV-610, CA-RIV-860, CA-RIV-3238, CA-RIV-3343, CA-RIV-3344, CA-RIV-3345, the
northern portion of site CA-RIV-3346, CA-RIV-8006, and CA-RIV-8007 were tested for significance
in 2006. Site CA-RIV-2995, originally thought to lie adjacent to the margin of the WLCSP and
authorized by the Proponent for Phase 2 testing, was relocated using a GPS and found to be located
beyond the WLCSP footprint. As noted in Table 1, sites CA-RIV-2775, CA-RIV-2776, and CA-
RIV-2777 were merged to form one large site (CA-RIV-8007) during the Phase 2 test fieldwork.

Subsurface testing consisted of the use of 50cm diameter shovel test pits excavated near the Features
in each site and the soil screened through 0.25-inch hardware cloth. Any artifacts (stone tools, stone
flakes, pottery, bone, ete.) in the test pits would have been captured through this procedure would
have been examined, photographed, analyzed in the field. They were to be returned to the pit when
the pit was backfilled. Despite the fact that over 100 test pits were excavated, no buried artifacts or
hidden buried features were detected in any site except the northern portion of CA-RIV-3346 (the
southern half of this site was scanned by the crew for surface artifacts but no test pits were placed in
it). The crew also scanned the perimeter of each site for concentrations of artifacts and/or isolated

artifacts before digging the pits.

We believed that the nine prehistoric sites should be considered part of the unofficial Wolfskill Ranch
North Complex. This Complex is discussed in the City General Plan but is not an officially

recognized prehistoric district.

The following cultural resource descriptions are taken and edited from lines P3 and A4 of the
individual DPR 523 forms created for this study. The DPR forms are in Appendix E, Confidential

DPR 523 forms. Conclusions regarding the potential significance of each resource are made herein.
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Section 6, Summary and Recommendations, of this report delineates our general conclusions as well

as appropriate mitigation measures.

CA-RIV-610

This prehistoric resource exhibits sets of milling features on four granitic outcrops labeled Feature A,
B, C, and D. The granite blocks are large and the milling surfaces are difficult to see. Feature A and
B are located near the eastern edge of the resource and exhibit a single slick apiece. Feature C is
located near the center-west of the resource and exhibits one slick and three saucer mortars. Feature
D is located near the western edge of the resource and exhibits two milling slicks. The granite blocks

exhibited a greenish lichen, which leads to deterioration of the granite surfaces.

Four standard shovel test pits were placed around each of the 4 Features for a total of 16 to determine
if any buried resources were noted in the area. No buried features were noted, nor were any artifacts
observed. The resource was mapped, shovel tests plotted, and located using a GPS device,

photographed, and the test pits were refilled and smoothed.

According to CCR 15064.5, any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript
which a lead agency determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural,
engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural
annals of California may be considered to be an historical resource, provided the lead agency’s
determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. Generally, a resource
shall be considered by the lead agency to be “historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria
for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources (Pub. Res. Code Section 5024.1, Title 14
CCR, Section 4852) including the following: 4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information
important in prehistory or history.

In our view, the potential information available for research purposes for CA-RIV-610 has been
exhausted through recordation and testing. Because there did not appear to be any additional buried
cultural resources that may yield information important to California prehistory at this site, we believe
that the Phase 2 test demonstrates that the site 1s limited 1n its ability to fulfill Criterion 4. Our
analysis suggests that the site should not be considered a historical resource under CEQA Guidelines.
We do recognize that it could be considered a unique resource, but we do not consider the site eligible
for listing on the California Register. If additional information is brought forward to the lead agency
per guidelines in CCR 15064.5, the City may choose to proclaim this cultural resource significant
following General Plan Policy 7.6.1 in response to Objective 7.6.

It is possible that CA-RIV-610 will be directly impacted by construction and although we find that
the site is not significant, the location of all features on solid bedrock suggests that it will be avoided.
However, development within the WLCSP may bring an increase in visitations and possible

inadvertent and indirect damage to this resource.
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CA-RIV-860

This prehistoric resource exhibits seven sets of milling features on granitic outcrops located along the
sides of a granite sentinel. Each granite block exhibiting a milling surface as deemed a Feature. The
Features are large and the milling surface difficult to see. Feature A and B are located near the
southern end of the resource: Feature A exhibits three saucer mortars and Feature B exhibits two
slicks. Feature C is located near the center-east of the resource and exhibits two milling slicks.
Feature D is located near the center of the resource and exhibits two milling slicks. Feature E and G
are located at the near the north end of the resource: Feature E exhibits two slicks, while Feature G
exhibits three mortars. Feature F was located during a final site check after fieldwork; it exhibited

one slick.

A total of 32 standard shovel test pits were placed around each of the seven Features to determine if
any buried cultural resources were noted near the Features. Extremely thin or non-existent soil was
observed near some of these Features, so areas of the site believed to contain deep soil were also
tested. No buried features were noted, nor were any artifacts observed. The resource was mapped,
shovel tests plotted and located using a GPS device, photographed, and the test pits were refilled and

smoothed.

According to CCR 15064.5, any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript
which a lead agency determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural,
engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural
annals of California may be considered to be an historical resource, provided the lead agency’s
determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. Generally, a resource
shall be considered by the lead agency to be “historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria
for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources (Pub. Res. Code Section 5024.1, Title 14
CCR, Section 4852) including the following: 4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information
important in prehistory or history.

In our view, the potential information available for research purposes for CA-RIV-860 has been
exhausted through recordation and testing. Because there did not appear to be any additional buried
cultural resources that may yield information important to California prehistory at this site, we believe
that the Phase 2 test demonstrates that the site is limited in its ability to fulfill Criterion 4. Our
analysis suggests that the site should not be considered a historical resource under CEQA Guidelines.
We do recognize that it could be considered a unique resource, but we do not consider the site eligible
for listing on the California Register. If additional information is brought forward to the lead agency
per guidelines in CCR 15064.5, the City may choose to proclaim this cultural resource significant
following General Plan Policy 7.6.1 in response to Objective 7.6.

It is possible that CA-RIV-860 will be directly impacted by construction and although we find that

the site is not significant, the location of all features on solid bedrock suggests that it will be avoided.
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However, development within the WLCSP may bring an increase in visitations and possible

inadvertent and indirect damage to this resource.

CA-RIV-3238

This prehistoric resource exhibits one milling slick on a single exposed granitic outcrop. The slick
and outcrop are of granite and are in good condition. Six shovel test pits were placed around the
outcrop to determine if any buried resources were noted in the area. No buried features were noted,
nor were any artifacts observed. The resource was mapped, shovel tests plotted and located using a

GPS device, photographed, and the test pits were refilled and smoothed.

According to CCR 15064.5, any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript
which a lead agency determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural,
engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural
annals of California may be considered to be an historical resource, provided the lead agency’s
determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. Generally, a resource
shall be considered by the lead agency to be “historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria
for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources (Pub. Res. Code Section 5024.1, Title 14
CCR, Section 4852) including the following: 4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information
important in prehistory or history.

In our view, the potential information available for research purposes for CA-RIV-3238 has been
exhausted through recordation and testing. Because there did not appear to be any additional buried
cultural resources that may yield information important to California prehistory at this site, we believe
that the Phase 2 test demonstrates that the site is limited in its ability to fulfill Criterion 4. Our
analysis suggests that the site should not be considered a historical resource under CEQA Guidelines.
We do recognize that it could be considered a unique resource, but we do not consider the site eligible
for listing on the California Register. If additional information is brought forward to the lead agency
per guidelines in CCR 15064.5, the City may choose to proclaim this cultural resource significant
following General Plan Policy 7.6.1 in response to Objective 7.6.

It is possible that CA-RIV-3238 will be directly impacted by construction and although we find that
the site 1s not significant, the location of all features on solid bedrock suggests that it will be avoided.
However, development within the WLCSP may bring an increase in visitations and possible

inadvertent and indirect damage to this resource.

CA-RIV-3343

This prehistoric resource exhibits one milling slick on a single exposed granitic outcrop. The slick
and outcrop are of granite and are in good condition. Six standard shovel test pits were placed around
the outcrop to determine if any buried resources were noted in the area. No buried features were
noted, nor were any artifacts observed. The resource was mapped, shovel tests plotted and located

using a GPS device, photographed, and the test pits were refilled and smoothed.
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According to CCR 15064.5, any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript
which a lead agency determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural,
engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural
annals of California may be considered to be an historical resource, provided the lead agency’s
determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. Generally, a resource
shall be considered by the lead agency to be “historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria
for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources (Pub. Res. Code Section 5024.1, Title 14
CCR, Section 4852) including the following: 4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information
important in prehistory or history.

In our view, the potential information available for research purposes for CA-RIV-3343 has been
exhausted through recordation and testing. Because there did not appear to be any additional buried
cultural resources that may yield information important to California prehistory at this site, we believe
that the Phase 2 test demonstrates that the site is limited in its ability to fulfill Criterion 4. Our
analysis suggests that the site should not be considered a historical resource under CEQA Guidelines.
We do recognize that it could be considered a unique resource, but we do not consider the site eligible
for listing on the California Register. If additional information is brought forward to the lead agency
per guidelines in CCR 15064.5, the City may choose to proclaim this cultural resource significant
following General Plan Policy 7.6.1 in response to Objective 7.6.

It is possible that CA-RIV-3343 will be directly impacted by construction and although we find that
the site is not significant, the location of all features on solid bedrock suggests that it will be avoided.
However, development within the WLCSP may bring an increase in visitations and possible

inadvertent and indirect damage to this resource.

CA-RIV-3344

This prehistoric resource exhibits one milling slick on a single exposed granitic outcrop. The slick
and outcrop are of granite and are in good condition. Six standard shovel test pits were placed around
the outcrop to determine if any buried resources were noted in the area. No buried features were
noted, nor were any artifacts observed. The resource was mapped, shovel tests plotted and located

using a GPS device, photographed, and the test pits were refilled and smoothed.

According to CCR 15064.5, any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript
which a lead agency determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural,
engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural
annals of California may be considered to be an historical resource, provided the lead agency’s
determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. Generally, a resource
shall be considered by the lead agency to be “historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria
for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources (Pub. Res. Code Section 5024.1, Title 14
CCR, Section 4852) including the following: 4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information

important in prehistory or history.
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In our view, the potential information available for research purposes for CA-RIV-3344 has been
exhausted through recordation and testing. Because there did not appear to be any additional buried
cultural resources that may yield information important to California prehistory at this site, we believe
that the Phase 2 test demonstrates that the site is limited in its ability to fulfill Criterion 4. Our
analysis suggests that the site should not be considered a historical resource under CEQA Guidelines.
We do recognize that it could be considered a unique resource, but we do not consider the site eligible
for listing on the California Register. If additional information is brought forward to the lead agency
per guidelines in CCR 15064.5, the City may choose to proclaim this cultural resource significant
following General Plan Policy 7.6.1 in response to Objective 7.6.

It is possible that CA-RIV-3344 will be directly impacted by construction and although we find that
the site 1s not significant, the location of all features on solid bedrock suggests that i1t will be avoided.
However, development within the WLCSP may bring an increase in visitations and possible

inadvertent and indirect damage to this resource.

CA-RIV-3345

This prehistoric resource exhibits three milling surfaces on two exposed granitic outcrop Features.
Feature A is located at the north end of the resource and exhibits a single large milling slick in good
condition. Feature B is located at the southern end, which was newly discovered during our Phase 1
survey, and lies amongst a circle of dirt roads. Two poorly preserved milling surfaces are located on
the Feature B bedrock outcrop.

Four standard shovel test pits were placed around each Feature to determine if any buried resources
could be found. No buried features were noted, nor were any artifacts observed. The resource was
mapped, shovel tests plotted and located using a GPS device, photographed, and the test pits were
refilled and smoothed.

According to CCR 15064.5, any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript
which a lead agency determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural,
engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural
annals of California may be considered to be an historical resource, provided the lead agency’s
determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. Generally, a resource
shall be considered by the lead agency to be “historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria
for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources (Pub. Res. Code Section 5024.1, Title 14
CCR, Section 4852) including the following: 4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information
important in prehistory or history.

In our view, the potential information available for research purposes for CA-RIV-3345 has been
exhausted through recordation and testing. Because there did not appear to be any additional buried
cultural resources that may yield information important to California prehistory at this site, we believe
that the Phase 2 test demonstrates that the site 1s limited in its ability to fulfill Criterion 4. Our
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analysis suggests that the site should not be considered a historical resource under CEQA Guidelines.
We do recognize that it could be considered a unique resource, but we do not consider the site eligible
for listing on the California Register. If additional information is brought forward to the lead agency
per guidelines in CCR 15064.5, the City may choose to proclaim this cultural resource significant
following General Plan Policy 7.6.1 in response to Objective 7.6.

It is possible that CA-RIV-3345 will be directly impacted by construction and although we find that
the site is not significant, the location of all features on solid bedrock suggests that it will be avoided.
However, development within the WLCSP may bring an increase in visitations and possible

inadvertent and indirect damage to this resource.

CA-RIV-3346

Prehistoric site CA-RIV-3346 was originally recorded as a large resource exhibiting many individual
milling slick surfaces and mortars. Numerous artifacts were noted, as was soil of a type suggestive of
amidden. The resource extends south and uphill along a small canyon and it was believed that the
site might represent a village or extensive encampment. It was considered significant when origially
recorded by previous archacologists. MBA staff rerecorded the resource based on observation made
at the time of testing so that all aspects of the site could be delineated on a map, but subsurface shovel

testing was limited to the northern portion of the site only.

The northern half of this resource exhibits 18 exposed granitic outcrops (Features). There are a total
of 14 milling surfaces, seven conical mortars, one basin milling feature and five saucer mortars in the
resource. All are moderately exfoliated and range from good to poor condition. Some additional
milling surfaces may be buried in eroding soil. Midden-like soil noted on earlier DPR forms was not
found, but it is possible that this midden exists but has been picked clean of surface artifacts by
pothunters. The site is bisected by a drainage and many actively used dirt bike tracks. All outcrops
are moderately exfoliated. It is possible that much of the resources surface artifacts were removed by

pothunters as only five stone artifacts were noted during survey and testing.

Seventy-two shovel test pits were placed around the granite outerops in the northern half of the site to
determine if any buried resources could be observed. Several excavated levels in several of these pits
exhibiting artifacts were noted. These were mostly ground stone fragments that had been cracked by
fire, and five flaked stone artifacts were observed. These artifacts were examined and replaced in the
shovel test pits from whence they came. The resource was mapped, shovel tests plotted and located

using a GPS device, photographed, and the test pits were refilled and smoothed.

According to CCR 15064.5, any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript
which a lead agency determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural,
engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural
annals of California may be considered to be an historical resource, provided the lead agency’s

determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. Generally, a resource

Michael Brandman Associates 62



Highland Fairview Operating Company - World Logistics Center Specific Plan
Phase 1 and Phase 2 Cultural Resources Assessment Phase | Survey and Phase Il Testing Results

shall be considered by the lead agency to be “historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria
for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources (Pub. Res. Code Section 5024.1, Title 14
CCR, Section 4852) including the following: 4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information
important in prehistory or history.

In our view, the potential information available for research purposes at CA-RIV-3346 does exist, and
the southern half of this site has yet to be examined through subsurface testing. We conclude that
there does appear to be additional buried cultural resource elements that may be able to yield
additional information important to California prehistory. We therefore confirm that the Phase 2 test
demonstrates the site is not limited in its ability to fulfill Criterion 4 as noted above and therefore

must be considered a historical resource under CEQA Guidelines.

It is possible that CA-RIV-3346 will be directly impacted by construction and although we find that
the site is indeed a significant cultural resource, the location of all milling slick features on solid
bedrock suggests that it can be avoided. However, development within the WLCSP may bring an
increase in visitations and possible inadvertent and indirect damage to this resource. Should it be
determined that the site must be directly impacted by construction, Phase 3 data collection on the

whole of this site must take place.

CA-RIV-8006

This prehistoric resource consists of a single bedrock outcrop (Feature 1) exhibiting four saucer
mortars and one milling slick. Feature 1 is in fair condition and is a coarse granitic outcrop 4.40 by
2.00 meters in size. Each milling surface is about 102cm off the ground. Mortar A measures 16 by
13cm in size and is 3.5cm deep. Mortar B measures 18 by 16cm in size and is 0.5cm deep. Mortar C
measures 18 by 18cm in size and is 3cm deep. Mortar D measures 23 by 18cm in size and is 4cm
deep. Milling slick E measures 24 by 18cm in size. All are moderately exfoliated. No artifacts were
detected within the site boundary.

One shovel test of this site took place. Four standard shovel test pits (STPs) were placed around
Feature 1 to determine if any buried resources were noted near the outcrop. No buried features were
noted, nor were any artifacts observed. The resource was mapped, shovel tests plotted and located

using a GPS device, photographed, and the test pits were refilled and smoothed.

According to CCR 15064.5, any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript
which a lead agency determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural,
engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural
annals of California may be considered to be an historical resource, provided the lead agency’s
determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. Generally, a resource
shall be considered by the lead agency to be “historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria
for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources (Pub. Res. Code Section 5024.1, Title 14
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CCR, Section 4852) including the following: 4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information

important in prehistory or history.

In our view, the potential information available for research purposes for CA-RIV-8006 has been
exhausted through recordation and testing. Because there did not appear to be any additional buried
cultural resources that may yield information important to California prehistory at this site, we believe
that the Phase 2 test demonstrates that the site 1s limited 1n its ability to fulfill Criterion 4. Our
analysis suggests that the site should not be considered a historical resource under CEQA Guidelines.
We do recognize that it could be considered a unique resource, but we do not consider the site eligible
for listing on the California Register. If additional information is brought forward to the lead agency
per guidelines in CCR 15064.5, the City may choose to proclaim this cultural resource significant
following General Plan Policy 7.6.1 in response to Objective 7.6.

It is possible that CA-RIV-8006 will be directly impacted by construction and although we find that
the site is not significant, the location of all features on solid bedrock suggests that it will be avoided.
However, development within the WLCSP may bring an increase in visitations and possible

inadvertent and indirect damage to this resource.

CA-RIV-8007
This prehistoric resource was previously known as CA-RIV-2775, CA-RIV-2776, and CA-RIV-2777.

With the addition of new feature elements discovered during the survey and GPS rendering of the
original site locations, it became clear that the three original sites, which were all within an 80-meter
radius of each other, should be combined into a single site with the newly discovered site elements
added. CA-RIV-8007 consists of 12 bedrock outcrops with a total of 29 milling surfaces. During the

Phase 2 test, at least 4 shovel test pits were placed around each of the 12 outcrops.

Locus A exhibits 7 exposed granitic outcrops with a total of 11 milling slicks of varying sizes. Each
of the bedrock outcrops in Locus A are moderately exfoliated and range from good to fair condition.
Locus B contains all milling surfaces associated with CA-RIV-2775, CA-RIV-2776, and CA-RIV-
2777 and therefore exhibits the following features:

¢ Former site RIV-2775 exhibits 1 milling feature on a large granitic outcrop.

e Former site RIV-2776 exhibits 7 milling slicks on a large granitic outcrop adjacent to a dirt

road.

e Former site RIV-2777 exhibits 3 different boulder outcrops. Outcrop A is located at the north
end and consists of a decomposing granitic ‘sentinel’ with a single milling slick originally
recorded (now lost). Outcrop B is located near the ground with five milling surfaces observed.
Outcrop C is located at the south end of the resource and is the most clearly visible of the

group. The outcrop exhibits five milling slicks.
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Fifty-two shovel test pits were excavated within this site to identify buried cultural features and
artifacts. No buried features were noted, nor were any artifacts observed. The resource was mapped,
shovel tests plotted and located using a GPS device, photographed, and the test pits were refilled and

smoothed.

According to CCR 15064.5, any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript
which a lead agency determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural,
engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural
annals of California may be considered to be an historical resource, provided the lead agency’s
determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. Generally, a resource
shall be considered by the lead agency to be “historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria
for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources (Pub. Res. Code Section 5024.1, Title 14
CCR, Section 4852) including the following: 4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information
important in prehistory or history.

In our view, the potential information available for research purposes for CA-RIV-8007 has been
exhausted through recordation and testing. Because there did not appear to be any additional buried
cultural resources that may yield information important to California prehistory at this site, we believe
that the Phase 2 test demonstrates that the site 1s limited 1n its ability to fulfill Criterion 4. Our
analysis suggests that the site should not be considered a historical resource under CEQA Guidelines.
We do recognize that it could be considered a unique resource, but we do not consider the site eligible
for listing on the California Register. If additional information is brought forward to the lead agency
per guidelines in CCR 15064.5, the City may choose to proclaim this cultural resource significant
following General Plan Policy 7.6.1 in response to Objective 7.6.

It is possible that CA-RIV-8007 will be directly impacted by construction and although we find that
the site 1s not significant, the location of all features on solid bedrock suggests that it will be avoided.
However, development within the WLCSP may bring an increase in visitations and possible

inadvertent and indirect damage to this resource.

6.2.2 - Historic-era Resources
CA-RIV-4201

Aerial photos show this historic-era resource exhibited residential buildings, outbuildings, and linear
landscaping with large peppertrees. The site was split by a dirt road used by local drivers until before
1947, when local travel north of Alessandro Blvd and east of Sunnymead was augmented by the
construction of Gilman Springs Road (see Exhibit 5b and Exhibit 6b). The site was first recorded in
1990 by Greenwood and Associates (Schmidt and Romani 1990) and featured an exposed concrete

pad, scattered historic and animal bone artifacts, a peppertree, and a rubble mound.

Various modern images found on Google Earth (magnified) showed that the rubble scatter shown in

the original DPR 523 site form had been pushed around presumably by farming equipment, but in

Michael Brandman Associates 65



Highland Fairview Operating Company - World Logistics Center Specific Plan
Phase 1 and Phase 2 Cultural Resources Assessment Phase | Survey and Phase Il Testing Results

2002 the debris scatter measured 100 feet (E-W) by 50 feet (N-S) in size. The amount of rubble on
the property was extensive in 1990, but by 2012 most of this had been lost and likely
plowed/scattered into the surrounding soil. Presumably used for farming, this small structure
complex was extant at least between 1932 and 1937 according to the aerial photographs obtained for
the purposes of our WLCSP analysis. A 1947 image shows the farmhouse and outbuildings were
mostly gone and the area was unplowed compared to the clearly plowed pasture/dryland crops grown
nearby. In 1967 (www.historicaerials.com), the site exhibited a series of live peppertrees extending
west from the unpaved Virginia Street approximately 400 feet (E-W) and were 80 feet wide (N-S). A

few small outbuildings were noted at that time but no primary structures.

Phase 2 testing was contingent on the removal of plowed topsoil in a potentially highly productive
sample area such that intact subsurface sediments would be exposed to view. Before work
commenced, the area was inspected for the presence of rubble and artifact densities. Once done, a
sample rectangle of ground roughly 50x100 feet in size was placed on the site in a diagonal fashion so
that the long edge of the rectangle crossed from the southern edge of the peppertrees and across the
abandoned W-E dirt road that could be seen in the 1936 aerial photo (see Exhibit 5b and Exhibit 6b).
Soils were removed with a rubber tired wheel loader equipped with a multi-purpose front bucket that
could bulk soil out plus strip topsoil off in thin levels. Once approximately 2 feet of plowed earth

was removed from the test area, the ground was cleaned to reveal the unplowed surface.

Work results showed that nearly all components of the site had been removed during the demolition
process and that no buried features remained. The quantity of historic artifacts remaining on the
property was slight: far less than that indicated in the 1991 site record. Although a grassy rubble
mound did exist before earthmoving took place, this lacked substantive artifacts in any density that
might have suggested buried intact resources. The foundation observed in 1990 when the site was
first recorded could not be found. Buried remnants of a main irrigation standpipe was uncovered at
about 488847mE/3753919mN, but no structures, wells, outbuildings or the roots of peppertrees were

observed.

According to CCR 15064.5, any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript
which a lead agency determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural,
engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural
annals of California may be considered to be an historical resource, provided the lead agency’s
determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. Generally, a resource
shall be considered by the lead agency to be “historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria
for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources (Pub. Res. Code Section 5024.1, Title 14
CCR, Section 4852) including the following: 4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information

important in prehistory or history.

In our view, the potential information available for research purposes for CA-RIV-4201 has been

exhausted through recordation and testing. Because there did not appear to be any additional buried
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cultural resources that may yield information important to California history at this site, we believe
that the Phase 2 test demonstrates that the site is limited in its ability to fulfill Criterion 4. Our
analysis suggests that the site should not be considered a historical resource under CEQA Guidelines.
We do recognize that it could be considered a unique resource, but we do not consider the site eligible
for listing on the California Register. If additional information is brought forward to the lead agency
per guidelines in CCR 15064.5, the City may choose to proclaim this cultural resource significant
following General Plan Policy 7.6.1 in response to Objective 7.6.

Given the current design of the WLCSP, it is likely that CA-RIV-4201 will be directly impacted by
construction. Because this site is considered a not significant historic-era site, no further

archaeological mitigative efforts are required.

CA-RIV-4210

Aerial photos show that this historic farm complex exhibited residential buildings, outbuildings, a 15-
foot frame and stucco “teepee,” driveways and landscaping (see Exhibit 4¢, Exhibit 5b, and Exhibit
6b). The farming property appears to have been abandoned in the 1980’s but was extant at least
between 1932 and 1978 according to aerial photographs obtained for the purposes of WLCSP
analysis. The site was first recorded in 1990 and at that time the structures had been demolished and
an extensive scatter of debris remained. The sole remaining building, the “teepee” structure, was still

standing.

Various modern images found on Google Earth’s historical database showed that the rubble scatters
shown in the original DPR 523 site form had been pushed around presumably by farming equipment,
but in 1990 there were four debris scatters north of Alessandro Blvd and west of a slight wash
depression that had been flattened by repeated plowing. The site was fully visible and measured 120
feet (N-S) by 80 feet (E-W) in size in that year. The amount of rubble on the property was extensive
in 1990, but by 2012 most of this had been lost and likely plowed/scattered into the surrounding soil.
Presumably used for farming, this small structure complex was extant before 1932 according to the
aerial photographs obtained for the purposes of our WLCSP analysis. In 1967

(www historicaerials.com), the site exhibited a large farm complex with several outbuildings. A large
open-walled structure near the former wash on the east side of the complex probably shielded hay
from the sun. This structure is also plotted on the Sunnymead topographic map (1967).

Phase 2 testing was contingent on the removal of plowed topsoil in a potentially highly productive
sample area such that intact subsurface sediments would be exposed to view. Before work
commenced, the area was inspected for the presence of rubble and artifact densities. Once done, a
sample rectangle of ground roughly 100x50 feet in size was placed on the site with the long axis
running N-S so that the long edge of the rectangle missed the teepee structure slightly. Soils were
removed with a rubber tired wheel loader equipped with a multi-purpose front bucket that could bulk
soil out plus strip topsoil off in thin levels. Once approximately 2 feet of plowed earth was removed

from the test area, the ground was cleaned to reveal the unplowed surface.
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Work results showed that nearly all original components of the site had been removed during the
demolition process. Remnants of the farmhouse were there, but had been reduced to the location of
the foundation cut below grade. This had been filled in with crushed brick, concrete and burned
structural rubble: no time-sensitive materials had been observed. A wvault, the walls of which had
been demolished away, was found a few dozen feet north of the farmhouse plot. This likely held
water valves underground. A 6 sewer line ran north-south between the farmhouse and outbuildings
and the street: remnants were detected during the scrape. A dump containing modern artifacts was
located on the western side of the testing area. Overall, the quantity of historic artifacts remaining on
the property was slight: far less than that indicated in the 1991 site record, and no historic glass or
ceramics were observed in the scraped fill or in those site remnants located below the plow zone. The
“teepee” is essentially unchanged from the original record and the pipes and concrete slabs lie near it
but this feature has little to convey to the overall nature of the site itself. Based on interior
construction, the teepee was a weakly built frame and stucco structure that we believe was used as a
playhouse for the farm children. It serves no other apparent purpose and for some reason was never
demolished. In sum, the remnants of this site have been removed such that little elements of the
original site remain and it is unlikely that new discoveries will be made on this resource during

construction that could change the significance of the property.

According to CCR 15064.5, any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript
which a lead agency determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural,
engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural
annals of California may be considered to be an historical resource, provided the lead agency’s
determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. Generally, a resource
shall be considered by the lead agency to be “historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria
for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources (Pub. Res. Code Section 5024.1, Title 14
CCR, Section 4852) including the following: 4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information
important in prehistory or history.

In our view, the potential information available for research purposes for CA-RIV-4210 has been
exhausted through recordation and testing. Because there did not appear to be any additional buried
cultural resources that may yield information important to California history at this site, we believe
that the Phase 2 test demonstrates that the site is limited in its ability to fulfill Criterion 4. Our
analysis suggests that the site should not be considered a historical resource under CEQA Guidelines.
We do recognize that it could be considered a unique resource, but we do not consider the site eligible
for listing on the California Register. If additional information is brought forward to the lead agency
per guidelines in CCR 15064.5, the City may choose to proclaim this cultural resource significant
following General Plan Policy 7.6.1 in response to Objective 7.6.

It is likely that CA-RIV-4210 will be directly impacted by construction in the WLCSP. Because this
site is considered a not significant historic-era resource, no further archaeological mitigative efforts

are required.
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CA-RIV-5862

At one time, this historic resource was a small farm on a piece of hilly property that was truncated by
the SR-60 freeway construction (circa 1957). Available aerial photographs from Whittier were few
for this area: the 1958 image shows a small roof and surrounding Eucalyptus and peppertree
landscaping but the structure is not clear at high magnification. The www historicaerials.com images
(dated 1967 and 1978) both show the building to be very small: a two-room structure with a shed roof
covering a small concrete slab porch. These photographs also show the footprint of a deep cistern,
which at one time held water possibly brought onto the site from seeps in the hills to the north. The
original site record form provided a drawing of the complex in 1990. Today most of the
superstructure has collapsed and while the five large peppertrees and one Eucalyptus drawn on the

DPR forms are still alive, the privy noted at the time of original recordation could not be found.

Given the fact that the parcel is owned by the Metropolitan Water District (MWD), it is unlikely that
CA-RIV-5862 will be directly impacted by construction in the WLCSP. Development within the
study area may bring an increase in visitations and possible inadvertent and indirect damage to this
resource. We recommend that once the portions of the WLCSP nearest this site are programmed for
development, the site should be revisited by a historic architectural specialist for review if and only if

the structure complex must be destroyed by proposed development.
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SECTION 7: SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

7.1 - Cultural Resource Summary

Review of all cultural resource factors in and near the WLCSP suggests that the cultural resource
sensitivity of the WLCSP has a varying probability of containing significant buried cultural resources
from both the prehistoric and historic era of City and Riverside County history. Certain locations in
the study area do contain surface evidence of prehistoric cultural resources, especially near the slopes
of Mount Russell. Other areas exhibit surface expressions of historic-era resources that have not yet
been tested for significance. These facts suggest that the whole of the WLCSP can be treated in
different ways as part of a cultural resource mitigation monitoring program (CRMMP). A City-
approved Project Archaeologist can devise and apply appropriate CRMMPs to the various projects in
the WLCSP as it is built out.

Although we believe that certain local Native American tribes consider some or all of this area to be
sacred, no Native American tribe provided MBA staff with a list of traditional cultural properties that
may be located in or near the WLCSP. One tribe did send a representative to observe our testing of

prehistoric sites in 2006, but did not report to us any specific issues or problems during the fieldwork.

Nine prehistoric cultural resources located near the southern edge of the WLCSP were Phase 2 tested
for significance: CA-RIV-610, CA-RIV-860, CA-RIV-3238, CA-RIV-3343, CA-RIV-3344, CA-
RIV-3345, CA-RIV-3346, CA-RIV-8006, and CA-RIV-8007. Of these nine sites, only CA-RIV-
3346 is considered a historical resource under CEQA Guidelines.

Two historic archaeological sites were Phase 2 tested for significance: CA-RIV-4201 and CA-RIV-
4210. Results showed that neither historic site should be considered a historical resource under
CEQA Guidelines.

Of the sites plotted in Confidential Appendix F, only CA-RIV-3346 is considered significant. If
avoidance of this site 1s not possible then it must undergo Phase 3 data collection prior to

construction.

Two additional sites were not tested for significance: CA-RIV-2993 and CA-RIV-3347. Ifitis
determined that these latter two sites will be directly impacted by construction, they must be Phase 2

tested for significance.

Realignment of Cactus Avenue has the potential to impact three prehistoric sites. CA-RIV-3238 and
CA-RIV-8007 were determined to be not significant in the Phase 2 testing conducted in 2006. CA-
RIV-3346 was determined to be significant but is not expected to be impacted. If as a result of final
design, the Cactus Avenue alignment does impact the site, it must undergo Phase 3 data collection

prior to construction.
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7.2 - Cultural Resource Mitigation Recommendations

Mitigation Measures CR-1 and CR-2 are recommendations made because not all parcels in the
WLCSP could be surveyed, and not all known cultural resource sites were evaluated for significance.
Because impacts to buried and heretofore unknown cultural resources are considered varied project-
wide, Mitigation Measures CR-3 through CR-6 should be applied because the exact dates of
construction in the WLCSP are not known. Here, a qualified archaeologist should develop a Cultural
Resource Mitigation Monitoring Plan (CRMMP) based on the conditions at the time the proposed
development is processed by the City. Mitigation Measures CR-7 and CR-8 are associated with

historic markers for the proposed trail and for protection of the integrity of Alessandro Boulevard.
Table 3: Recommended Cultural Resource Mitigation Measures

Mitigation
Measure
No. Mitigation Text

MM CR-1 | Prior to the approval of any grading or other discretionary permit for any of the “Light Logistics” parcels,
the parcels shall be evaluated for significance by a qualified archaeologist. A Phasel Cultural Resources
Assessment shall be conducted by the project archaeologist and an appropriate tribal representative(s) on
each of the “Light Logistics™ parcel prior to development to determine if it contains significant
archaeological or historical resources. Appropriate tribal representatives shall be invited to participate in
this assessment.

A Phase 2 significance evaluation shall be completed for any of these sites in order to determine if they
contain significant archaeological or historical resources. Cultural resources include but are not limited to
stone artifacts, bone, wood, shell, or features, including hearths, structural remains, or historic dumpsites.
All resources determined to be prehistoric or historic shall be adequately documented using DPR523
forms for archival research/storage in the Eastern Information Center (EIC). If the particular resource is
determined to be not significant, no further documentation is required. If prehistoric resources are
determined to be significant, they shall be considered for relocation or archival documentation. If any
resource is determined to be significant, a Phase 3 recovery study shall be conducted to recover remaining
significant cultural artifacts. If prehistoric archaeological/cultural resources are discovered during the
Phase 1 survey and it is determined that they cannot be avoided through site design, they shall be subject
to a Phase 2 testing program. The City, in consultation with the project archaeologist and appropriate
tribal group(s), shall determine the significance of the resource(s) and determine the most appropriate
disposition of the resource(s) in accordance with applicable laws, regulations and professional practices

MM CR-2 | Prior to the issuance of any grading or ground-disturbing permit for construction of off-site improvements
a qualified archaeologist shall be retained to prepare a Phase I cultural resource assessment (CRA) of the
project site if an up to date CRA is not available for the site at the time of development. Appropriate tribal
representatives as identified by the city shall be invited by the Project Archaeologist to participate in this
assessment.

If archaeological resources are discovered during construction activities, no further excavation or
disturbance of the area where the resources were found shall occur until a qualified archaeologist
evaluates the find. If the find is determined to be a unique archaeological resource, appropriate action
shall be taken to: (a) plan construction to avoid the archeological sites; (the preferred alternative); (b) cap
or cover archeological sites with a layer of soil before building on the affected project location; or (c)
excavation to adequately recover the scientifically consequential information from and about the resource.
At the discretion of the project archaeologist, work may continue on other parts of the project site while
the unique archaeological resource mitigation takes place. This measure shall be implemented to the
satisfaction of the City Planning Official.

If the project archaeologist, in consultation with the qualified archaeologist and the monitoring Tribe(s),
determines that the find is a unique archaeological resource, the resource site shall be evaluated and
recorded in accordance with requirements of the State Office of Historic Preservation (OHP). If the
resource is determined to be significant, data site shall be collected by the qualified archaeologist and the
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Mitigation
Measure
No.

MM CR-3

MM CR-4

Mitigation Text

findings of the report shall be submitted to the City. If the find is not determined to be not significant no
mitigation is necessary.

Should a future project-level analysis show that cultural resource site CA-RIV-3346 will be directly or
partially impacted by project-level construction, an Addendum cultural resource report must be prepared
and include an analysis of the alternatives associated with mitigation for impacts to this resource
following CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(b)(3). This information must be included in any project-
CEQA compliance documentation. It should be noted that Phase 3 data recovery is an acceptable
mitigation action under CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(b)(3)(C).

Should it be determined through a future project-level EIR analysis that prehistoric cultural resource sites
CA-RIV-2993 and/or CA-RIV-3347 shall be directly impacted by future construction, these sites must be
Phase 2 tested for significance.

Prior to the issuance of any grading permits a qualified archaeologist shall be retained to

monitor all grading activities and shall invite appropriate tribal groups to participate in the

monitoring. Project-related archaeological monitoring shall include the following requirements:

1. All earthmoving shall be monitored to a depth of ten (10) feet below grade by the Project
Archaeologist or his/her designated representative; Once all areas of developmental
project cut to 10 feet below existing grade have been mspected by the monitor, the Project
Archaeologist may, at his or her discretion, terminate monitoring if and only if no buried
cultural resources have been detected,;

2. Ifburied cultural resources are detected, monitoring shall continue until 100 percent of
virgin earth within the specific project area has been disturbed and inspected by the Project
Archaeologist or his/her designated representative.

3. Grading shall cease in the area of a cultural artifact or potential cultural artifact as
delineated by the Project Archaeologist or his’her designated representative. A buffer of at
a minimum 25 feet around the cultural item shall be established to allow for assessment of
the resource. Grading may continue in other areas of the site while the particular find is
investigated; and

4. If prehistoric cultural resources are uncovered during grading, they shall be Phase 2 tested
by the Project Archaeologist, and evaluated for significance in accordance with
§15064.5(f) of the CEQA Guidelines. Appropriate actions for significant resources as
determined by the Phase 2 testing include but are not limited to avoidance or capping,
incorporation of the site in green space, parks, or delineation into open space. If such
measures are not feasible, Phase 3 data recovery of the significant resource will be
required, and curation of recovered artifacts and/or reburial, shall be required. A report
associated with Phase 2 testing or Phase 3 data recovery must be delivered to the City and,
if necessary, the museum where any recovered artifacts have been curated.

5. No further grading shall occur in the area of the discovery until the City approves specific
actions to protect identified resources. Any archaeological artifacts recovered as a result of
mitigation shall be donated to a qualified scientific mstitution approved by the City where
they would be afforded long-term preservation to allow future scientific study.

6. The developer shall make reasonable efforts to avoid, minimize, or mitigate significant
adverse impacts on cultural resources. The State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and
local Native American tribes will be consulted and the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation will be notified within 48 hours of the find in compliance with 36 CFR
800.13(b)(3). This measure shall be implemented to the satisfaction of the Planning
Official

Prior to the issuance of any grading permit, the project archaeologist shall invite interested
Tribal Group(s) representatives to monitor grading. Qualified representatives of the Tribal
Group(s) shall be granted access to the project site as long as they provide 48-hour notice to the
developer of their desire to monitor, so the developer can make appropriate safety arrangements
on the site. This measure shall be implemented to the satisfaction of the Planning Official.
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Mitigation
Measure
No. Mitigation Text

MM CR-5 | Tt is possible that ground-disturbing activities during construction may uncover previously

unknown, buried cultural resources (archaeological or historical). In the event that buried
cultural resources are discovered during grading and no Project Archaeologist or Historian is
present, grading operations shall stop in the immediate vicinity of the find and a qualified
archaeologist shall be retained to determine the most appropriate course of action regarding the
resource. The Archeologist shall make recommendations to the City on the actions that shall be
implemented to protect the discovered resources, including but not limited to excavation of the
finds and evaluation of the finds in accordance with §15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines.
Cultural resources could consist of, but are not limited to, stone artifacts, bone, wood, shell. or
features, including hearths, structural remains, or historic dumpsites. Any previously
undiscovered resources found during construction within the project area should be recorded on
appropriate California Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) forms and evaluated for
significance in terms of CEQA critena. If the resources are determined to be unique historic
resources as defined under §15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines, appropriate protective actions
for significant resources such as avoidance or capping, incorporation of the site in green space,
parks, or open space, or data recovery excavations of the finds shall be implemented by the
project archaeologist and the City.
No further grading shall occur in the area of the discovery until the City approves the measures to address
these resources. Any archaeological artifacts recovered as a result of mitigation shall be donated to a
qualified scientific institution approved by the City where they would be afforded long-term preservation
to allow future scientific study.

MM CR-6 | If any historic resources are found during implementation of Mitigation Measure CR-1, the
property owner shall offer any artifacts or resources to the Moreno Valley Historical Society
(MVHS) or the Eastern Information Center/County Museum or the Western Science Center in
Hemet as appropriate for archival storage. From the time any artifacts are tuned over to the
Moreno Valley Historical Society or other appropriate historical group, the developer shall
have no further responsibility for their management or maintenance.

MM CR-7 | As a part of construction of the trail segment connecting Redlands Boulevard to the Califorma
Department of Fish and Game property, the developer shall contribute $5,000 to the City for
the installation of a historical marker acknowledging the passing of Juan Bautista de Anza
through this area during his exploration of California. This measure shall be incorporated into
trail plans for this segment which will be subject to review and approval by the City Park and
Recreation Department in consultation with the Moreno Valley Historical Society.

MM CR-8 | Streets C and E shall follow the historical alignment of Alessandro Boulevard and shall be
named Alessandro Boulevard.

7.2.1 - Accidental Discovery of Human Remains

There is always the small possibility that ground-disturbing activities during construction may
uncover previously unknown buried human remains. In the event of an accidental discovery or
recognition of any human remains, California State Health and Safety Code § 7050.5 dictates that no
further disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has made the necessary findings as to origin
and disposition pursuant to CEQA regulations and PRC § 5097.98.
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7.2.2 - Accidental Discovery of Cultural Resources

It is always possible that ground-disturbing activities during construction will uncover previously
unknown, buried cultural resources. In the event that buried cultural resources are discovered during
construction, operations shall stop in the immediate vicinity of the find and a qualified archaeologist
shall be consulted to determine whether the resource requires further study. The qualified
archeologist shall make recommendations to the Lead Agency on the measures that shall be
implemented to protect the discovered resources, including but not limited to excavation of the finds
and evaluation of the finds in accordance with § 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines. Potentially
significant cultural resources consist of, but are not limited to stone, bone, fossils, wood, or shell
artifacts or features, including hearths, structural remains, or historic dumpsites. Any previously
undiscovered resources found during construction within the study area should be recorded on

appropriate DPR forms and evaluated for significance in terms of CEQA criteria.

If the resources are determined to be unique historic resources as defined under § 15064.5 of the
CEQA Guidelines, mitigation measures shall be identitied by the monitor and recommended to the
Lead Agency. Appropriate mitigation measures for significant resources could include avoidance or
capping, incorporation of the site in green space, parks, or open space, or data recovery excavations
of the finds.

No further grading shall occur in the area of the discovery until the Lead Agency approves the
measures to protect these resources. Any archaeological artifacts recovered because of mitigation
shall be donated to a qualified scientific institution approved by the Lead Agency where they would

be afforded long-term preservation to allow future scientific study.

In addition, reasonable efforts to avoid, minimize, or mitigate adverse effects to the property will be
taken and the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and Native American tribes with concerns
about the property, as well as the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) will be notified
within 48 hours in compliance with 36 CFR 800.13(b)(3).

7.3 - Paleontological Mitigation Recommendations

A single paleontological resource was located in the study area, found during geotechnical trenching
(LSA 2004). The results of the literature reviews showed that geologic units in the area should be
assigned a “moderate” paleontologic sensitivity because the study area rests on older Pleistocene
alluvium and San Timoteo Formation rock units that may occur at depth. These deposits have a high
potential to contain paleontological resources, but the veneer of Holocene sediments do not.

Therefore, the project’s potential impact on paleontological resources is considered significant.

Michael Brandman Associates 74



Highland Fairview Operating Company - World Logistics Center Specific Plan
Phase 1 and Phase 2 Cultural Resources Assessment Summary and Recommendations

Table 4: Recommended Paleontological Resource Mitigation Measures

Mitigation
Measure
No. Mitigation Text

MMPR-1 | Prior to the 1ssuance of a grading plan, a City-approved Project Paleontologist shall be retained
to initiate and supervise paleontological mitigation-monitoring in all areas of the project,
subject to certain constraints found below:

1. Monitoring shall occur in areas where excavations are expected to exceed twenty (20) feet
in depth, in areas where fossil-bearing formations are found during grading, and 1n all
areas found to contain, or are suspected of containing, fossil-bearing formations.

2. To avoid construction delays, paleontological monitors shall be equipped to salvage fossils
and to remove samples of sediments that are likely to contain the remains of small fossil
invertebrates and vertebrates 1f they are unearthed.

3. Monitors shall be empowered to temporarily halt or divert equipment to allow removal of
abundant or large specimens, and,

4. Monitoring may be reduced if the potentially fossiliferous units described herein are not
present, or, if present, are determined upon exposure and examination by quahified
paleontologic personnel to have low potential to contain fossil resources.

This measure shall be implemented to the satisfaction of the City Planning Official. The
Project Paleontologist and Project Archaeologist described may be the same person if
he/she meets the qualifications of both positions.

MM PR-2 | Prior to the issuance of any permits for the construction of off-site improvements, a qualified
paleontologist shall conduct an assessment for paleontological resources on each off-site improvement
location. If any site is determined to have a potential for exposing paleontological resources, the project
paleontologist shall monitor off-site grading/excavation, subject to coordination with the City. Monitoring
shall include the following mitigation measures:

1. Monitoring shall occur in areas where excavations are expected to exceed twenty (20) feet
in depth, in areas where fossil-bearing formations are found during grading, and in all
areas found to contain, or are suspected of containing, fossil-bearing formations.

2. To avoid construction delays, paleontological monitors shall be equipped to salvage fossils
and to remove samples of sediments that are likely to contain the remains of small fossil
invertebrates and vertebrates 1f they are unearthed.

3. Monitors shall be empowered to temporarily halt or divert equipment to allow removal of
abundant or large specimens, and,

4. Monitoring may be reduced if the potentially fossiliferous units described herein are not
present, or, if present, are determined upon exposure and examination by quahified
paleontologic personnel to have low potential to contain fossil resources.
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SECTION 8: CERTIFICATION

I hereby certify that the statements furnished above and in the attached exhibits present the data and
information required for this archaeological report, and that the facts, statements, and information

presented are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

WVQ’L,M :
Date: September 30, 2014  Signed:

Michael Dice, M.A.
Michael Brandman Associates
San Bernardino, CA

Ny

Kenneth J. Lord, Ph.D.
Michael Brandman Associates
Date:  September 30, 2014 Signed: Irvine, CA
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LIST OF PARCELS IN THE WORLD LOGISTICS CENTER

Table A-1 below identifies the list of Assessor Parcel numbers in the World Logistics Center that
were surveyed or considered for survey by MBA staff between 2005 and 2012. Abbreviations used in
the table are:

e DNS: Could not survey due to access issues or incomplete survey due to dense vegetation.
e OS: Open space. Owned by SDGE or CDFG and therefore not surveyed

According to Table A-1 there are 145 available parcels in the WLCSP totaling 3266.39 acres. There
are 14 “occupied” (not owned by the Proponent) in the WLCSP project area totaling 58.63 acres.
These occupied properties were not surveyed. Finally, there are 13 Open Space parcels controlled
either by SDGE or CDFG. All the CDFG parcels were surveyed (416.03 acres) and the two SDGE
parcels (14.06 acres) could not be surveyed. There are 18 off-site parcels that were surveyed totaling
301.62 acres. Given these facts, the total area surveyed inside the WLCSP, in Open Space areas, and
in the off-site properties was 3,984.04 acres.

Table A-1: List of Parcels in the World Logistics Center

APN # Acreage Date Surveyed Comment
422020010 52.80 October 2006 Offsite survey, Anderson property
422030002 120.00 | October 2006 Offsite survey, Anderson property
422040008 32.30 October 2006 Offsite survey, Anderson property
422070005 1.25 July 2011
422070006 42.44 July 2011
422070010 40.00 July 2011
422070014 10.09 DNS (did not Occupied

survey)

422070017 53.03 July 2011

422070018 26.36 August 2007

422070019 13.03 July 2011

422070020 26.36 August 2007

422070021 43.67 July 2011

422070022 19.30 August 2007

422070029 2.64 DNS Occupied
422070030 2.5951 DNS Occupied

Michael Brandman Associates
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Table A-1 (cont.): List of Parcels in the Highland Fairview Specific Plan

APN #
422070031
422070032
422070033
422070034
422070035
422070036
422070037
422080001
422080002
422080003
422080004
422040009
422040010
422040014
422040015
422080003
422080004
422110001
422130001
422130002
422130003
423250001
423250002
423250007
423250008
423250009
423250010
423250011
423250012
423250013
423250018
423260001
423260002
423260003

Acreage
261
261
10.65
224
224
2.45
2.45
3.70
45.86

260.04
6.7
1325
17.6
22.88
3.42
260.04
6.70
19.44
68.70
68.45
11.20
0.01
15.04
41.83
51.53
47.94
238
41.28
43.39
40.73
69.75
0.92
46.10
48.56

Date Surveyed

DNS

DNS

DNS

DNS

DNS

DNS

DNS

July 2011

July 2011

July 2011

July 2011
August 2007
August 2007
April 2012
April 2012
July 2011

July 2011

Part, July 2007
Part, July 2007
August 2005

August 2005

September 2005
September 2005
September 2005
September 2005
September 2005
September 2005
September 2005
September 2005
September 2005
September 2005
September 2005
September 2005
September 2005

Cultural Resources Status
Occupied
Occupied
Occupied
Occupied
Occupied
Occupied
Occupied

Partly surveyed, was covered in dense weeds.

Partly surveyed, was covered in dense weeds.

Michael Brandman Associates
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Table A-1 (cont.): List of Parcels in the Highland Fairview Specific Plan

APN #
423260004
423260005
423260006
423260007
423260008
423260009
423270003
423270004
423270006
423270007
423270008
423270009
423270017
423270018
423280001
423280002
423280003
423280004

423280005
423280006
423280007
423280008
423280009

423300002
423300004
423300009
423300010
423310001
423310002
423310003
423310004
423310005
423310006

Acreage

48.53
55.72
39.21
40.31
40.06
50.13
41.22
38.02
38.76
11.25
522
281
20.47
42.62
45.83
47.71
47.86
63.02

1.16
37.77
39.28
3941
51.00

39.03
42.36
41.05
42.80
4288
4131
38.82
58.03
63.66
43.90

Date Surveyed

September 2005
September 2005
September 2005
September 2005
September 2005
September 2005
June 2007

June 2007

June 2007

DNS

June 2007

DNS

June 2007

June 2007

June 2007

June 2007

June 2007

part, June 2007

June 2007
June 2007
June 2007
June 2007
Part, June 2007

June 2007
June 2007
June 2007
June 2007
June 2007
June 2007
June 2007
June 2007
June 2007
June 2007

Cultural Resources Status

SDGE Facility. OS.

OS.
OS.

The portion west of the large drainage could be
surveyed or about 1/8 the total acreage

State land. OS

The portion west of the large drainage was
surveyed or about one-eighth the total acreage

State.
State.
State.

State.

State.
State.
State.

State.

(0N
(0K
(0K
(0K

(0N
(0N
(0N
(0N

Michael Brandman Associates
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Table A-1 (cont.): List of Parcels in the Highland Fairview Specific Plan

APN # Acreage Date Surveyed Cultural Resources Status
423310008 40.00 June 2007 State. OS
478210054 891 August 2005
478210055 9.81 August 2005
478220001 27.76 August 2005
478220002 9.39 August 2005
478220003 8.98 August 2005
478220004 8.98 August 2005
478220005 9.39 August 2005
478220006 9.39 August 2005
478220007 8.98 August 2005
478220009 9.39 DNS Occupied
478220010 9.39 August 2005
478220011 8.98 August 2005
478220012 8.98 August 2005
478220013 9.39 August 2005
478220014 8.98 August 2005
478220015 18.37 August 2005
478220016 18.37 August 2005
478220017 8.98 August 2005
478220018 9.39 August 2005
478220019 9.39 August 2005
478220020 8.98 August 2005
478220021 8.98 August 2005
478220022 9.39 August 2005
478220023 9.39 August 2005
478220024 8.98 August 2005
478220025 8.98 August 2005
478220026 9.39 August 2005
478220027 9.39 August 2005
478220028 8.98 August 2005
478220029 2.82 DNS Occupied
478220030 2.82 DNS Occupied
478220031 3.03 DNS Occupied
478230001 8.14 August 2005

Michael Brandman Associates
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Table A-1 (cont.): List of Parcels in the Highland Fairview Specific Plan

APN # Acreage Date Surveyed Cultural Resources Status
478230002 8.95 August 2005
478230003 938 August 2005
478230004 9.39 August 2005
478230005 8.98 August 2005
478230006 8.98 August 2005
478230007 73.48 August 2005
478230008 36.38 July 2011
478230009 9.39 August 2005
478230010 8.98 August 2005
478230011 9.39 August 2005
478230014 8.69 August 2005
478230015 8.69 July 2011
478230016 9.10 July 2011
478230017 0.01 July 2011
478230019 9.63 August 2005
478230020 8.90 August 2005
478240002 8.98 August 2005
478240003 8.98 August 2005
478240005 9.10 August 2005
478240006 9.10 August 2005
478240007 8.69 August 2005
478240008 9.39 August 2005
478240011 8.98 Sept 2005
478240012 9.0 2005
478240013 9.0 April 2012
478240014 47 April 2012
478240015 47 April 2012
478240016 9.0 April 2012
478240017 9.11 July 2011 Very steep: reconnaissance survey only
478240019 9.11 July 2011 Very steep: reconnaissance survey only
478240021 8.68 August 2005
478240022 8.84 August 2005
478240023 8.84 August 2005
478240024 9.39 August 2005

Michael Brandman Associates
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Table A-1 (cont.): List of Parcels in the Highland Fairview Specific Plan

APN # Acreage
478240025 897
478240026 9.55
478240027 9.55
478240028 897
478240029 9.39
478240030 9.39
478240031 2.04
478240032 2.04
478240033 1.76
478240034 1.76
488260012 8.08
488260014 834
488260017 1.87
488260018 1.88
488260021 2.14
488260022 213
488260031 16.60
488260032 9.39
488260033 8.01
488260034 9.40
488260035 7.80
488260036 897
488260037 7.39
488320008 3.66
488320009 0.87
488350003 8.55
488350004 9.40
488350005 9.40
488350006 897
488350007 897
488350008 9.40
488350009 9.40
488350010 897
488350012 8.97

Date Surveyed

August 2005
July 2011
July 2011
Sept 2005
Sept 2005
Sept 2005
August 2005
August 2005
August 2005
August 2005
August 2007
August 2007
August 2007
August 2007
August 2007
August 2007
July 2007
July 2007
July 2007
July 2007
July 2007
July 2007
July 2007
August 2007
August 2007
August 2005
August 2005
August 2005
August 2005
August 2005
August 2005
August 2005
August 2005
August 2005

Cultural Resources Status

Very steep: reconnaissance survey only

Very steep: reconnaissance survey only

Offsite survey north of SR-60
Offsite survey north of SR-60
Offsite survey north of SR-60
Offsite survey north of SR-60
Offsite survey north of SR-60
Offsite survey north of SR-60
Offsite survey north of SR-60
Offsite survey north of SR-60
Offsite survey north of SR-60
Offsite survey north of SR-60
Offsite survey north of SR-60
Offsite survey north of SR-60
Offsite survey north of SR-60
Offsite survey north of SR-60
Offsite survey north of SR-60

Michael Brandman Associates
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Table A-1 (cont.): List of Parcels in the Highland Fairview Specific Plan

APN # Acreage Date Surveyed Cultural Resources Status
488350013 897 August 2005
488350014 897 August 2005
488350015 33.65 August 2005
488350019 8.75 August 2005
488350021 9.17 August 2005
488350023 9.17 August 2005
488350025 8.75 August 2005

Michael Brandman Associates
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Sacred Lands File & Native American Contacts List Request
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 Capitol Mall, RM 364
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 653-4082
(916) 657-5390 — Fax
nahc@pacbell.net
Information Below is Required for a Sacred Lands File Search
Project: The Highlands Specific Plan and EIR
County: Riverside County — City of Moreno Valley (LL.ead Agency).
USGS Quadrangle Name: Sunnymead, El Casco
Township 2 North / Range 3 West. Section(s): 1, 12, 13
Township 3 South / Range 2 West. Section(s) 6, 7, 8, 16,17, 18, and 19
Company/Firm/Agency: Michael Brandman Associates
Contact Person: Michael H. Dice, M.A.
Street Address: 621 E. Carnegie Dr. Suite #100 San Bernardino CA. 92408
Cell 714.742.0468 (preferred number)
Office Phone: 909.884.2255

Fax: 909.884.2113 (preferred delivery method)

Email: mdice(@brandman.com

SEE ATTACHED MAP (scale of topo reduced)

The proposed Specific Plan is located on approximately 3,200 acres of
agricultural land in the City of Moreno Valley. Current cultural resource
work 1is associated with a Programmatic EIR for future development of
commercial and possibly residential tracts. Most of the property inside the
Specific Plan boundary (see map) was surveyed by MBA staff for an earlier
iteration of this project. Previous Native American compliance work took
place in 2005-2007.
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03/25/2011 10:30 FAX 916 657 5390 NAHC doo1

SJAIE OF CALFORNIA

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
15 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364

SACRAMENTO, CA 05814

(518) 653-6251

Fax (518) 657-5300

Wab Site www.hahe.ca.aoy

e-mall; da_nahc@pachellnet

March 25, 2011

Mr. Michael H. Dice, M.A., Archaeologist

Michael Brandman Associates

621 E. Camegie Drive, Suite 100
San Bernardino, CA §2408

Sent by FAX to: 909-884-2113
No. of Pages: 2

Re: Tribal Consultation Per Government Code 8§ 65092, 85351, 65352.3 653524, 65560 and
655625 (8B 18 for the The Highlands Speeific Plan and CE Enyironmental Impact Report

of Moreno Valley: Riverside Coun

Dear Mr. Dige;

Government Code §65352.3 requires iocal govemments to consult with California Native American
tribes identified by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) for the purpose of protecting,
andfor mitigating impacts to cultural places. The Native American Heritage Commission is the state
"trustee agency’ designated for the protection of Native American Cultural Resource pursuant to CA
Public Resources Code §21070.. Attached is a consultation list of tribes with traditional lands or cultural
places located within the Project Area of Potential Effect (APE). The tribal entities on the list are for your
guidance for government<o-government consuitation purposes.

The NAHC did perform a Sacred Lands File search of the project location snd Native American
cultural resources were not identified in the ‘area of potential effect.’ (APE). Please contact the Native
Americans on the attached list to determine if the proposed changes might impact on Native American
cultural resources,,

The Native American Heritage Commission works with Native American tribal governments
regarding its identification of ‘Areas of Traditlonal Use,’ The Commission may adjust the submitted data
defining the ‘Area of Traditional Use' in accordance with generally accepted ethnographic,
anthropological, archeological research and oral history. Also, the Area of Traditional Use is an issue
appropriate for the government-to-government consultation process.

estions, please contact me at (916) 653-6251.

Aftachment: Native American Tribal Consultation List
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Native American Tribal Consultation List
Riverside County
March 25, 2011

Pala Band of Mission Indians

Tribal Historic Preservation Office

35008 PalaTernecula Rd, PMB 445 Luiseno
Pala » CA 92059  Cupeno
sgaughen@palatribe.comn

(760) 891-3500

Pauma & Yuima Reservation

Randall Majel, Chairperson

P.Q. Box 369 Luiseno
Pauma Valley . CA 92061
paumareservation @aol.com

(760) 742-1289

Ramona Band of Cahuilla Mission Indians
Joseph Hamilton, Chairman

P.O. Box 391670 Cahuilla
Anza » CA 92539
admin@ramonatribe.com

(951) 763-4105

San Manuel Band of Mission Indians
James Ramos, Chairperson

28569 Community Center Drive Serrano
Highland » CA 92346

(909) 864-8933
(909) 864-3724 - FAX

Soboba Band of Mission Indians

Scott Cozaet, Chairperson

P.O. Box 487 Luiseno
SanJacinio . CA 92581
dhili@soboba-nsn.gov

(951) 654-2765

Thiz list Is current anly as of the date of this document.

Santa Rosa Band of Migsion Indians
Mayme Estrada, Chairwoman

P.O. Box 609 Cahuilla
Hemet » CA 92546

srbcioffice @yahoo.com

(951) 658-5311
(951) 658-6733 Fax

Morongo Band of Mission Indians
Robert Martin, Chairperson

12700 Pumarra Rroad Cahuilla
Banning » GA 92220  Serrano
(951) 849-8807
(951) 755-5200

Pechanga Band of Mission Indians
Mark Macarro, Chairperson

P.O. Box 1477 Luiseno
Temecula » CA 92503
tbrown@pechanga-nsn.gov

(951) 770-6100

Serrano Nation of Indians

Goidie Walker

P.O. Box 343 Serrano
Patton » CA 92369

(909) 862-0883

Cahuilla Band of Indians
Luther Salgado, Sr., , Chairperson

PO Box 391760 Cahuilla
Anza » CA 92539
tribalcouncil@cahuilla.net
915-763-5549

Distribution of this flst does not relieve any person of statutory rezponsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Haalth and

Safety Code, Section 5097.984 of the Pubi

ke Hesourees Code and Section 5097.58 of the Public Resources Code.

This list I3 applicabfe only for consultation with Native American tribes under Government Code Section 6531523,



Michael Brandman Associates
March 28, 2011

Cultural Resources Coordinator Diana L. Chihuahua
Torres-Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians

P.0. Box 1160

Thermal, CA 92274

Subject: Native American Information Request Letter associated with a Cultural Resource
Survey and Evaluation for The Highlands Specific Plan Project-Level EIR located in the
City of Moreno Valley, California. (USGS Sunnymead and El Casco, CA. quads)

Dear Cultural Resources Coordinator Chihuahua:

Michael Brandman Associates CRM staff is undertaking an analysis of a large Specific Plan located in the
far eastern portion of the City of Moreno Valley. Approximately 3700 acres of land is located within the
Specific Plan boundary of which roughly 2200 acres was surveyed by MBA CRM teams in 2005 and 2007
as part of an earlier analysis of this project. In addition, MBA staff tested a series of prehistoric cultural
resource sites in 2007 located at the northern toe of Mt. Russell, a work effort that included Soboba
Cultural staff serving as a monitor. We shall recommend that those prehistoric sites be avoided by at least
100 feet during construction.

An additional 1500 acres has yet to be surveyed within the SP boundary. MBA staff may not be able to
directly survey some of this acreage due to lack of trespassing rights, but this may change in 2011.
However, because our report shall be written in support of a Program EIR, we need not directly survey
every parcel in the SP boundary. Parcels we could not visit can be surveyed once an Initial Study in
preparation of a Project EIR, which would detail the exact construction requirements, has been developed.

It must be noted that almost all of the parcels.in the Specific Plan have been farmed for many decades.
Initially, much of the property was in citrus in the 1920’s and early 1930's. With the onset of the
Depression, most of the citrus was abandoned and the land was converted to dryland cropping. Irrigation
began inthe late 1950’s and some of the property is used for alfalfa, hay and/or vegetables.

We are writing you as part of our historical information scoping requirement. This information request
letter is not-associated with the SB18 process, but is a document that shall be included in our cultural
resource survey report. CEQA and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA)
must consider the effects a project may have on historic properties. The definition of “historic properties”
can include properties of traditional religious and cultural significance to Native American groups. To
determine whether the proposed project may impact any such historic properties, including traditional
cultural properties, MBA has reviewed background information and consulted with entities such as the
NAHC. The Native American Heritage Commission does not indicate that any Native American cultural
resoures are located within this project area.



Diana L.Chihuahua
March 28, 2011
Page 2

Because the NAHC listed you as a tribal contact, we wish to ask if you have any information or concerns
about this project area, and/or if the proposed project may have an impact on cultural resources that are
important to you. Please feel free to contact me at 909.884.2255 ext 1208 if you have any questions or
information, or you may address and mail a response to my attention at the address below.

Sincerely,

VO

Michael H. Dice, M.A., Senior Archaeologist
Michael Brandman Associates

621 E Carnegie Drive, Suite 100

San Bernardino, CA 92408

Enc: USGS Sunnymead and El Casco, CA topographic maps
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June &, 2011

Attn: Michael Dice, M.A.,, R.P.A., Senior Archaeologist
Michael Brandman Associates

621 E. Carnegie Drive, Suite 100

San Bernardino, CA 92408

EST. JUNE 19, 1883

Re: Native American Consultation Letter associated with Cultural Resource Survey and
Evaluation for The Highlands Specific Plan Project, located in the City of Moreno Valley,
Riverside County

The Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians appreciates your observance of Tribal Cultural Resources
and their preservation in your project. The information provided to us on said project has been
assessed through our Cultural Resource Department, where it was concluded that although it is
outside the existing reservation, the project area does fall within the bounds of our Tribal
Traditional Use Areas. This project is located closer to Soboba Indian Reservation than others,
and this project location is in close proximity to known village sites and is a shared use area that
was used in ongoing trade between the Luiseno and Cahuilla tribes. This project it is regarded as
highly sensitive to the people of Soboba.

Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians is requesting the following:

1. Government to Government consultation in accordance to SB18. Including the transfer
of information to the Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians regarding the progress of this
project should be done as soon as new developments occur.

2. Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians continue to be a lead consulting tribal entity for this
project.

3. Working in and around traditional use areas intensifies the possibility of encountering
cultural resources during the construction/excavation phase. For this reason the Soboba
Band of Luisefio Indians requests that Native American Monitor(s) from the Soboba
Band of Luisefio Indians Cultural Resource Department to be present during any ground
disturbing proceedings. Including surveys and archaeological testing.

4. Request that proper procedures be taken and requests of the tribe be honored
(Please see the attachment)

Soboba Cultural Resource Department
P.O. Box 487

San Jacinto, CA 92581

Phone (951) 654-5544 ext. 4137

Cell (951) 663-5279

jontiveros @soboba-nsn.gov




Cultural Items (Artifacts). Ceremonial items and items of cultural patrimony reflect traditional
religious beliefs and practices of the Soboba Band. The Developer should agree to return all
Native American ceremonial items and items of cultural patrimony that may be found on the
project site to the Soboba Band for appropriate treatment. In addition, the Soboba Band requests
the return of all other cultural items (artifacts) that are recovered during the course of
archaeological investigations. Where appropriate and agreed upon in advance, Developer’s
archeologist may conduct analyses of certain artifact classes if required by CEQA, Section 106 of
NHPA, the mitigation measures or conditions of approval for the Project. This may include but is
not limited or restricted to include shell, bone, ceramic, stone or other artifacts.

The Developer should waive any and all claims to ownership of Native American ceremonial and
cultural artifacts that may be found on the Project site. Upon completion of authorized and
mandatory archeological analysis, the Developer should return said artifacts to the Soboba Band
within a reasonable tirrie period agreed to by the Parties and not to exceed (30) days from the

initial recovery of the items.

Treatment and Disposition of Remains
A. The Soboba Band shall be allowed, under California Public Resources

Code § 5097.98 (a), to (1) inspect the site of the discovery and (2) make determinations
as to how the human remains and grave goods shall be treated and disposed of with

appropriate dignity.

B. The Soboba Band, as MLD, shall complete its inspection within twenty-
four (24) hours of receiving notification from either the Developer or the NAHC, as
required by California Public Resources Code § 5097.98 (a). The Parties agree to discuss
in good faith what constitutes "appropriate dignity" as that term is used in the applicable
statutes.

L Reburial of human remains shall be accomplished in compliance with the
California Public Resources Code § 5097.98 (a) and (b). The Soboba Band, as the MLD
in consultation with the Developer, shall make the final discretionary determination
regarding the appropriate disposition and treatment of human remains.

D. All parties are aware that the Soboba Band may wish to rebury the
human remains and associated ceremonial and cultural items (artifacts) on or near, the
site of their discovery, in an area that shall not be subject to future subsurface
disturbances. The Developer should accommodate on-site reburial in a location mutually

agreed upon by the Parties.

E. The term "human remains" encompasses more than human bones
because the Soboba Band's traditions periodically necessitated the ceremonial burning of
human remains. Grave goods are those artifacts associated with any human remains.
These items, and other funerary remnants and their ashes are to be treated in the same
manner as human bone fragments or bones that remain intact



Coordination with County Coroner’s Office. The Lead Agencies and the Developer should
immediately contact both the Coroner and the Soboba Band in the event that any human remains
are discovered during implementation of the Project. If the Coroner recognizes the human
remains to be those of a Native American, or has reason to believe that they are those of a Native
American, the Coroner shall ensure that notification is provided to the NAHC within twenty-four
(24) hours of the determination, as required by California Health and Safety Code § 7050.5 (c).

Non-Disclosure of Location Reburials. It is understood by all parties that unless otherwise
required by law, the site of any reburial of Native American human remains or cultural artifacts
shall not be disclosed and shall not be governed by public disclosure requirements of the
California Public Records Act. The Coroner, parties, and Lead Agencies, will be asked to
withhold public disclosure information related to such reburial, pursuant to the specific
exemption set forth in California Government Code § 6254 ().

Ceremonial items and items of cultural patiimony reflect traditional religious beliefs and practices
of the Soboba Band. The Developer agrees to return all Native American caremonial items and
items of cultural patrimony that may be found on the project site to the Soboba Band for
appropriate treatment. In addition, the Soboba Band requests the return of all other cultural items
(artifacts) that are recovered during the course of archaeological investigations. Where
appropriate and agreed upon in advance, Developer’s archeologist may conduct analyses of
certain artifact classes if required by CEQA, Section 106 of NHPA, the mitigation measures or
conditions of approval for the Project. This may include but is not limited or restricted to include
shell, bone, ceramic, stone or other artifacts.




PALA BAND OF MISSION INDIANS
Tribal Historic Preservation Office
35008 Pala Temecula Rd. PMB 445
Pala, CA 92059

Ph: (760) 891-3591
Fax: (760) 742-4543

April 5. 2011

Michael H. Dice

Michael Brandman Associates
621 E Carnegie Drive, Suite 100
San Bernardino. Ca 92408

Re: The Highlands Specific Plan Project- Moreno Valley, Ca

Dear Mr. Dice:

The Pala Band of Mission Indians Tribal Historic Preservation Oftice has received your
notification of the project referenced above. This letter constitutes our response on behalf
of Robert Smith, Tribal Chairman.

We have consulted our maps and determined that the project as described is not within
the boundaries of the recognized Pala Indian Reservation. The project is also beyond the
boundaries of the territory that the tribe considers its Traditional Use Area (TUA).
Therefore. we have no objection to the continuation of project activities as currently
planned and we defer to the wishes of Tribes in closer proximity to the project area.

We appreciate involvement with your initiative and look forward to working with you on
future efforts. If you have questions or need additional information, please do not hesitate
to contact me by telephone at 760-891-3515 or by e-mail at sgaughen@palatribe.com.

Sincerely.

S/Qcﬁm(ézﬁg\

Shasta C. Gaughen, MA
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
Pala Band of Mission Indians

ATTENTION: THE PALA TRIBAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE IS RESPONSIBLE
FOR ALL REQUESTS FOR CONSULTATION. PLEASE ADDRESS CORRESPONDENCE
TO SHASTA C. GAUGHEN AT THE ABOVE ADDRESS. IT IS NOT NECESSARY TO
ALSO SEND NOTICES TO PALA TRIBAL CHAIRMAN ROBERT SMITH.



Chairperson:
Germaine Arenas
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City of Moreno Valley

Community and Economic Development Dept
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Moreno Valley, CA 92552

Re:  Pechanga Tribe Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the
World Logistics Center Project (SCH#2012021045), General Plan Amendment PA12-0010,
Development Agreement PA12-0011, Change of Zone PA12-0012, Specific Plan PA12-0013,
Annexation PA12-0014, Tentative Parcel Map PA12-0015

Dear Mr. Gross:

This comment letter is written on behalf of the Pechanga Band of Luisefio Indians
(hereinafter, “the Tribe™), a federally recognized Indian tribe and sovereign government. The
Tribe formally requests, pursuant to Public Resources Code §21092.2, to be notified and
involved in the entire CEQA environmental review process for the duration of the above —1
referenced project (the “Project™). The Tribe requests to be directly notified of all public
hearings and scheduled approvals concerning this Project. Please also incorporate these
comments into the record of approval for this Project. -

The Tribe submits these comments concerning the Project's proposed impacts to cultural
resources in conjunction with the environmental review of the Project and to assist the City in
developing appropriate avoidance and preservation standards for the significant Luisefio Village
Complex that the Project will be impacting. The Tribe is very concerned that the proposed
mitigation measures do not adequately provide for protection of the cultural resources located —2
within the Project boundaries and those that could be impacted during development and off-site
improvements. The Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) states that there will be no
impacts to cultural resources/archaeological sites; however, it appears that a portion of P-33-
15046/CA-RIV-8007 may be impacted by development and there is very little discussion of CA-
RIV-2993 that could be directly impacted by the construction of a water tank. ]

The Tribe does not agree that the cultural sites located within the Project area are not
significant per CEQA and have provided information to the City and the Project archaeologist in
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our NOP/SB18§ comments and in our SBI8 consultation describing this significant Village
Complex that exlends much [arther southward along Mt. Russell. The City, Developer and
archaeologist seem to have distegarded the Tribe’s input about this traditional cultural landscape
and have not taken the information into account when analyzing the sites and the impacts to
them. Additionally, the DEIR states that a public trail will pass through sensitive cultural
focations. There must be mitigation provided in the DEIR to guide and protect any resources —3
from impacts, including a long-term management plan to be developed between the
- Developer/Applicant and the Pechanga Tribe. Finally, the Tribe is concerned that the
- archaeological study has been inciuded in the DEIR Technical Appendices. Archaeological
- studies are considered exempt from the Public Record and provided only on an as needed basis.
Sensitive cultural information can be found in the document and the Tribe believes it is
inappropriate to include it for public review. More information on this concern is provided
below.

THE CITY OF MORENO VALLEY MUST INCLUDE INVOLVEMENT OF AND
CONSULTATION WITH THE PECHANGA TRIBE IN ITS ENVIRONMENTAL
REVIEW PROCESS

It has heen the intent of the Federal Government' and the State of California’ that Indian
tribes be consulted with regard to issues which impact cultural and spiritual resources, as well as
other governmental concerns. The responsibility to consult with Indian wibes stems from the
unique government-to-government relationship between the United States and Indian tribes. This
arises when tribal interests are affected by the actions of governmental agencies and departments.

In this case, it is undisputed that the project lies within the Pechanga Tribe’s traditional territory. —4
Therefore, in order to comply with CEQA and other applicable Federal and California law, it is
imperative that the City of Moreno Valley consult with the Tribe in order to guarantee an
adequate knowledge base for an appropriate evaluation of the Project effects, as well as
generating adequate mitigation measures. —

As the City is processing a General Plan Amendment and a Specific Plan for this Project,
. the City is required to consult with the Pechanga Tribe pursuant to a State law entitled
Traditional Tribal Cultural Places (also known as SB 18; Cal. Govt. C. § 65352.3). The purpose
of consultation is to identify any Native American sacred places and any geographical areas
which could potentially vield sacred places, identify proper means of treatment and management 5
! of such places, and to ensure the protection and preservation of such places through agreed upon
. mitigation (Cal. Govt. C. 65352.3; SB18, Chapter 905, Section 1(4)(b)(3)). Consultation must he
government-to-government, meaning directly between the Tribe and the Lead Agency, seeking
agreement where feasible (Cal. Govt. C. § 65352.4; SBI8. Chapter 903, Section 1{4)(b)(3)).

. 'See e.g., Executive Memorandum of April 29, 1994 on Government-to-Government Relations with Native

. American Tribal Governments, Executive Order of November 6, 2000 on Consultation and Coordination with

. Indian Tribat Governments, Executive Memorandum of September 23, 2004 on Government-to-Government
F\e]ationships with Tribal Governments, and Executive Memorandum of November 5, 2009 on Tribal Consultation,
* See California Public Resource Code §5097.9 et seq.; California Government Code §§65351, 65352.3 and 65352.4
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Lastly, any information conveyed 1o the Lead Agency concerning Native American sacred places 5
shall be confidential in terms of the specific identity, location, character and use of those places B
and associated features and objects. This information is not subject to public disclosure pursuant
- the California Public Records Act (Cal, Govt. C. 6254(1)). _

: The Tribe met with the City and subsequently the Applicant on May 30, 2012 with the

City pursuant to SB18. At that time, we requested (o be sent copies of the Specific Plan, Parcel
Map, development plans, archaeological study and geotechnical reports and received all
documents by October 8, 2012. We were further provided the opportunity to visit the cultural 6
sites on the Property August 22, 2012. The City has consistently maintained contact with the
Tribe throughcut the process. Therefore, we are concerned that the City did not include our
March 16, 2012 comment letter submitled for the Notice of Preparation (NOP) and SB18 in the
DEIR. We hope this was just an oversight and request that the Final EIR be updated to include
our letter and requested comments,

CONFIDENTIALITY OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL STUDIES AND CULTURAL
INFORMATION

Protection of archaeological and cultural sites and resources is of critical importance
because they are non-renewable resources and easily damaged. Multitudes of amaleur
archaeclogists and explorers roam undeveloped areas in search of “buried treasures.” Anything
that provides any information regarding the probable location of a site or the contents of a site is
! thus more fodder for those who would destroy or pilfer our Tribe’s and the State’s cultural
- heritage. When SB18, the law designed to protect California Native American cultural heritage,
was enacted it clearly indicated that “each city and county [shall] protect the confidentiality of
information concerning” cultural resources. (SB 18 §1(b)(3); Govt. Code §§ 05040.2(g)(3),
65352.3, 65352.4, and 65352.5.)

; The State of Celifoernia and its municipalities recognize the importance of protecting 7

archaeological resources through confidentiality of information regarding the resource in other
laws and regulations as well. According to the California Office of Historic Preservation,
“Archaeological and Traditional Cultural Property (TCP) locations are generally considered
confidential and public access to such information is restricted by laws, including: Section 304 of
the National Historic Preservation Act, Section 9(e) of the Archaeclogical Resources Protection
Act, Executive Order 13007 and Sections 6254(r} and 6254.10 of the California State
Government Code.” Other State agencies and local governments provide assurances within their
practices, rules and ordinances for the protection of archaeological, historical and cultural sites
and resources through confidentiality of information. (See, e.g. California’s Forest Practice Rules
. for the Protection of Archaeological, Historical and Cultural Sites, Title 14 CCR; City of Motro
Bay Coastal Land Use Plan; County of Riverside Planning Department Cultural Resources
Investigations Standard Scopes of Work; and County of San Diego Report Formant and Content
- Requirements, Cultural Resources.)

Pechanga Cultural Resources = Temeculn Band of Luiserio Mission Indians
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More importantly, however, the California Historical Resources Information System
(“CHRIS™) allows certain individuals, organizations and governmental entities access to
archaeological records, but only after signing a confidentiality agreement. By signing the
agreement, an individual, organization or governmental entity agrees to keep archaeological site
content and location information confidential by not disclosing archaeological information to
unauthorized individuals or including it in publicly distributed documents. A failure to comply
with the agreement could mean denial of access to CHRIS information.

As such, multiple jurisdictions make a practice of limiting archaeological information
provided in publc documents, acknowledging that publication of, or even general public access
to, such things as site maps, site records, archaeological reports, and cultural surveys are both
prohibited by law and potentizlly harmful to the resources. Thus, for the protection of the
cultural resources located within the Project area, we request that the City remove immediately
the archaeological study that was mistekenly published with the other portions of the DEIR. _

PECHANGA CULTURAL AFFILIATION TO PROJECT AREA

The Pechanga Iribe has a specific legal and cultural interest in this Project as the Tribe is
culturally affiliated with the geographic area that comprises the Project property. The Tribe has
been the named the consulting tribe on projects in the vicinity of the proposed Project, and,
conirary to statements in the archaeological study that the Tribe did not provide information, has
specific knowledge of cultural resources and sacred places within/near the proposed Project that
we shared with the City, Applicant and archaeologist. The Tribe asserts that this culturally —8
sensitive area is affiliated specifically with {he Pechanga Band of Luisefic Indians because of the
Tribe’s specific cultural ties to this arca. Pechanga considers any resources located on this
Project property to be Pechanga cultural resources and we look forward to working directly with
the City to continue preserving and avoiding these sensitive tribal cultural resources. Although
. the Tribe provided the following in our NOP/SBI18 comments, we have included it again for the
DEIR.

D. L. True. C. W. Meighan, and Harvey Crew’ stated that the Californja archaeologist is
- blessed “with the fact that the nineteenth-century Indians of the state were direct descendents of
many of the Indians recovered archaeologically, living lives not unlike those of their ancestors.”
Similarly, the Tribe knows that their ancestors lived in this land and that the Luisefio peoples still
. live in their traditional lands. The Pechanga Tribe’s knowledge of our ancestral boundaries is
based on reliable information passed down to us from our elders; published academic works in —9
the areas of anthropology, history and ethno-history; and through recorded ethnographic and
linguistic accounts. Many anthropologists and histerians who have presented boundaries of the
Luisefio traditional territory have included the Moreno Valley area in their descriptions {Drucker
1937, Heizer and Whipple 1957; Kroeber 1925; Smith and Freers 1994), and such territory

© 7 DL True, . W. Meighan, and Harvey Crew. Archaeclogical Investigations at Molpa, San Dego County,
California, University of California Press 1974 Vol 11, 1-176
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descriptions correspond almost identically with what was communicated to the Pechanga people
by our elders. While historic accounts and anthropological and linguistic theories are important
in determining traditional Luisefio territory, the most critical sources of information used to
i define our traditional territories are our songs, creation accounts, and oral traditions. _

Luisefio history originates with the creation of all things at ‘éxva Teméeku, i the present
- day City of Temecula, and dispersing out to all corners of creation (what is today known as
- Luisefio territory). It was at Temecula that the Luisefio deity Wuydo! lived and taught the people,
and here that he became sick, finally expiring at Lake Elsinore. Many of our songs relate the tale
of the people taking the dying Wuydor to the many hot springs at Elsinore, where he died
{DuBois 1908). e was cremated at ‘éxva Teméeku. A traditional song recounts the travels of
. eagle, as he searches for a place where there was no death. His travels begin at Temecula, {lying

north to San Bernardine and then to the east, south, and west through Julian, Cuyamaca, and
Palomar, and returning to Temecula.* [t is the Luisefio creation account that connects Elsinore to
Temecula, and thus to the Temecula people who were evicted and moved to the Pechanga
Reservation, and now known as the Pechanga Band of Luisefio Mission [ndians (the Pechanga
Tribe). From Elsinore, the people spread out, establishing villages and marking their territories.
The first people also became the mountains, plants, animals and heavenly bodies.

Many traditions and stories are passed from generation to generation by songs. One of
the Luisefio songs recounts the travels of the people to Elsinore after a great flood (DuBois
1908). From here, they again spread out to the north, south, east and west. Three songs, called
Moriival, are songs ol the places and landmarks that were destinations of the Luisefio ancestors,
several of which are located near the Project area. They describe the exact route of the Temecula 10
(Pechanga) people and the landmarks made by each to claim title to places in their migrations
(DuBois 1908:110). The Native American [leritage Commission (NAHC) Most Likely
Descendent (MLD) files substantiate this habitation and migration record from oral tradition.
¢ These examples illustrate a direct correlation between the oral tradition and the physical place;
- proving the importance of songs and stories as a valid source of information outside of the
published anthropological data.

Téota vixélval (rock art) is also an important element in the determination of Luisefio
territorial boundaries.  Tdofa yixélval can consist of petroglyphs (incised) elements, or
pictographs (painted) elements. The science of archaecology tells us that places can be described
through these elements. Riverside and Northern San Diego Counties are home to red-pigmented
pictograph panels.  Archaeologists have adopted the name for these pictograph-versions, as
defined by Ken Hedges of the Muscum of Man, as the San Luis Rey style. This is the
predominant style of rock art within the Project area and incorporates elements which include
chevrons, zig-zags, dot patterns, sunbursts, handprints, net/chain, anthropomorphic (human-like)
- and zoomorphic (animal-like) designs. Tribal historians and photographs inform us that some
design elements are reminiscent of Luisefio ground paintings. A few of these design elements,

© % Ibid,
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particularly the flower motifs, the net/chain and zig-zags, were sometimes depicted in Luiscfio
basket designs and can be observed in remaining baskets and textiles today.

Further evidencing the connection between the San Luis Rey rock art style and Luiseno
pecple are these descriptions of how the diamond chain pattern, which is uniquely San Luis style
rock art, was incorporated into the Luisefio girls’ ceremony. In 1892, Bureau of Ethnology
anthropologist H.W. Henshaw compiled information on what was called the “Girls Ceremony.”
He wrote: ‘that during the fourth new moon of the young girl’s puberty rite, diamond shaped
marks were painted vertically on the cheeks of the girls faces™ (Smith & Ireers, pg. 19). For
Pechanga, the connection to the rock art images held a known meaning. [.P. Harrington would
later cross-reference this same “face painting” information in his 1933 work entitled The Luiseno

Girls Ceremany.
Additienally, according to historian Constance DuBois:

When the people scattered from Ekvo Temeko, Temecula, they were very
powerful, When they got to a place, they would sing a song to make water come
there, and would call that place theirs; or they would scoop out a hollow in a rock
with their hands to have that for their mark as a claim upon the land. The
different parties of people had their own marks. For instance, Albafias’s ancestors 10
had theirs, and Lucario’s people had theirs, and their own songs of Munival to tell
how they traveled from Temecula, of the spots where they stopped and about the
different places they claimed (1908:158).

An additional type of idoia yixélval, identified by archaeologists also as rock art or
petroglyphs, are cupules. Throughout Luisefio territory, there are certain types of large boulders,
' taking the shape of mushroocms or waves, which contain numerous small pecked and ground
indentations, or cupules. Many of these cupule boulders have been identified within a few
hundred feet of the Project. In fact, the féofa yixélval identified close-by are but a small part of
the overall Luisefio Village Complex that includes Mt. Russell and other sites to the northwest,
south and southeast. The City has identified the area to the north as the Wolfskill Ranch North
Complex. The archaeological study also acknowledges the importance of this area and states;
“We believed that the nine prelistoric sites should be considered part of the unofficial Wolfskill
Ranch North Complex. This Complex is discussed in the City General Plan but is not an
. officially recognized prehistoric district (p.53).” The Tribe agrces that this area should be
- included in the City’s inventory of significant places and designated as permanent Open Space
within the General Plan.

: Thus, our songs and stories, our indigenous place names, as well as academic works,

demonstrate that the Luisefio people who occupied what we know today as Moreno Valley and
the Lakeview area are ancestors of the present-day Luisefio/Pechanga people, and as such,
Pechanga is culturally affiliated to this geographic area. The Tribe welcomes the opportunity to

Pechanga Cultural Resowrces » Temecula Band of Luiseiio Mission Indians
Post Qffice Box 2183 « Tenecula, CA 92592

Sacred Is The Duty Trusted Unio Our Care And With Honor We Rise 10 The Need

R:AHFV1201\Final EIR and RTC\DEIR Comment Letters\LetterA-3.cdr (04/09/13)



Pechanga Comument Letter to the City of Moreno Valley

Re: Pechanga Tribe Comments on the World Logistics Project
April 8, 2013

Page 7

meet with the City to further explain and provide documentation concerning our specific cultural
affiliation o lands within vour jurisdiction, if so desired,

PROJECT IMPACTS TO CULTURAL RESOURCES

As we have continually informed the City, the proposed Project and its Off-Site Impacts
are located in a highly sensitive region of Luisefio lerritory and the Tribe believes that the
possibility for recovering subsurface resources during ground-disturbing activities is high. The
Tribe has over thirty-five (35) years of experience in working with various types of construction
projects throughout its territory. The combination of this knowledge and experience, along with
the knowledge of the culturally-sensitive areas and oral tradition, is what the Tribe relics on to
make fairly accurate predictions regarding the likelihood of subsurface resources in a particular —11
location. The Pechanga Band is not opposed to this Project: however, we are opposed to any
direct, indirect and cumulative impacts this Project may have to tribal cultural resources. The
Tribe’s primary concerns stem from the Project’s proposed impacts on Native American cultural
resources. The Tribe is concerned about both the protection of unique and irreplaceable cultural
resources, such as Luisefio village sites, sacred sites and archacological items which would be
displaced by ground disturbing work on the Project, and on the proper and lawful treatment of
cultural items, Native American human remains and sacred items likely to be discovered in the
course of the work.

The Tribe has multiple concerns with the DEIR as posed. As indicated above, the Tribe
submitted a NOP/SB18 comment letter in March 2012 that was not included in the DEIR or its 12
appendices. The Tribe requests that the Final EIR be updated to include our comment letter and
any appropriate Response to Comments.

The Tribe has reviewed the Archacological studies and Appendix I of the DEIR. We are
concerned that the Project archaeologist has not included any of the Tribe’s information in the
reports which would have assisted with site analysis. The Tribe applauds the archaeological
consultant for combining a cultural area into one site. They describe this as, “With the addition
of new feature elements discovered during the survey and GPS rendering of the original site
locations, it became clear that the threc original sites, which were all within an 80-meter radius
of ecach other, should be combined into a single site with the newly discovered site elements
added.” However, they then proceed to say that the 29 milling features are not significant 13
because there were ne artifacts found in the area. By ignoring that this site is part of a larger B
Complex and ignoring the association hetween the physical remains and the bare spots between
them, they are disregarding the importance of this area and overlooking important information
that can contribute t¢ the cverall body of archaeological and tribal knowledge. The high number
. of utilized rescurces in this area and the identification of resources on the adjacent Highlands
- Fairview Project prove that Luisefio ancestors were extremely active within the region and that
this area was a large habitat area, or village complex, for Indian people. Negatively impacting
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and/or destroying the cultural sites within this area are a great irreparable loss to tribal culwre
and scientific knowledge. |

5 A major problem that the Tribe has been observing cver the last few decades is the shift
- in archaeological practices which fook at cultural resources on an individual scale, on a project-
- by-project basis. This piecemeal type of assessment belies the fact that many of these sites are
- components of much larger complexes, and thus results in evaluations of the sites as not being 14
- significant.  Further, this kind of piecemeal approach scems to be contrary to the tenets of
archaeology which supposedly strives for a holistic approach. Because of this approach, very
little regional or settlement pattern research is conducted within the Riverside County area to
| connect the dots. This has resulted in the systematic destruction of villages and habitation areas.

The Tribe believes that individual recordation of sites is an attempt to piecemeal obvious
complexes/large cultural areas into smaller portions in order to make a “not significant”
determination. While we understand that recordation of sites in this manner may assist with the
- management of such sites and features, it undermines the ability to offer a complete and thorough
analysis of the Project impacts to cultural resources. The Tribe believes that division of sites and
features into separate sites necessarily takes away from the significance of the sites themselves 15
because they are analyzed by only looking at the particulars of that site/feature while missing the
relationship to the other sites/features in the vicinity as well as the topography, geography, plant
resources and waterways. A particular feature may be part of a significant village or habitation
area, but one would never know that if only the feature was analyzed by itself as is the case on
this Project. In addition, the Tribe helieves this regional analysis would necessarily suggest that
there is a high potential for subsurface resources to be found during grading or ground-disturbing
activities for this Project.

Almost 25 vears ago, Glassow (1985)° addressed the issue of how site complexes and
regional complexes (i.e. villages and habitation areas) were being divided into smaller sites for
. analysis. This procedure misses the full interpretation of the sites, resulting in a “write-off” or
dismissal of sites based only on a partial analysis. Small sites are deseribed as those sites which
“typically have surface areas on the order of 1,000 m? or less, deposits of less than 50 cm depth,
only two or three major classes of cultural remains and very few, most often fragmentary L 16
finished artifacts” (59). He states, “...(S)ites on the smaller end of the size range are being
systematically neglected by many archasologists in favor of sites on the larger end of the size
| range. Not only are small sites seldom investigated, but they are frequently assessed as having
no appreciable significance fo research and are therelore being destroyed...”(ibid: 58). He
further provides an example of an archaeological document that determined a site to be not
eligible for the National Register. The assessment stated that although the small site, which
contained a lithic scatter and two bifacial tools, contained high integrity, the potential to answer
rescarch questions was limited and thus the site was not eligible. This limited data was based

* Glassow, Michael A. The Significance of Small Sites to California Archasology. Journal of California and Great
. Basin Anthropology Vol. 7, No.1. PP 58-66 (1985).
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solely upon a survey and one posthole test unit. Archacologists make the mistake of treating 16
each site as an individual “temporary camp site or isolated feature™ as opposed to looking at
them as elements or components of targer village complexes. |

With regard to this Project, the Tribe asserls that the same methodology and resulting
dismissal of sites is occurring. The destruction of milling resources is a common practice in
western Riverside County, justified because they are so ‘ubiquitous.” Scientific potential is
measured by the amount of artifacts found around the milling feature, not the feature itself. The
Tribe views these important cultural features as part of the larger village complex that can aide in
the analysis of that complex as well as the fact that they are the remains of the ancestors.® These —17
types of complexes are rare and endangered by continuing development. Within the last seven
(7) years, the Tribe has seen at least five (5) Luisefio village complexes negatively impacted
and/or destroyed in western Riverside County. The City contains multiple significant village
complexes, with other habitation areas spread throughout. The Tribe asserts that a traditional
Luisefio village complex is a special element to not only the Tribe but to the City as well as the
State. The citizens of Moreno Valley should be proud of such a special resource and should
strive to preserve it in perpetuity.

Kroeber’ and Heizer® used ethnographic data to describe the Luisefio Indians’ settlement
pattern as consisting of permanent villages of 75 to 200 people located in proximity to reliable
sources of water and within range of a variety of floral and faunal food resources, which were
exploited from temporary camp locations surrounding the main village. [t has also been
suggested that, frequently, a number of communities would combine to celebrate important
festivals, harvest cycles, and other ceremonial events, occasionally inviting distant, linguistically
unrelated groups. Expanding on Kroeber and Heizer’s general description, True and Waugh’
- described Luisefio settlement patterns as;

The bipolar settlement patiern of the San Luis Rey was represented by relatively
permarent and stable villages (both winter and summer), inhabited by several —18
groups exploiting well-established terriiories and resources that were defended
against trespass (we follow Flannery [1976:164] in using “village as a generic

§ The Tribe would like to challenge archacologists to begin rescarching why artifacts aren’t commeniy found around
milling features. It is time to look at why resources may not be present instead of anficipating or assuming that
resources should be present. We should ask ourselves why would a persen stand next to a food processing place and
make a utility tool where the waste materials could get into the food or cut feet. Do we, today, stand next to a stove
that contains open pots with cooking food and sharpen our knives so that metal debris could come into contact with
the food? Thirking about these questions while assessing the significance of sites as they relate to the landscape will
provide additional research questions and answers. These resources ean provide valuable information for future
i archaeologists in terms of settlement patterns, patterns of domestic fife as well as enhancing our understanding of
¢ how prehistoric tribal peoples lived with one another and upon the landscape.

7 Alfred. L. Kroeber 1925. Handbook of the Indians of California. Bulletin 78, Bureau of American Ethrology,
Government Printing Office, Washington D.C.

¥ Robert F. Heizer and M.A. Whipple 1951, The California Indians. University of California Press, Berkeley.

? True and Waugh 1982, p. 35 ¥
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term for any small permanent community”), they saw this as a result of «
reasonably long process of adaptation during which several strategic changes
take place in setflemeni location patterns and in procedures for collecting
resources. These strategic changes included a “trend toward the congregation of
peopie along the major tributaries, with each iributary and its immediate environs
occupied and exploited by a family-based kin group of some kind.

Of great importance to the Luisefio people is how this would look on the landscape. For
example, during his visit to Luisefio settlements in the La Jolla region in 1901, Merriam noted
that “in many cases the Indians have great masses of tuna, 10-20 feet high, about or near their
adobe houses™ which “are nol near logether but scaltered about, usually 1/8 or 1/4 of a mile apart
and on a cleared place surrounded by chaparral.”'® Luisefio settlement patterns have also been
described ethnographically by Sparkman'' and Strong'* as sedentary and territorial, with the —18
extended families residing in villages with individual living areas separated anywhere from Y of
a mile fo % a mile apart. The proposal that a village foot print covers an expansive area, with
each family having its own milling feature is supported by Bean when he argues that “homes
were located some distance apart to provide privacy for families, if terrain permitted.”” Bean
and Smith also suggest that “a village might occupy three to five square miles”'"  While
Oxendine’s" dissertation is often cited when discussing late prehistoric village attributes and
locations, little has been done to expand on her definition of a village foot print. The idea that
[ villages could cover an expansive area is supported by True et al. Here, True et al'® suggest that
the larger outcrops containing multiple milling features are community milling areas and that
each group or family within the community had its own specific milling boulder. In other words
“gach group then had its milling area and each [amily woman had her mortar or greup of milling
elements.” To support this ¢laim, True et al. gives the following example: The milling stones
located at Silver Crest (Palomar Mountain State Park) belonging to the adjacent Pauma Village
were identified by Max Peters as the property of a specific family. EFach family had its own
“place” and each mortar hole belonged to a particular “lady.” “If the pattern at Molpa in
protohistoric times followed that of the adjacent Pauma Village, it is likely that these “holes”
were passed down from mother to daughter and were used until they became too deep to be ‘

10 Merriam, C. Hart. Studies of California Indians. The Staff of the Department of Anthropology of the University
of California, eds. Berkeley: University of California Press. 1933

i Sparkman, Philip Stediman, The Culiure of the Luisefio Indians. University of California Publications in American
Archaeology and Ethnology 1908, 8(4).

"? Strong, William D. Aboriginal Society in Southern California. University of California Publications in American
Archaeology and Ethnelogy 26, 1929

B Bean, Lowell I, Mukat's People: The Cahwilla Indians of Southern California. University of California Press,
Berkeley, 1972, p. 71

i Bean, Lowell J. and Charles R. Smith. Serrano: In Handbook of Novth American Indians, Volume, 8, California,
edited by Robert Heizer, Smithsoman Institution, Washington D.C. p. 43.

1 Oxendine, Joan. The Luisefio Village During the Late Prehistoric Era. Ph.D. Dissertation, University of

¢ California, Riverside, 1983

" True et al 1974 p, 43
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functional.” ' Thus there is support for the Tribe’s assertion that each milling feature signifies —18
an integral portion of the much larger village present at the site. _

Glassow argues, “(A) small site and its contents gain importance as a document of a set
of activities that occurred at a specific place within a particular setting. While the same set of
activities might have occurred at 2 number of other places, it is often important to know the
number of such places and variations in their settings.”’® Even smaller projects, like the
currently proposed Project, is the appropriate time for Settlement Paltern research and
comparisons of artifact collections to occur and to start piecing the bigger picture together.
Trade and travel patterns can be assessed; site formation, ceremonial comparisons, and site type —19
comparisons can continte {¢ be made. Habitation/village sites are often identified, but the
necessary scientific and archival research needed 1o produce a thorough report is not taken. The
practice of recording isolated features and artifacts which results in a “negative finding” is
slowly desiroying larger cultural sites that could have been identified as a significant complex.
This lack of context results in destruction of the individual sites, and not only of our cultural
heritage, but that of the greater community and the overall history of California. ]

In addition, by piecemealing projects, archeologists are not necessarily saving the correct
portions of the complexes and villages, but only the portions they deem to have scientific value.
By archaeologists using this methodology, we as a society are likely missing the most essential
pieces of the puzzle and, most importantly, ignoring the cultural value. ‘True and Waughw
pointed out that the Luisefio Mission Indians were resourceful with almost an innate ability to
adapt to changing circumstances. They argue that either pre-contact or post-contact San Luis
Rey Luisefio people had demonstrated a high degree of edaptable behavior as they consolidated
to form more complex systems, placing their villages in locations that are situated near the most 20
reliable regional water supplies. True and Waugh proposed that this could only occur within a
social matrix capable of sustaining the mosaic of productive, ritual, and social relationships
inherent to “village” organizations. In other words, the Luisefio people had developed a very
complex sense of community and permanent Settlement Pattern: it was embedded in their Social
History. On this Project, the combination of physical archacological remains, knowledge of
¢ resources being identified from adjacent properties and important tribal named places, traditional
landscape analysis and oral traditions, a much broader, complex patter can be identified for this
area.

At this time, the Tribe thanks the Project Applicant/Developer for placing the majority of
the cultural sites within Open Space for preservation. The Tribe is concerned that potentially a
- portion of P-33-15046 may be impacted by development. We request additional clarification —21
from the City and Developer/Applicant regarding this site. Additionally, the site identified as P-

¢ Tibid 1974 p. 43

* Glassow 1985: 60

" True, D. L. and George Waugh. Preposed Settlement Shifts during San Luis Rey Times: Northern $an Diego
© County, California. Journal of California and Grear Basin Anthropoiogy 1982, 4(2):34-54.
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33-2993, located in the southwest portion appears that it could be impacted by a proposed water
tank. This site is brieflv addressed in the archaeological study as not having been tested or —21
evaluated for impacts in any way. As it seems that water tank Jocation has not been finalized, the
Tribe urges the Developer/Applicant and the City to design the tank to avoid this site and any
potential impacts to the possible midden in the area. |

Additionally, the DEIR states that a public trail will pass through sensitive cultural
locations. There must be mitigation provided in the DEIR to guide and protect any resources
. from impacts. The Tribe would like to assist the City and Developer/Applicant with planning the
- trail through this area and with landscaping options that will discourage these sites from 22
. becoming an attractive nuisance. This will include developing a long-term management plan, to
be developed between the Developer/Applicant and the Pechanga Tribe, to ensure that the
protection planned during this DEIR process is maintained and that the sites do not become a
burden to preserve.

REQUESTED TRIBAL INVOLVEMENT AND RECOMMENDED
PROJECT MITIGATION MEASURES

The Tribe believes that the proposed mitigation measures as posed are not sufficient,
given the sensitivity of the area, to protect and ensure that development activities will not impact
buried cultural resources. Neither are they sufficient to provide for long-term protection and care
~ once development activities have been completed. The lack of specificity of the mitigation
- measures and the lack of a requirement for tribal monitors does not bring the Project into
- compliance with CEQA nor reduce the impacts to a level below significant. While the Tribe
understands that the Property has been subjected to previous disturbances such as the existing
residences and agricultural usage, as the Project site Hes within such a culturally-sensitive area,
the Tribe believes that the possibility exists for the recovery of subsurface resources during
carthmoving activitics. Furthermore, as the DEIR acknowledges, cultural resources were
identified during monitoring on the adjacent Highland Fairview property. These resources, some
of which were deeply buried, as well as the known resources in this area that are also deep, are —23
good indicators that additional resources could be found within the Project at a greater distance
than the recommended 3,750 feet from the southwest corner. This distance is not realistic and
could hinder the archaeologist and the Tribe from identifying significant resources. Therelore,
~ the Tribe submits the revised mitigation measures for inclusion into the final EIR. Please contact
- the Tribe to discuss these mitigation measures and to review any proposed language changes
prior to finalizing the Final EIR (strikeouts are deletions; underlines are additions.)

4.5.6.1A Prior to the approval of any grading or other discretionary permit for any of the “Light
Logistics” parcels, the parcels shall be evaluated for significance by a qualified
archaeologist since they were not available for survey during preparation of the EIR. A
Phase [ Cultural Resources Assessment shall be conducted by the project archaeologist
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and an appropriate tribal*® representative on each of the “Light Logistics™ parcels prior
to development (¢ delermine if it conlains significani archaeological or historical
resources. A Phase I evaluation shall be compieted for any of these sites in order to
determine if they that-are-determined-to contain significant archaeological or historical
resources based-on-the results-of the Phase Fassessment, Cultural resources include but
are not limited to stone artifacts, bone, wood shell or featules mcludmg hearths,
structural remains, or historic dumpsites.

signifieant,it All resources determined o be prehistoric ar_historic shall be adequately
documented using DIPR323 forms for archival research/storage in the Eastern
Information Center (EIC). If the particular resource is determined to be not significant,
no further documentedation is required. Awy—artifaets If historic resources are
determined to be significant, they shall be considered for relocation or archival 23
documentation, as appropriate, depending on whether the building or buildings are
determined to be significant under CEQA. If any building is determined to be
significant, a Phase Ul recovery study shall be conducted to recover remaining
significant cultural artifacts. If necessary, a feasibility study shall be conducted to
determine if a significant structure can be relocated effectively to off-site parcels. The
study shail also identify if there are appropriate parcels available within or close to the
Moreno arca of the City. If the structure cannot be feasibly relocated, or there is not an
appropriate parcel to relocate the structure to, the structure shall be demolished after
complete archival recordation in a manner determined by the project archacologist. If
prehistoric archaeological/cultural resources are discovered during the Phase I survey
and it is determined that they cannot be avoided through site design, they shall be
subiect 1o a Phase II testing program. The project archacologist, in consultation with
the appropriate Tribe. shall determine the significance of the resource(s) and determine
the appropriate mitigation for the resources.

4.5.6.1B Prior to the approval of any grading or ground-disturbing permit by the City for
construction of off-site improvements for the WLCSP, the developer requesting the
permit shall retain a qualified archacologist to prepare a Phase 1 cultural resource
assessment (CRA) of the project site if an up to date CRA (within 5 years of the
current year for which the permit above is sought) is not available for the site at the
time of development. If archaeological resources are uncovered or discovered during
construction activities, no further excavation or disturbance of the area where the —24
resources were found shall occur until a qualified archaeologist. in consultation with
the_appropriate Tribe, evaluates the find. Pursuant to Calif. Pub. Res. Code §
21083.2(b) avoidance is the preferred method of preservation for archaeological
resources. If the find is determined to be a unique or significant archacological
resource, appropriate action shall be taken to include but net be limited to: (a) planning

#9291t is anticipated that the Pechanga Tribe will be the “appropriate™ Tribe due to their prior and extensive
. participation in the Highlands Fairview project and the current Project and their coordination with the City and
. project applicant in determining potentially significant impacts and appropriate mitigation measures.
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construetion to avoid archeological sites; (b) capping or covering archeological sites
with a layer of soil before building on the affected site; or (¢) excavation to adeguately
recover the scientifically consequential information from and about the resource.
Appropriate mitigation shall take into account the religious beliefs, customs. and
practices of the appropriate Tribe. Work may continue on other parts of the project
site while the unique archaeological resource mitigation takes place. This measure
shall be implemented to the satisfaction of the City Planning Division. If the qualified
archaeologist. in consultation with the appropriate Tribe. determines that the find is a
unique archaeological resource, the resource site shall be evaluated and recorded in
accordance with requirements of the State Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) and
as described in 4.5.61A. If the site is determined to be significant and cannot be
avoided through site design. an adequate amount of data at the specific site shall be
collected by the qualified archaeologist and the findings of the report shall be
submitted to the City, If the site is not determined to be not significant, the site need
not be mitigated for as described above. —

—24

4.5.6.1C Prior to any discretionary approvals for development within3;750feet-of-the
sewtrwesteornerofthe-stte, the project developer shall retain a qualified archaeologist
to monitor grading as this area has been identified as having moderate to high
sensitivity for cultural resources. Project-related archaeological monitoring shall
include the following requirements:

I. All construction-related earthmoving shall be monitored 1o a depth of ten (10) feet
below grade by the Project Archaeclogist or his/her designated representative and the
appropriate Tribe;

2. Once 50 percent of the earth to be moved has been examined, the Project
Archaeologist may, at his or her diseretion and in consultation with the appropriate
Tribe, terminate monitoring if and only if no buried cultural resources have been 25
detected;

3. If buried cultural resources are detected, monitoring shall continue until 100 percent
of virgin earth within the permit area has been disturbed and inspected by the Project
Archaeologist or his/her designated representative and the appropriate Tribe,

4. Grading shall cease in the area of a cultural artifact or potential cultural artifact as
delineated by the Project Archaeologist or histher designated representative and the
appropriate Tribe. Grading should continue in other areas of the site while particular
find are investigated; and

5. If cultural artifacts are uncovered during grading, they shall be Phase 11 tested by the
Project Archaeologist and the appropriate Tribe, evaluated for significance in
accordance with §15064.5 the CEQA Guidelines, and curated in a museum’' chosen

_ *! The Pechanga Tribe would like the City to know that we own and maintain a curation facility that meets or
5 exceeds 36 CFR Part 79 standards. Currently we do not charge to store Luisefio cultural items. The only exception
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by the City-if-the-resourcefsiare-determined-to-he-signifieant. Appropriate actions for
significant resources include but are not limited to avoidance or capping (except of
human remains), incorporation of the site in green space, parks, or open space, or data
recovery excavations of the finds (Phase III recovery). A mitigation-monitoring report
must accompany any archived artifacts,

6. No further grading shall occur in the area of the discovery until the City approves
specific actions to protect identified resources. Any archaeological artifacts rccovered
as a result of m1t1gat10n shall be handled as outhned ind abovc éeﬂa{eé—te—a—qaa-hﬁeé

add ] lacageen fha

7. The developer shall make reasonable efforts to avoid, minimize, or mitigate
significant adverse impacts on cultural resources on the WLCSP property, and the
SHPO and local Native American tribes will be consulted and the Adviscry Council
on Historic Preservation (should there be Federal invelvement on this Project) will be
notified within 48 hours in compliance with 36 CFR 800.13(b)(3). This measure shall
be implemented to the satisfaction of the City Planning Division.

8. The landowner shall relinquish ownership of all cultural resources. including sacred
items, burial goods and all archaeological artifacts that are found on the project area to
the appropriate Tribe for proper treatment and disposition. All sacred sites, should
they be encountered within the project area. shall be avoided and preserved as the
preferred mitigation, if feasible. _

4.5.6.1D Prior to the issuance of any grading permit within-3:750-feet-of-the-sevthwestcorner

sha[I retain a quahﬁed tubal monitor f'rom the appropriate tribe and develop a Cultural

Resources Treatment Agreement to monitor grading as this area has been identified as —26
having moderate to high sensitivity for cultural resources, in which they have a direct
ancestral connection. The Agreement shall address the treatment of known cultural
resources, the designation, responsibilities, and participation of professional Native
American Tribal monitors during arading, excavation and ground disturbing activitics;
project grading and development scheduling; terms of compensation by the developer
for the meonitors; and treatment and final disposition of any cultural resources. sacred
sites, and human remains discovered on the site. This measure shall be implemented to
the satisfaction of the City Planning Division. _

is for human remains, sacred/ceremonial items or grave goods in which the Tribe requests that these items be
. reburied in an appropriate location of the Project property.
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4.5.6.1E It is possible that ground-disturbing activities during construction may uncover
previously unknown, buried cultural resources (archaeciogical or historical). In the
event that buried cultural resources are discovered during grading and no Project
Archaeclogist or Ilistorian gr_tribal representative is present, grading operations shall
stop in the immediate vicinity of the find and a qualified archaeologist and the
appropriate tribe shall be retained to determine the most appropriate course of action
regarding the resource. The Archeologist, in consultation with the appropriate tribe
shall make recommendations to the City on the actions that shall be implemented to
protect the discovered resources, including but not limited to excavation of the finds
and evaluation of the finds in accordance with §15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines as a
matter of last resort. Cultural resources could consist of, but are not limited to, stone
artifacts, bone, wood, shell, or features, including hearths, structural remains, or
historic dumpsites. Any previously undiscovered resources found during construction
within the project area should be recorded on appropriate DPR forms and evaluated for
significance in terms of CEQA criteria. If the resources are determined to be unique
historic resources as defined under §15064.5 of the CEQ4 Guidelines, mitigation
measures shall be identified by the Archaeologist and the appropriate tribe and
recommended to the City. Appropriate protective actions for significant resources 27
could include avoidance or capping, incorporation of the site in green space, parks, or
open space, or data recovery excavations of the finds. No further grading shall occur in
the area of the discovery until the City approves the measures to protect these
resources. Any archaeological artifacts recovered as a result of mitigation shall be
returned to the appropriate tribe as provided for in 4.5.6.1C(5), above. In addition,
reasonable efforts to avoid, minimize, or mitigate adverse effects to the property will
be taken and the SHPO and Native American (ribes with concerns about the property,
as well as the AdwviseryCouncil-onHistorie-Preservation native American Heritage
Commission will be notified within 48 hours in compliance with 36 CFR 800.13(b)(3).
If the project archaeologist and the Tribe cannot agree on the significance or the
mitigation_for such resources. not including human remains or grave goods. these
issues will be presented to the Planning Director or appropriate City representative for
decision. The Planning Director or appropriate City representative shall make the
determination based on the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act
with _respect to archasological resources and Notwithsianding any other rights
available under the law. the decision of the Planning Director shall be appealable to
the Planning Commission and/or City Council. ]

4.5.6.1F If human remains are enccuntered. California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5

states that no further disturbance shall occur until the Riverside County Coroner has
made the necessary findings as to origin. Further, pursuant to Caiifornia Public
Resources Code Section 5097.98(b) remains shall be left in place and free from —28
disturbance until a final decision as to the treatment and disposition has been made. If
the Riverside County Coroner determines the remains to be Native American, the
Native American Heritage Commission must be contacted within 24 hours.  The
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Native American Heritage Commission must then immediately identify the “most
likely descendant(s)’ of receiving notification of the discoverv. The most likely —28
descendant(s) shall then make recommendations within 48 hours. and engage in
consultations concerning the treatment of the remains as provided in Public Resources
Code 5097.98 and the Treatment Agreement described in 4.5.6.1D.

4.5.7  For cultural resources that are known or discovered during earth-moving activities and
which will be preserved either in open space or in areas of no development, a long-
term preservation plan must be completed between the Developer and the Pechanga
Tribe. The preservation plan must include, but is not limited to, how the resources
wiil be protected (i.e., fencing, native plants, etc.), who has responsibility for the long-
term care, who shall pay for the fong-term care, the role of the Tribe in maintaining
and preserving the resources, approved uses and prohibited uses of the property,
access rights and any other relevant provisions reiated to preservation and protection
of cultural resources.

—29

458 Tor the trails anticipated to be required for this Project, the Developer must consult
with the appropriate fribe regarding the location of such trails. Sensitive cultural
resources exist on the property and the alignment of the trail could impact subsurface
cultural materials. In addition, a long-term maintenance and preservation plan for said 30
trails must be completed between the developer and the Pechanga Tribe to ensure that
at a minimum, cultural resources are not damaged through misuse by trail users,
vandalism, maintenance needs for the trail and/or improvements or expansion of the
trails.

The Tribe reserves the vight to fully participate in the environmental review process, as
well as 1o provide further comment on the Project's impacts to cultural resources and potential
mitigation for such impacts. The Pechanga Tribe locks forward to working together with the
City of Moreno Valley in protecting the invaluable Pechanga cultural resources found in the —31
Project area. Please contact me at 951-770-8104 or at ahoover{@pechanga-nsn.gov once you
have had a chance to review these comments so that we may discuss the proposed mitigation
measure language. Thank you.

Sincerely,

—

Anna Hoover
Cultural Analyst

Ce Pechanga Office of the General Counsel
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RECEIVED
APR 2 4 2013

CITY OF MORENO VALLEY
Planning Division

April 8, 2013

Attn: Mark Gross, AICP Senior Planner
City of Moreno Valley Planning Division
14177 Frederick Street

Moreno Valley, CA 92553

EST. JUNE 19, 1883

Re: World Logistics Center Project, Draft EIR (SCH#2012021045)
T
The Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians appreciates your observance of Tribal Cultural Resources and their
preservation in your project. The information provided to us on said project has been assessed through
our Cultural Resource Department, where it was concluded that although it is outside the existing 1
reservation, the project area does fall within the bounds of our Tribal Traditional Use Areas. This project
location is in close proximity to known village sites and is a shared use area that was used in ongoing
trade between the Luiseno and Cahuilla tribes. Therefore it is regarded as highly sensitive to the people
of Soboba. 1l

Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians is requesting the following: -

I. Government to Government consultation in accordance to Section 106. Including the transfer of 2
information to the Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians regarding the progress of this project should be done as
soon as new developments occur.

2. The transfer of information to the Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians regarding the progress of this project | 3
" . should be done as soon as new developments occur. _

. :3.. Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians