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Management Summary 

This report presents the results of a historic resources study performed by Dudek for the Mesa Verde Permitting 

Project (Project), located in the City of Calimesa. The Project is located southwest of Interstate 10, west of downtown 

Calimesa, and north of San Timoteo Canyon, within Riverside County, California. The Project is located in Township 

2 South, Range 2 West, Sections 8, 9, 14, 15, 16, 17, 22, and 23 of the El Casco and Yucaipa, California U.S. 

Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5 Minute Series Quadrangles. The Project would require wetlands permitting for five 

road crossings including the following: (1) where Street A crosses jurisdictional waters just north of Lot 51; (2) where 

Street A crosses jurisdictional waters just north of Lot 52; (3) where Street B crosses jurisdictional waters just south 

of Lot 51; (4) where Street B crosses jurisdictional waters just south of lot 52; and (5) where Street F crosses, south 

of Mustang Way.  

Mesa Verde Owner, LLC contracted Dudek to conduct a historic resources investigation in accordance with Section 

106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and according to the Secretary of Interior’s standards and 

guidelines governing historic resources. All historic resources inventory and evaluation efforts and documentation 

were completed to United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Guidelines standard. Review of historic 

resources findings by USACE staff is anticipated to be required as part of the Section 404 Clean Water Act (CWA) 

permitting process, which requires compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA. This study addresses the area of 

potential affects (APE) which consists of the approximately 7.7-acre permit area boundaries, consisting of the 

USACE jurisdictional aquatic resources locations and 50-foot buffers. 

This study consisted of a records search of the Project APE and a one-mile radius around the Project APE, and an 

intensive pedestrian survey and evaluation of the Project APE. The Eastern Information Center (EIC) records search 

did not identify historic resources within the Project APE. A Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) Sacred 

Lands File (SLF) search did indicate the presence of Native American cultural resources in or near the Project APE. 

Dudek conducted outreach with the Native American tribes and individuals identified by the NAHC requesting 

information on tribal resources in the area. Six responses from Tribal representatives have been received to date. 

The intensive level pedestrian survey did identify one newly identified resource. The resource was given the 

temporary field ID: MV-S-001. The newly identified resource is a historic-era refuse scatter (MV-S-001). The resource 

identified within the APE is not considered eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) 

and/or the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) and no adverse effects to historic resources are 

anticipated as a result of the undertaking.  

Based on the results of the evaluation program conducted by Dudek, the evaluated resource is not associated with 

events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of history and cultural heritage; is not 

associated with the lives of persons important in our past; embodies the characteristics of a type, period, region, or 

method of construction, represents the work of a mater, possess high artistic values, or represents a significant 

distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or has yielded, or may be likely to yield, 

information important in prehistory or history. A New California Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) 523 series 

form was prepared for the newly identified resource and is provided as a confidential appendix to this report and will be 

submitted to the EIC of the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) at the University of California 

Riverside (UCR). 
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Based on the presence of historic resources within the Project APE larger Project boundary, there is a potential for 

undiscovered buried archaeological resources to be impacted by the undertaking. Therefore, it is recommended 

that a qualified archaeologist monitor be present during initial ground disturbing activities within the Project APE to 

assess the extent of previous disturbances and the potential for buried archaeological resources. The requirement 

for a Native American monitor, while recommended, should be left to the discretion of the lead agency based on 

the results of consultation. Monitoring can be reduced or terminated should no discoveries be made or if 

documentation is provided which demonstrates that ground-disturbing activities will be occurring in sediments with 

no potential for historic resources. 

In the event previously unknown archaeological resources (sites, features, or artifacts) are exposed during 

construction activities for the proposed Project, all construction work occurring within 100 feet of the find shall 

immediately stop until a qualified archaeologist, meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification 

Standards, can evaluate the significance of the find and determine whether or not additional study is warranted, in 

consultation with the City of Calimesa, the USACE, and any consulting Native American tribes (if the discovery is of 

Native American origin). If the find is clearly not significant (such as an isolated or modern cultural item) or does not 

constitute a cultural resource, the archaeologist may simply record the find and allow work to continue. If the 

discovery is potentially significant under Section 106 of the NHPA, additional work such as preparation of an 

archaeological treatment plan, testing, or data recovery may be warranted. 

In accordance with Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code, if human remains are found, the 

County Coroner shall be notified within 24 hours of the discovery. No further excavation or disturbance of the site 

or any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent remains shall occur until the Riverside County Coroner 

has determined, within two working days of notification of the discovery, the appropriate treatment and disposition 

of the human remains. If the remains are determined to be Native American, the Coroner shall notify the NAHC in 

Sacramento within 24 hours. In accordance with California Public Resources Code, Section 5097.98, the NAHC 

must immediately notify those persons it believes to be the Most Likely Descendent (MLD) from the deceased 

Native American. The MLD shall be afforded that opportunity to visit the location of the discovery. The MLD would 

then provide recommendations to the land owner and County regarding the treatment and disposition of the human 

remains within 48 hours of being granted access to the site. 
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1 Introduction 

1.1 Project Location and Description 

The Project is located southwest of Interstate 10, west of downtown Calimesa, and north of San Timoteo Canyon, in the 

City of Calimesa within Riverside County, California (Figure 1). The Project is located in Township 2 South, Range 2 West, 

Sections 8, 9, 14, 15, 16, 17, 22, and 23 of the El Casco and Yucaipa, California USGS 7.5 Minute Series Quadrangles 

(Figure 2). The Project would require wetlands permitting for five road crossings including the following: (1) where Street 

A crosses jurisdictional waters just north of Lot 51; (2) where Street A crosses jurisdictional waters just north of Lot 52; 

(3) where Street B crosses jurisdictional waters just south of Lot 51; (4) where Street B crosses jurisdictional waters just 

south of lot 52; and (5) where Street F crosses, south of Mustang Way.  

Mesa Verde Owner, LLC contracted Dudek to conduct a historic resources investigation in accordance with Section 

106 of the NHPA Section 106 and according to the Secretary of Interior’s standards and guidelines governing 

historic resources. All historic resources inventory and evaluation efforts and documentation were completed to 

USACE Guidelines standard. Review of historic resources findings by USACE staff is anticipated to be required as 

part of the Section 404 CWA permitting process, which requires compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA. This 

study addresses the APE which consists of the approximately 7.7-acre permit area boundaries, consisting of the 

potential jurisdictional aquatic resources locations and 50-foot buffers (Figure 3). 

1.2 Regulatory Context 

1.2.1 National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 

Enacted in 1966, the NHPA declared a national policy of historic preservation and instituted a multifaceted program, 

administered by the National Parks Service, to encourage the achievement of preservation goals at the federal, state, 

and local levels. The NHPA authorized the expansion and maintenance of the National Register of Historic Places 

(NRHP), established the position of State Historic Preservation Officer and provided for the designation of State Review 

Boards, set up a mechanism to certify local governments to carry out the purposes of the NHPA, assisted Native 

American tribes to preserve their cultural heritage, and created the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP). 

Section 106 of the NHPA states that federal agencies with direct or indirect jurisdiction over federally funded, assisted, 

or licensed undertakings must take into account the effect of the undertaking on any historic property that is included 

in, or eligible for inclusion in, the NRHP, and that the ACHP must be afforded an opportunity to comment, through a 

process outlined in the ACHP regulations at 36 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 800, on such undertakings. 

The Project will be coordinating with US Army Corps of Engineers and any other federal permitting entities to ensure 

that permit processing is completed in accordance with the requirements of Section 106. 

1.2.2 The National Register of Historic Places 

The NHPA established the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and the President’s Advisory Council on 

Historic Preservation (ACHP) and provided that states may establish State Historic Preservation Officers to carry out 
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some of the functions of the NHPA. Most significantly for federal agencies responsible for managing cultural 

resources, Section 106 of the NHPA directs the following:  

[T]he head of any Federal agency having direct or indirect jurisdiction over a proposed Federal or 

federally assisted undertaking in any State and the head of any Federal department or independent 

agency having authority to license any undertaking shall, prior to the approval of the expenditure 

of any Federal funds on the undertaking or prior to the issuance of any license, as the case may 

be, take into account the effect of the undertaking on any district, site, building, structure, or object 

that is included in or eligible for inclusion in the NRHP.  

Section 106 of the NHPA also affords the ACHP a reasonable opportunity to comment on the undertaking (16 USC 470[f]).  

Title 36 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 800, implements Section 106 of the NHPA. It defines the 

steps necessary to identify historic properties (those cultural resources listed in or eligible for listing in the NRHP), 

including consultation with federally recognized Native American tribes, to identify resources with important cultural 

values; to determine whether or not they may be adversely affected by a proposed undertaking; and to establish 

the process for eliminating, reducing, or mitigating the adverse effects.  

The content of 36 CFR, Part 60.4, defines criteria for determining eligibility for listing in the NRHP. The significance 

of cultural resources identified during an inventory must be formally evaluated for historic significance in 

consultation with the ACHP and the California State Historic Preservation Officer to determine if the resources are 

eligible for inclusion in the NRHP. Cultural resources may be considered eligible for listing if they possess integrity 

of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.  

The National Park Service (NPS) has established guidelines for considering NRHP eligibility for a district, site, 

building, structure, or object (NPS 1997, 2000). To be individually eligible for the NRHP, a property must be 

significant within a historic context and retain integrity of those features that convey significance. The significance 

of a resource within its historic context must relate to one or more of the following criteria (Criteria A–D):  

A Associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history.  

B Associated with the lives of persons significant in our past (i.e., persons whose activities are demonstrably 

important within a local, state, or national context).  

C Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or represents the 

works of a master, or possesses high artistic values, or represents a significant and distinguishable entity 

whose components may lack individual distinction (i.e., are part of a district). Discrete features, a particular 

building for example, may best be documented under this criterion, though collections of resources may 

also have significance under Criterion C for architecture or engineering association.  

D Yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important in history. To be eligible under Criterion D, the property 

must have, or have had, information to contribute to our understanding of human history and that information 

must be considered “important.” Most commonly applied to archaeological sites, buildings, structures, and objects 

may be eligible under Criterion D if they are the principal source of information (NPS 1997:21).  

In addition to these basic evaluation criteria, the NRHP outlines further criteria considerations for significance. 

Moved properties; birthplaces; cemeteries; reconstructed buildings, structures, or objects; commemorative 

properties; and properties that have achieved significance within the past 50 years are generally not eligible for the 
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NRHP. The criteria considerations are exceptions to these rules, and they allow for the following types of resources 

to be NRHP eligible:  

A a religious property deriving primary significance from architectural or artistic distinction or historical importance; 

B a building or structure removed from its original location, but which is significant primarily for architectural 

value, or which is the surviving structure most importantly associated with a historic person or event; 

C a birthplace or grave of a historical figure of outstanding importance if there is no appropriate site or 

building directly associated with his or her productive life; 

D a cemetery which derives its primary significance from graves of persons of transcendent importance, from 

age, from distinctive design features, from association with historic events; 

E a reconstructed building when accurately executed in a suitable environment and presented in a dignified 

manner as part of a restoration master plan, and when no other building or structure with the same 

association has survived; 

F a property primarily commemorative in intent if design, age, tradition, or symbolic value has invested it with 

its own exceptional significance; or 

G a property achieving significance within the past 50 years if it is of exceptional importance. 

Once the significance of a resource has been determined, the resource then must be assessed for integrity. Integrity 

is 1) the ability of a property to illustrate history and 2) possession of the physical features necessary to convey the 

aspect of history with which it is associated (NPS 1997:44). The evaluation of integrity is grounded in an 

understanding of a property’s physical features and how they relate to the property’s significance. Historic 

properties either retain integrity (that is, convey their significance) or they do not. To retain integrity, a property will 

always possess several, and usually most, of the seven aspects of integrity (NPS 1997:44–45, 2000:35–36):  

1. Location is the place where the historic property was constructed or the place where the historic event occurred. 

2. Design is the combination of elements that create the form, plan, space, structure, and style of a property.  

3. Setting is the physical environment of a historic property. 

4. Materials are the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a particular period and in a 

particular pattern or configuration to form a historic property. 

5. Workmanship is the physical evidence of crafts of a particular culture or people during any given period in 

history or prehistory. 

6. Feeling is the property’s expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular period. 

7. Association is the direct link between an important historic event or person and a historic property. 

The 1992 amendments to the NHPA enhance the recognition of tribal governments’ roles in the national historic 

preservation program, including adding a member of a Native American tribe or Native Hawaiian organization to 

the ACHP.  

The NHPA amendments accomplish the following:  

1. Clarify that properties of traditional religious and cultural importance to an Indian tribe or Native Hawaiian 

organization may be determined eligible for inclusion in the National Register.  
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2. Reinforce the provisions of the Council’s regulations that require the federal agency to consult on properties 

of religious and cultural importance.  

The 1992 amendments also specify that the ACHP can enter into agreements with tribes that permit undertakings 

on tribal land and that are reviewed under tribal regulations governing Section 106 of the NHPA. Regulations 

implementing the NHPA state that a federal agency must consult with any Native American tribe that attaches 

religious and cultural significance to historic properties that may be affected by an undertaking.  

1.2.3 National American Graves Protection and Repatriation 
Act of 1990 

The Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) of 1990 sets provisions for the intentional 

removal and inadvertent discovery of human remains and other cultural items from federal and tribal lands. It 

clarifies the ownership of human remains and sets forth a process for repatriation of human remains and 

associated funerary objects and sacred religious objects to the Native American groups claiming to be lineal 

descendants or culturally affiliated with the remains or objects. It requires any federally funded institution housing 

Native American remains or artifacts to compile an inventory of all cultural items within the museum or with its 

agency and to provide a summary to any Native American tribe claiming affiliation. 

1.3 Native American Coordination 

Dudek requested a NAHC search of its SLR on May 6, 2022 for the Project APE. The SLF consists of a database of 

known Native American resources. These resources may not be included in the EIC database. The SLF results did 

indicate the presence of Native American cultural resources in or near the Project area. The NAHC replied on June 

8, 2022 with positive results (Appendix C). The NAHC additionally provided a list of Native American tribes and 

individuals/organizations with traditional geographic associations that might have knowledge of cultural resources 

in this area. 

Outreach letters were emailed on June 13, 2022 to all Native American group representatives included on the 

NAHC contact list (Appendix C). These letters attempted to solicit additional information relating to Native American 

resources that may be impacted by the Project. Native American representatives were requested to define a general 

area where known resources intersect the Project area. Follow up by phone and email were conducted within two 

weeks of sending the outreach letters. Six responses have been received to date. The San Manuel Band of Mission 

Indians responded on June 14, 2022, asking about the project boundaries and questions regarding the lead 

agency. Dudek provided clarification regarding the APE. The San Manuel Band of Mission Indians responded on 

June 21, 2022, explaining that an unanticipated find of human remains is located within one-mile, the area is of 

great concern, and they are interested to consult in the project. The Pala Band of Mission Indians responded on 

June 14, 2022, stating that the message would be forwarded to the Assistant Tribal Historic Preservation Officer. 

The Cabazon Band of Mission Indians responded on June 15, 2022, that they do not have any specific concerns 

regarding known cultural resources and requests that appropriate consultation continue to take place between 

concerned tribes, project proponents, and local agencies. The Quechan Tribe of the Fort Yuma Reservation 

responded on June 27, 2022, that they have no comments on the project and that they defer to more local tribes. 

The Rincon Band of Luiseño Indians responded on June 27, 2022, that they have no additional information to 

provide. A response was received by the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians on July 13, 2022 asking for a map 
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and shapefiles of the project boundary which Dudek provided on July 18, 2022. No other communications between 

Dudek and the tribes has occurred since then. The NAHC and tribal correspondence is included in Appendix C. 

In compliance with Section 106, USACE as lead agency, is responsible for conducting government to government 

consultation with tribes that have requested to consult under Section 106.  

1.4 Report Format and Key Personnel  

Following this introduction, Chapter 2 presents the environmental and historical background of the area. Chapter 

3 outlines the methods used to conduct this study. Chapter 4 presents the results of the records search and 

evaluations. Chapter 5 summarizes the results of the study, discusses interpretation of the inventory and evaluation 

of historic resources, and provides recommendations for treatment of archaeological resources. Three appendices 

are included which contain additional information: Confidential Appendix A includes EIC records search information, 

Confidential Appendix B contains a resource location map and DPR Series 523 form, and Appendix C includes 

Native American correspondence documents. 

Keshia Montifolca, M.A., RPA served as principal investigator and primary author. Adam Giacinto, M.A., RPA, served as 

co-author. Makayla Murillo, B.A. conducted the intensive pedestrian field survey of the APE.  
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