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Mitigation 
Measure 

Type 
Monitoring Shown on Department 

Plans 
Verified 

Implementation 
Remarks 

12. Geology and 
Soils 

Prior to any ground disturbance 
and/or operation, the applicant 
shall submit Erosion Control and 
Sediment Plans to the City for 
review and approval. The project 
shall incorporate Best 
Management Practices (BMPs) 
consistent with the City Code and 
the State Storm Water Drainage 
Regulations to the maximum 
extent practicable to prevent 
and/or reduce discharge of all 
construction or post-construction 
pollutants into the local storm 
drainage system. 

  

13. Geology and 
Soils 

Prior to any ground disturbance, 
(if applicable), the applicant shall 
submit and obtain a Grading 
Permit from the City in 
accordance with the City of 
Isleton Municipal code(s).   Plans 
for grading shall include 
disclosure of location and 
method of treatment/storage of 
exported materials. 

  

14. Geology and 
Soils 

The applicant shall monitor the 
site during the rainy season 
including post-installation, 
application of BMPs, erosion 
control maintenance. 

  

Explanation of Headings 

Type = Project (mitigation for this specific project), ongoing, and/or cumulative. 
Monitoring Department = Department or agency responsible for monitoring a particular mitigation measure.  
Shown on Plans = When a mitigation measure is shown on the construction plans, this column must be initialed and 
dated. 
Verified Implementation = When mitigation measure has been implemented, this column must be initialed and 
dated. 
Remarks = Area for describing status of ongoing mitigation measure, or other information.    
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Kushner Residential Development Project, Sacramento County, Cultural Resources Inventory Survey 
 

ABSTRACT 
 
This report details the results of a cultural resources inventory survey involving creation of a 
residential development, involving approximately 1.16-acres of land located immediately 
adjacent to the north side of 6th Street, the east side of D Street, and the west side of Gas Well 
Road, within the southern portion of the City of Isleton, Sacramento County, California. 
 
The proponent proposes to create a seven-lot residential subdivision, which will include grading 
and land recontouring, and ultimately construction of new residential buildings, placement of 
buried utilities, and general landscaping. 
 
Existing records at the North Central Information Center document that none of the present APE 
had been subjected to previous archaeological investigation, and that one traditional cultural 
landscape (P-34-5225) had been documented within the APE.  As well, the present effort 
included an intensive-level pedestrian survey.  No prehistoric or historic-era cultural resources 
were identified during the pedestrian survey.  The traditional cultural landscape (P-34-5225) was 
subjected to a formal evaluation, and recommended not eligible for the CRHR due to a 
substantial lack of integrity. 
 
Consultation was undertaken with the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) re. 
sacred land listings for the property.  An information request letter was delivered to the NAHC 
on April 20, 2022.  The NAHC responded on April 27, 2022, indicating that a search of their 
Sacred Lands File was negative. 
 
The probability of encountering buried archaeological sites within the APE is low.  This 
conclusion is derived in part from the observed soil matrices which have been subjected to a 
high degree of disturbance associated with past impacts to the subject property.  Evidence of 
ground disturbance assisted in determining whether or not subsurface resources were present 
within the APE.  Overall, the soil types present and contemporary disturbance would warrant a 
finding of low probability for encountering buried archaeological sites. 
 
Based on the absence of significant historical resources/unique archaeological resources within 
the APE, archaeological clearance is recommended for the project/undertaking as presently 
proposed. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
 
Project Background 
 
This report details the results of a cultural resources inventory survey involving creation of a 
residential development, involving approximately 1.16-acres of land located immediately 
adjacent to the north side of 6th Street, the east side of D Street, and the west side of Gas Well 
Road, within the southern portion of the City of Isleton, Sacramento County, California. 
 
The proponent proposes to create a seven-lot residential subdivision, which will include 
grading and land recontouring, and ultimately construction of new residential buildings, 
placement of buried utilities, and general landscaping. 
 
Since the project will involve physical disturbance to ground surface and sub-surface 
components in conjunction with residential development, it has the potential to impact 
cultural resources that may be located within the area of potential effects (APE).  In this case, 
the APE would consist of the circa 1.16-acre land area within which the residential 
development work will be undertaken.  Evaluation of the project’s potential to impact 
cultural resources must be undertaken in conformity with the City of Isleton and Sacramento 
County rules and regulations, and in compliance with requirements of the California 
Environmental Quality Act of 1970, Public Resources Code, Section 21000, et seq. (CEQA), 
and The California CEQA Environmental Quality Act Guidelines, California Administrative 
Code, Section 15000 et seq. (Guidelines as amended). 
 
Regulatory Context 
 
The following section provides a summary of the applicable regulations, policies and 
guidelines relating to the proper management of cultural resources. 
 
The California Register of Historical Resources  
 
In California, the term “historical resource” includes “any object, building, structure, site, 
area, place, record, or manuscript which is historically or archaeologically significant, or is 
significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, 
social, political, military, or cultural annals of California” (Public Resources Code (PRC) 
Section 5020.1(j)).  In 1992, the California legislature established the California Register of 
Historical Resources (CRHR) “to be used by state and local agencies, private groups, and 
citizens to identify the state’s historical resources and to indicate what properties are to be 
protected, to the extent prudent and feasible, from substantial adverse change” (PRC Section 
5024.1(a)).  The criteria for listing resources on the CRHR were developed to be in 
accordance with previously established criteria developed for listing in the NRHP.  
According to PRC Section 5024.1(c)(1–4), a resource is considered historically significant if 
it (i) retains “substantial integrity,” and (ii) meets at least one of the following criteria: 
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(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 

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

 
To understand the historic importance of a resource, sufficient time must have passed to 
obtain a scholarly perspective on the events or individuals associated with the resource.  A 
resource less than 50 years old may be considered for listing in the CRHR if it can be 
demonstrated that sufficient time has passed to understand its historical importance (see 14 
CCR 4852(d)(2)).  The CRHR protects cultural resources by requiring evaluations of the 
significance of prehistoric and historic resources.  The criteria for the CRHR are nearly 
identical to those for the NRHP, and properties listed or formally designated as eligible for 
listing in the NRHP are automatically listed in the CRHR, as are state landmarks and points 
of interest.  The CRHR also includes properties designated under local ordinances or 
identified through local historical resource surveys. 
 
California Environmental Quality Act 
 
As described further, the following CEQA statutes and CEQA Guidelines are of relevance to 
the analysis of archaeological, historic, and tribal cultural resources: 
 
• PRC Section 21083.2(g) defines “unique archaeological resource.” 
• PRC Section 21084.1 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a) define “historical 

resources.”  In addition, CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(b) defines the phrase 
“substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource.”  It also 
defines the circumstances when a project would materially impair the significance of a 
historical resource. 

• PRC Section 21074(a) defines “tribal cultural resources.”  
• PRC Section 5097.98 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(e) set forth standards and 

steps to be employed following the accidental discovery of human remains in any 
location other than a dedicated ceremony. 

 
California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 
 
California law protects Native American burials, skeletal remains, and associated grave 
goods, regardless of their antiquity, and provides for the sensitive treatment and disposition 
of those remains.  California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 requires that if human 
remains are discovered in any place other than a dedicated cemetery, no further disturbance 
or excavation of the site or nearby area reasonably suspected to contain human remains can 
occur until the County Coroner has examined the remains (Section 7050.5b).  PRC Section 
5097.98 also outlines the process to be followed in the event that remains are discovered.  If 
the County Coroner determines or has reason to believe the remains are those of a Native 
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American, the coroner must contact the California NAHC within 24 hours (Section 7050.5c).  
The NAHC will notify the Most Likely Descendant.  With the permission of the landowner, 
the Most Likely Descendant may inspect the site of discovery.  The inspection must be 
completed within 48 hours of notification of the Most Likely Descendant by the NAHC.  The 
Most Likely Descendant may recommend means of treating or disposing of, with appropriate 
dignity, the human remains and items associated with Native Americans. 
 
PRC Sections 21083.2(b)–(c) and CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4 provide 
information regarding the mitigation framework for archaeological and historic 
resources, including examples of preservation-in-place mitigation measures; 
preservation-in-place is the preferred manner of mitigating impacts to significant 
archaeological sites because it maintains the relationship between artifacts and the 
archaeological context, and may also help avoid conflict with religious or cultural 
values of groups associated with the archaeological site(s). 
 
Under CEQA, a project may have a significant effect on the environment if it may cause “a 
substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource” (PRC Section 
21084.1; CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(b)).  If a site is either listed or eligible for listing 
in the CRHR, or if it is included in a local register of historic resources, or identified as 
significant in a historical resources survey (meeting the requirements of PRC Section 
5024.1(q)), it is a “historical resource” and is presumed to be historically or culturally 
significant for purposes of CEQA (PRC Section 21084.1; CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064.5(a)).  The lead agency is not precluded from determining that a resource is a 
historical resource, even if it does not fall within this presumption (PRC Section 21084.1; 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a)). 
 
A “substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource” reflecting a 
significant effect under CEQA means “physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or 
alteration of the resource or its immediate surroundings such that the significance of an 
historical resource would be materially impaired” (CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(b)(1); 
PRC Section 5020.1(q)).  In turn, the significance of a historical resource is materially 
impaired when a project does any of the following: 
 
(1) Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical 

characteristics of an historical resource that convey its historical significance 
and that justify its inclusion in, or eligibility for, inclusion in the California 
Register; or 

(2) Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical 
characteristics that account for its inclusion in a local register of historical 
resources pursuant to Section 5020.1(k) of the PRC or its identification in an 
historical resources survey meeting the requirements of Section 5024.1(g) of 
the PRC, unless the public agency reviewing the effects of the project 
establishes by a preponderance of evidence that the resource is not historically 
or culturally significant; or 

(3) Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical 
characteristics of a historical resource that convey its historical significance 
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and that justify its eligibility for inclusion in the California Register as 
determined by a lead agency for purposes of CEQA [CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15064.5(b)(2)]. 

 
Pursuant to these sections, the CEQA inquiry begins with evaluating whether a project site 
contains any “historical resources,” then evaluates whether that project will cause a 
substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource such that the resource’s 
historical significance is materially impaired. 
 
If it can be demonstrated that a project will cause damage to a unique archaeological 
resource, the lead agency may require reasonable efforts be made to permit any or all of these 
resources to be preserved in place or left in an undisturbed state.  To the extent that they 
cannot be left undisturbed, mitigation measures are required (Section 21083.2(a), (b), and 
(c)). 
 
Section 21083.2(g) defines a unique archaeological resource as an archaeological artifact, 
object, or site about which it can be clearly demonstrated that without merely adding to the 
current body of knowledge, there is a high probability that it meets any of the following 
criteria: 
 
(1) Contains information needed to answer important scientific research questions and 

that there is a demonstrable public interest in that information 
(2) Has a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its type or the 

best available example of its type 
(3) Is directly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or 

historic event or person 
 
Impacts to non-unique archaeological resources are generally not considered a significant 
environmental impact (PRC Section 21083.2(a); CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(c)(4)).  
However, if a non-unique archaeological resource qualifies as tribal cultural resource (PRC 
21074(c); 21083.2(h)), further consideration of significant impacts is required. 
 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 assigns special importance to human remains and 
specifies procedures to be used when Native American remains are discovered.  As described 
in the following text, these procedures are detailed in PRC Section 5097.98. 
 
Native American Historic Cultural Sites  
 
State law (PRC Section 5097 et seq.) addresses the disposition of Native American burials in 
archaeological sites and protects such remains from disturbance, vandalism, or inadvertent 
destruction; establishes procedures to be implemented if Native American skeletal remains 
are discovered during construction of a project; and established the Native American 
Heritage Commission (NAHC). 
 
In the event that Native American human remains or related cultural material are 
encountered, Section 15064.5(e) of the CEQA Guidelines (as incorporated from PRC Section 
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5097.98) and California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 define the subsequent 
protocol.  In the event of the accidental discovery or recognition of any human remains, 
excavation or other disturbances shall be suspended of the site or any nearby area reasonably 
suspected to overlie adjacent human remains or related material.  Protocol requires that a 
county-approved coroner be contacted in order to determine if the remains are of Native 
American origin.  Should the coroner determine the remains to be Native American, the 
coroner must contact the NAHC within 24 hours.  The most likely descendent may make 
recommendations to the landowner or the person responsible for the excavation work, for 
means of treating, with appropriate dignity, the human remains and any associated grave 
goods as provided in PRC Section 5097.98 (14 CCR 15064.5(e)). 
 
Scope of Work 
 
Compliance with CEQA (and County rules and regulations) requires completion of projects 
in conformity with the amended (October 1998) Guidelines, including in particular Section 
15064.5.  Based on these rules, regulations and Guidelines, the following specific tasks were 
considered an adequate and appropriate Scope of Work for the present archaeological survey: 
 
• Conduct a records search at the North Central Information Center of the California 

Historical Resources Information System and consult with the Native American Heritage 
Commission.  The goals of the records search and consultation are to determine (a) the 
extent and distribution of previous archaeological surveys, (b) the locations of known 
archaeological sites and any previously recorded archaeological districts, and (c) the 
relationships between known sites and environmental variables.  This step is designed to 
ensure that, during subsequent field survey work, all significant/eligible cultural 
resources are discovered, correctly identified, fully documented, and properly interpreted. 

 
• Conduct a pedestrian survey of the APE in order to record and evaluate any previously 

unidentified cultural resources.  Based on map review, a complete coverage, intensive 
survey was considered appropriate, given the presence of moderate archaeological 
sensitivity within the property.  The purpose of the pedestrian survey is to ensure that any 
previously identified sites are re-located and evaluated in relation to the present 
project/undertaking.  For any previously undocumented sites discovered, the field survey 
would include formally recording these resources on State of California DPR-523 Forms. 

 
• Upon completion of the records search and pedestrian survey, prepare a Final Report that 

identifies project effects and recommends appropriate mitigation measures for sites that 
might be affected by the undertaking and that are considered significant or potentially 
significant per CEQA, and/or eligible or potentially eligible for inclusion on the 
California Register of Historical Resources. 

 
The remainder of the present document constitutes the Final Report for this project, detailing 
the results of the records search, consultation and pedestrian survey and providing 
recommendations for treatment of significant/eligible archaeological and historic sites.  All 
field survey work followed guidelines provided by the Office of Historic Preservation 
(Sacramento) and conforms to accepted professional standards. 
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2. Location, Environmental and Cultural Context 
 
Location 
 
The project area consists of approximately 1.16-acres of land located immediately adjacent to 
the north side of 6th Street, the east side of D Street, and the west side of Gas Well Road, 
within the southern portion of the City of Isleton, Sacramento County, California.  Lands 
affected are located within a portion of projected Section 33 of Township 5 North, Range 4 
East, as shown on the USGS Isleton, California, 7.5' Series quadrangle (see attached APE 
Map). 
 
Environment 
 
The project area consists of central-western Sacramento Valley lands located adjacent to the 
Sacramento River, within a basin that receives winter storm runoff from a significant 
watershed.  The basin is formed in deep sediments of the Sacramento Valley, which in turn 
has been uplifted along its eastern margin where it interfaces with the lower foothills of the 
Sierra Nevada, and along its western margin where it interfaces with the Coast Range. 
 
Isleton, within which the present APE is located, is situated at the nexus between the 
Sacramento Valley and the San Francisco Bay Area.  Waters flowing from the mountain 
ranges and into the Sacramento River, then flow through the San Francisco Bay Area, and 
ultimately are disbursed into the Pacific Ocean. 
 
Geologically, the Bay Area region has undergone intensive alteration over the past 12,000 
years.  It was during the Pleistocene that the Pacific shoreline extended approximately 15 
miles further west then its present location, with subsequent, catastrophic melting of 
continent-spanning glaciers responsible for the present sea levels and shore line proximity.  
Concomitant with increases to sea level was the intrusion of salt water, easterly, which 
ultimately formed the Suisun Bay and the West Delta.  The landscapes created by these 
climatic conditions ranged from saltmarsh and redwood forests to mixed evergreen 
woodlands and grasslands. 
 
Topography within the APE is generally flat, with an elevation averaging approximately 5-
feet above mean sea level.  The region is characterized by a Mediterranean climate, with 
cool, rainy winters and hot, dry summers.  The average annual temperature for the project 
area ranges from 38-91ºF, with the hottest temperatures occurring in July.  The average 
yearly rainfall totals for the area are approximately 13 inches, with the maximum annual 
precipitation occurring in January. 
 
The region once supported a variety of flora and fauna taxa which have been subsequently 
replaced with domesticated plants and a slimmer variety of animals, including marsh birds, 
ducks, geese, raptors, reptiles, amphibians and small mammals. 
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In view of the substantial surface water sources throughout this area, prehistoric use and 
occupation was generally intensive, but the population was not randomly distributed.  
Clearly, the most intensively occupied land areas were at elevated locations along the river 
systems and along the Valley/Foothill interface. 
 
Based on geoarchaeological overviews prepared by Caltrans, geological surveys, and 
preliminary soil analysis, the present APE is composed of Rindge series soils which are 
associated with Historical to modern (150 cal BP to present) deposits.  This soil type is not 
sensitive for buried pre-contact (Native American) archaeological deposits. 
 
Prehistory 
 
The Sacramento/San Joaquin Valley area generally has a long and complex cultural history 
with distinct regional patterns that extends back more than 11,000 years.  The first generally 
agreed-upon evidence for the presence of prehistoric peoples in the area is represented by the 
distinctive fluted spear points (e.g. Heizer 1938), some resembling Clovis Points, found on 
the margins of extinct lakes in the San Joaquin Valley.  The Clovis points are found on the 
same surface with the bones of extinct animals such as mammoths, sloths, and camels.  
Based on evidence from elsewhere, the ancient hunters who used these spear points existed 
during a narrow time range between about 10,900 BP and 11,200 BP (Moratto 2004). 
  
The next cultural period represented, the Western Pluvial Lakes Tradition and thought by 
most to be subsequent to the Clovis period, is another widespread complex that is 
characterized by stemmed spear points.  This poorly defined early cultural tradition is 
regionally known from a small number of sites in the Central Coast Range, San Joaquin 
Valley lake margins, and Sierra Nevada foothills.  The cultural tradition is dated to between 
about 8,000 and 10,000 years ago and its practitioners may be the precursors to the 
subsequent cultural pattern (Wallace 1978). 
 
About 8,000 years ago, many California cultures shifted the main focus of their subsistence 
strategies from hunting to seed gathering as evidenced by the increase in food-grinding 
implements found in archeological sites dating to this period.  This cultural pattern is best 
known for southern California, where it has been termed the Milling Stone Horizon 
(Wallace, 1954, 1978).  However, subsequent research suggests that the horizon may be 
more widespread than originally described and likely extended throughout the Valley 
(Moratto 2004); radiocarbon dates suggest a maximum age range between about 8,000 and 
2,000 BP, but with most clustering between about 6,000 to 4,000 BP. 
 
Cultural patterns as reflected in the archeological record, particularly specialized subsistence 
practices, became codified within the last 3,000 years.  The archeological record becomes 
more complex, as specialized adaptations to locally available resources were developed and 
populations expanded.  Many sites dated to this time period contain mortars and pestles 
and/or are associated with bedrock mortars implying the intense exploitation of the acorn.  
The range of subsistence resources utilized along with regional exchange systems expanded 
significantly.  Along the coast and in the Central Valley, archeological evidence of social 
stratification and craft specialization is indicated by well-made artifacts such as charmstones 
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and beads, often found as mortuary items.  Ethnographic lifeways serve as good analogs for 
this period. 
 
Ethnography 
 
The project area is located within territory claimed by the Utian-Miwokan-speaking Plains 
Miwok (Levy 1978) at the time of initial European-American entry into this region (circa. 
A.D. 1800).  The Plains Miwok occupied a portion of the Central Valley’s Sacramento-San 
Joaquin Delta and adjacent plains in lands that today include southern Sacramento County, 
eastern Solano County and northern San Joaquin County, including the southern reaches of 
both the Mokelumne and Cosumnes Rivers, and both banks of the Sacramento River from 
Rio Vista, northward to Freeport (ibid.). 
 
The basic social unit for the Miwok was the family, although the village may also be 
considered a social, a political and economic unit (i.e., tribelet).  The tribelet typically 
consisted of from 50-100 individuals, and was considered an independent sovereign that 
controlled a defined geographical boundary.  Tribelet settlements ranged from semi-
permanent villages to a variety of seasonal/special use sites used primarily for resource 
procurement.  Within the Isleton area, one such tribelet has been documented.  Bennyhoff 
(1977) and others have documented Guaypemne, a very small tribelet with a primary village 
located on Tyler Island, adjacent to Georgiana Slough.  This tribelet likely controlled 
territory including Andrus, Tyler and Brannan Islands, prior to Spanish intrusions beginning 
in 1811.  Resistant to the initial efforts by Spanish missionaries, the first inhabitants of 
Guaypemne were baptized in 1821, with the last members of the Tribelet to be bap began the 
proc were fully missionized by 1825, with most members relocated to Mission San Jose 
(ibid.). 
 
Prehistoric Miwok villages consisted of dome-shaped houses covered with tule mats ar tule 
thatch.  Semi-subterranean lodges were also constructed, and served as ceremonial centers 
for the tribelet.  A variety of resources contributed to the Miwok economic patterns.  
Terrestrial resources included deer, elk, antelope, bear and a variety of small mammals, as 
well as seeds, acorns, roots, tubers and berries.  Aquatic resources included a variety of fish, 
mussels, clams and snails.  The collection and processing of these various food resources was 
accomplished with the use of a wide variety of wooden, bone and stone artifacts.  The Miwok 
were very sophisticated in terms of their knowledge of the uses of local animals and plants, 
and of the availability of raw material sources that could be used in manufacturing an 
immense array of primary and secondary tools and implements.  However, only fragmentary 
evidence of their material culture remains, due in part to perishability, and in part to the 
impacts to archaeological sites resulting from later (historic) land uses. 
 
Historic Context 
 
Historically, the interior of California was initially visited by Anglo-American fur trappers, 
Russian scientists, and Spanish-Mexican expeditions during the early part of the 19th 
Century.  These early explorations were followed by a rapid escalation of European-
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American activities, which culminated in the massive influx fostered by the discovery of gold 
at Coloma in 1848. 
 
Early Spanish expeditions arrived from Bay Area missions as early as 1804, penetrating the 
northwestern San Joaquin Valley (Cook, 1976).  By the mid-1820s, hundreds of fur trappers 
were annually traversing the Valley on behalf of the Hudson’s Bay Company (Maloney, 
1945).  By the late 1830s and early 1840s, several small permanent European-American 
settlements had emerged in the Central Valley and adjacent foothill lands, including Ranchos 
in the interior Coast Range, and of course the settlement at New Helvetia (Sutter’s Fort) at 
the confluence of the Sacramento and American Rivers (Sacramento). 
 
The present APE is located within Sacramento County, which is one of California’s original 
counties.  Established in 1850, the county was named by Gabriel Moraga after the 
eponymous river that forms the county’s western boundary. 
 
With the discovery of gold in the Sierra Nevada, large numbers of European-Americans, 
Hispanics, and Chinese arrived in and traveled through the Valley.  The Valley’s east-side 
mining communities’ demands for hard commodities led quickly to the expansion of 
ranching and agriculture throughout the Great Central Valley and the interior valleys of the 
Coast Range.  Stable, larger populations arose and permanent communities slowly emerged 
in the Central Valley, particularly along major transportation corridors.  Of particular 
importance in this regard was the transformation brought about by the railroad. 
The Southern Pacific, Central Pacific and Atcheson Topeka and Santa Fe Railroads and a 
host of smaller interurban lines to the north and east around the cities of Sacramento, 
Stockton and Modesto began intensive projects in the late 1860s.  By the turn of the century, 
nearly 3,000 miles of lines connected the cities of Modesto and Stockton with points south 
and north.  Many of the valley’s cities, including many in San Joaquin and adjacent Counties, 
were laid out as isolated railroad towns in the 1870s and 1880s by the Southern and Central 
Pacific, which not only built and settled, but continued to nurture the infant cities until 
settlement could be independently sustained. 
 
One such railroad was the Sacramento Southern Railroad, which was to provide service 
between Sacramento and Stockton, with a branch extending from Walnut Grove to Antioch.  
Planning for the latter portion of this alignment fell through, and construction began in 1908 
on the initial segment which ended at Walnut Grove.  Following the end of World War II, the 
line was extended south to Isleton.  This alignment previously was located adjacent to the 
present APE’s southern boundary. 
 
The community that would eventually become Isleton, is located on a geological feature 
known as Andrus Island.  Consisting of landforms subjected to periodic, episodic flooding, 
several of these islands “populate” the delta region near confluences of rivers and streams 
with the Sacramento River.  The upper elevation of Andrus Island was occupied by one 
George Andrus as early as 1852.  In 1857, the State law allowed purchase of unpatented 
lands within one mile of the Sacramento River.  Farmers rapidly purchased these lands, and 
in 1861 the Board of Swamp Land Commissioners determined that Andrus Island could 
benefit from construction of a levee.  Over the following few years, the levees were 
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constructed, and by 1874, the population and agricultural production of the region warranted 
development of a town.  Isleton was laid out by Josiah Pool and John Brocas, with formal 
incorporation occurring in 1923. 
 

3. RECORDS SEARCH and SOURCES CONSULTED 
 
Several types of information were considered relevant to evaluating the types of 
archaeological sites and site distribution that might be encountered within the project area.  
The information evaluated prior to conducting the pedestrian survey includes data maintained 
by the North Central Information Center, and available published and unpublished 
documents relevant to regional prehistory, ethnography, and early historic developments. 
 
North Central Information Center Records   
 
The official Sacramento County archaeological records were examined on April 20, 2022 
(NCIC File No. SAC-22-88).  This search documented the following existing conditions for a 
0.25-mile radius centered on the APE: 
 
• According to the Information Center’s records, one resource (P-34-5225) has been 

documented within the present APE’s boundary.  Twelve (12) additional resources have 
been documented within the 0.25-mile search radius. 
 

• According to the Information Center, none of the present APE has been subjected to 
previous archaeological investigation.  Thirteen (13) investigations have been 
documented within the 0.25-mile search radius. 
 

Other Sources Consulted 
 

In addition to examining the archaeological site and survey records of Sacramento County 
maintained at the North Central Information Center, the following sources were also included 
in the search conducted at the Information Center, or were evaluated separately: 

 
• The National Register of Historic Places (1986, Supplements). 
• The California Register of Historical Resources. 
• The California Inventory of Historic Resources (State of California 1976). 
• The California Historical Landmarks (State of California 1996). 
• The California Points of Historical Interest (May 1992 and updates). 
• The Historic Property Data File (OHP 2012). 
• Trail of the First Wagons over the Sierra Nevada (Graydon 1986). 
• USGS Isleton, CA 7.5’ topographic map (1910/1952). 
• NETR topographic maps (1910, 1937, 1947, 1953, 1959, 1961, 1966, 1969, 1978, 1987, 

1993, 2012, 2015, 2018). 
• NETR Aerials (1957, 1964, 1968, 1974, 1978, 1984, 1987, 1993, 2005, 2009, 2010, 

2012, 2014, 2016, 2018). 
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• Existing published and unpublished documents relevant to prehistory, ethnography, and 
early historic developments in the vicinity.  These sources, reviewed below, provided a 
general environmental and cultural context by means of which to assess likely site types 
and distribution patterns for the project area. 

 

4. CULTURAL RESOURCES SURVEY and CULTURAL  
INVENTORY  
 
Survey Strategy and Field Work 
 
All of the APE was subjected to intensive pedestrian survey by means of walking parallel 
transects spaced at 10-meter intervals. 
 
In searching for cultural resources, the surveyor considered the results of background 
research and was alert for any unusual contours, soil changes, distinctive vegetation patterns, 
exotic materials, artifacts, feature or feature remnants and other possible markers of cultural 
sites. 
 
Fieldwork was undertaken on May 14, 2022 by Principal Investigator, Sean Michael Jensen, 
M.A.  Mr. Jensen is a professional archaeologist, historian and architectural historian, with 
more than 35 years of experience in archaeology, architectural history and history, who 
meets the professional requirements of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and 
Guidelines for Archeology and Historic Preservation (Federal Register, Vol. 48, No. 190), as 
demonstrated in his listing on the California Historical Resources Information System list of 
qualified archaeologists, architectural historians and historians.  No special problems were 
encountered and all survey objectives were satisfactorily achieved. 
 
General Field Observations 
 
Fieldwork identified the following general conditions within the project area.  All of the 
present APE has been impacted by intensive recontouring and grading.  Examination of the 
NETR topographic maps shows that no buildings or structures had been documented within 
the APE.  No buildings or structures appear on the 1984 or later NETR Aerials.  A 
rectangular building or structure does appear within the northwestern portion of the present 
APE on the 1957, 1964, 1968 1974 and 1978 aerials, although the latter two depictions 
appear more like foundations during the 1970s.  Nevertheless, no structures or buildings 
remain within the APE. 
 
Roads are located adjacent to the west, south and east sides of the property, while both buried 
and overhead utilities were observed within/immediately adjacent to the subject property.  
Past demolition and subsequent lot clearing have resulted in lands composed of highly 
disturbed soil matrices.  All of these various activities (see photos, below) have contributed 
to substantial disturbance of both the surface and subsurface soils within the APE, and 
consequently, reduce the probability of discovering intact subsurface cultural materials which 
may have once been present within the APE. 
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Area subjected to contemporary grading and 
excavation     

 
Elevation difference between parcel and 6th 
Street

 
Historic Resources 
 
No historic-era sites were observed within the present APE.  The absence of such resources is 
best explained by the degree of disturbance to which all of the APE has been subjected. 
 
Prehistoric Resources 
 
No evidence of prehistoric activity or occupation was observed during the present pedestrian 
survey.  The absence of such resources may be explained, at least in part, by the historic 
through contemporary disturbances to the entire APE.  Secondarily, the absence of such 
resources may be partially explained by the more suitable habitation settings which can be 
found a short distance north of the present APE, situated on what had once been the natural 
river levee. 
 
Tribal Cultural Resources 
 
Originally recorded by Tremaine in 2018, this resource was classified as a Tribal Cultural 
Landscape, identified by the United Auburn Indian Community (UAIC) as Hoyo Sayo/Tah 
Sayo, and identified by the Wilton Rancheria as Waka-ce/Waka-Ly.  The resource was 
described as extending along a 55-mile segment of the Sacramento River between the 
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confluence of that river with the Feather River in the north, and the Sacramento River’s 
confluence with the Cosumnes River in the south.  According to Tremaine (ibid.), the  
defining elements of “this landscape are the waterways, tule habitat, fisheries, and other 
wildlife.  These natural resources once served as the lifeblood of the local inhabitants.” 
 
Interestingly, the Primary Record for this resource references a 2016 inventory report which 
involved lands near the present APE.  That 2016 investigation prompted an extended Phase I 
(XPI) investigation of portions of Isleton, based on recommendations made by the UAIC and 
the Wilton Rancheria.  The 2017 XPI report described excavating 1,290 cubic feet of 
material, all of which was examined for the presence of prehistoric/Native American artifacts 
and/or features.  While no such materials were encountered during the work, it is important 
to note that P-34-5225 was recorded shortly after the 2017 efforts produced nil. 
 
In 2020, Alshuth documented P-34-5225 within a project boundary on Sherman Island, and 
describes the approximate 10-acres of the resource observed as consisting of cattle pasture. 
 
Tremaine did prepare a brief evaluation of P-34-5225, utilizing both the NRHP and the 
CRHR eligibility evaluation criteria, which is presented below directly from the resource’s 
Primary Record. 
 

Significance Discussion. 
 
Criterion A/1:  The Tribal Cultural Landscape is a culturally significant 
natural landscape for its association with the cultural practices and beliefs 
of the Nisenan and Plains Miwok, maintaining the continuing cultural 
identity of the living descendants, and contributing to the broader patterns 
of prehistory.  The UAIC, Wilton Rancheria, and Ione Band regard this 
landscape as an area of tribal importance because of its association with 
events (traditional stories) such as how fire was acquired and how salmon 
received its color.  Further, the UAIC cite the importance of the tule and 
tule habitat (yakin) as materials for creating traditional structures, clothing, 
and watercraft. 
 
Criterion B/2:  The Tribal Cultural Landscape is not associated with the life 
of a specific person important to local, California, or national prehistory and 
history. 
 
Criterion C/3:  The Tribal Cultural Landscape does not embody the 
distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of 
construction. 
 
Criterion D/4:  The Tribal Cultural Landscape does not have the potential 
to yield information important to prehistory or history of the local area and 
California. 
 
 



Kushner Residential Development Project, Sacramento County, Cultural Resources Inventory Survey Page 14 

  
Genesis Society 14 

 

Integrity Discussion. 
 
The key aspects considered for assessing integrity of this resource are 
location, setting, feeling, and association (design, materials, and 
workmanship are not relevant).  The location of this Tribal Cultural 
Landscape has remained in place for thousands of years.  The setting 
(landscape), while it has been heavily altered over the past century, still 
retains enough of the character defining elements (waterways, tule, 
fisheries, and other wildlife) to convey the significance of this resource.  In 
terms of feeling and association, this landscape still holds cultural meaning 
to the local tribes.  Because it has significance and retains sufficient 
integrity, this resource is considered eligible for the national and state 
registers. 

 
The above-cited evaluation is presented here in order to establish the need for an updated 
evaluation.  The integrity discussion dismisses three of the seven aspects of integrity, without 
argument, and fails to firmly establish the argument for this resource’s ability to convey 
significance. 
 

5. ELIGIBILITY RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
General 
 
Sites identified within the project area were to be evaluated for significance in relation to 
CEQA significance criteria.  Historical resources per CEQA are defined as buildings, sites, 
structures, objects, or districts, each of which may have historical, architectural, 
archaeological, cultural, or scientific significance.  CEQA requires that, if a project results in 
an effect that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical 
resource, alternative plans or mitigation measures must be considered; however, only 
significant historical resources need to be addressed.  Therefore, before developing 
mitigation measures, the significance of cultural resources must be determined in relation to 
criteria presented in PRC 15064.5, which defines a historically significant resource (one 
eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, per PRC SS5024.1) as 
an archaeological site which possess one or more of the following attributes or qualities: 
 
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 

4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history 
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In addition, CEQA further distinguishes between archaeological sites that meet the definition 
of a significant historical resource as described above (for the purpose of determining 
effects), and “unique archaeological resources.”  An archaeological resource is considered 
“unique” (Section 21083.2(g)) when the resource not merely adds to the current body of 
knowledge, but when there is a high probability that the resource also: 
 
• Contains information needed to answer important scientific research questions and there 

is a demonstrable public interest in that information. 
• Has a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its type or the best 

available example of its type. 
• Is directly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic 

event or person. 
 
In the present case, one resource has been identified within the APE. 
 
Application of the Criteria to Historic Site “P-34-5225” 
 
Specific application of the criteria to the traditional cultural landscape “P-34-5225” yields the 
following recommendations. 
 
a) This resource is associated with events that have made significant contributions to the 

broad patterns of local or regional history and/or the cultural heritage of California.  The 
Sacramento River, and its associated biome, clearly represent a foundational element of 
the geography, biology, and history of California.  The resources present within this 
biome were exploited by people that have inhabited the valley for at least 10,000 years.  
While obvious, it is noted here that the resource is not a human-made resource, but a 
natural resource.  Based on these findings, this resource would appear to be eligible for 
inclusion on the California Register of Historical Resources per Criterion 1), and this 
resource would appear to be potentially significant per the CEQA criterion under PRC 
SS5024.1. 

 
b) This site is associated with the lives of persons important to local and California history.  

This natural resource has been utilized, admired, and linked to humans for at least 10,000 
years.  Since written accounts of the region have been made, this resource has been 
associated with countless people that have made significant contributions to the region’s 
and state’s history.  Based on these findings, this resource is recommended eligible for 
inclusion on the California Register of Historical Resources per Criterion 2).  As well, 
based on these facts and considerations, this resource is recommended significant per the 
CEQA criterion under PRC SS5024.1. 

 
c) This resources clearly represents a unique resource, with hydrologic and biologic 

complexities that are not witnessed elsewhere in the world.  However, no known person 
is responsible for the creation of this resource, and without such attribution, the resource 
must be recommended not eligible for inclusion on the California Register of Historical 
Resources per Criterion 3).  As well, based on these facts and considerations, this 
resource is not recommended significant per the CEQA criterion under PRC SS5024.1. 
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d) Data recovery work involving this resource could not be expected to provide unique or 

unusual additional information over and above that which exists in the existing site 
record, and in the various scientific studies collecting data on the resource that are 
ongoing.  For these reasons, this resource is recommended not eligible for inclusion on 
the California Register of Historical Resources per Criterion 4).  Similarly, based on 
these facts and considerations, this site is not recommended significant per the CEQA 
criterion under PRC SS5024.1. 

 
While the site would appear to be eligible for inclusion on the CRHR, the issue of site 
integrity must be addressed.  Site P-34-5225 represents a natural feature; one that has been 
argued to have contributed to local Native American mythology, economics and traditions, 
not through human alteration, but prior to any human alteration.  Subsequent changes to the 
river, the surrounding biome, and the region, as a whole, have grossly detracted from the 
resource’s integrity, and thus its ability to convey its historical/cultural significance.  
Consequently, these alterations have rendered this resource not eligible for inclusion on 
either the CRHR. 
 
The National Register Bulletin 15:  How to apply the National Register Criteria for 
Evaluation, Section VIII.:  How to Evaluate the Integrity of a Property provides a step-by-
step process by which potentially eligible properties are evaluated for Integrity.  The seven 
aspects of integrity include:  Location, Design, Setting, Materials, Workmanship, Feeling and 
Association. 
 
Recall that Tremaine concluded, without argument, that design, materials, and workmanship 
were not relevant to the resource. 
 
Location is the place where the historic property was constructed or the place where the 
historic event took place.  Integrity of location refers to whether the property has been moved 
or relocated since its construction.  A property is considered to have integrity of location if it 
was moved before or during its period of significance.  Note that the legal presumption is that 
that the resource in question is the direct product or byproduct of human activity (i.e., 
constructed).  Geomorphological evidence indicates that the Sacramento River has migrated 
over the past several hundred thousand years.  During the Holocene, the river has migrated 
up to a mile, or more, in some instances.  Nevertheless, in general, the river maintains 
relative continuity of its origin and termination points (although these too, especially the 
termination point have changed) and flow channel, and thus would retain the aspect of 
Location. 
 
Design is the composition of elements that constitute the form, plan, space, structure, and 
style of a property.  In the present case, all of these elements (e.g. plan, space, structure, 
style) have been subjected to some degree of alteration.  Based on all of the information 
available concerning the Sacramento River and its biome, the original design did not 
incorporate modern human technology of any sort.  Modifications to the river and the overall 
system have resulted in significant compromises to the resource’s Design attributes. 
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Setting is the physical environment of a historic property that illustrates the character of the 
place.  Prior to human occupation of the region, no built environment was evident within the 
resource Setting.  However, with the introduction of humans, slight modifications to the 
places around the river became evident.  However, even these were “normal” and in “parity” 
to a greater degree prior to the 19th century.  Since the early 19th century intensification of 
resource exploitation by humans in the region have altered the Setting in dramatic fashion.  
Airports, skyscrapers, freeways, and a host of additional changes have occurred within the 
recorded resource boundary, and thus confirm that the Setting has been substantially altered 
through the anthropogenic extensification and intensification. 
 
Materials are the physical elements combined in a particular pattern or configuration to form 
the property during a period in the past.  Integrity of Materials determines whether or not an 
authentic historic resource still exists.  As previously discussed, the Sacramento River is a 
natural feature, and thus any introduction of Materials that occur due to introduction, and not 
natural means must be understood as an infringement on the resource’s Materials aspect. 
 
Workmanship is the physical evidence of the crafts of a particular culture or people during 
any given period of history.  Workmanship is important because it can furnish evidence of the 
technology of the craft, illustrate the aesthetic principles of a historic period, and reveal 
individual, local, regional, or national applications of both technological practices and 
aesthetic principles.  In the case of the Sacramento River and its immediate surroundings, and 
as previously noted, the introduction of technological features such as residential 
subdivisions, rice fields, law enforcement training centers, Swedish-based commercial retail 
shopping facilities, international air travel centers, and a host of other 20th and 21st century 
features, evidence Workmanship that falls outside of the original scope and breadth of the 
natural world. 
 
Feeling is the quality that a historic property has in evoking the aesthetic or historic sense of 
a past period of time.  There is no argument in support of the resource’s Feeling as being 
unaltered from its original inception, and one merely has to stand in what appears to be the 
most pristine portion of the resource and look up at the passing aircraft, or hear the hum of 
vehicles on nearby roads, or see the massive ships traveling up and down the Sacramento 
River Deep Water Channel.  The changes in Setting, Location, Design, Materials, and 
Workmanship have substantially reduced the Feeling that this natural feature once conveyed, 
and thus integrity of Feeling is compromised. 
 
Association is the direct link between an important historic event or person and a historic 
property.  A property retains Association if it is the place where the event or activity occurred 
and is sufficiently intact to convey that relationship to an observer.  Like Feeling, Association 
requires the presence of physical features that convey a property's historic character. 
 
Because Feeling and Association depend on individual perceptions, their retention alone is 
never sufficient to support eligibility of a property for the National Register. 
 
In the case of the existing Sacramento River and its surroundings, Association requires that 
the associated event or person must be important, and thus not simply historic (i.e., eligible 
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under Criteria 1 and/or 2 in the case of the CRHR).  As previously discussed, this resource 
has made significant contributions to local and state history, and it is associated with 
individuals that have made significant contributions to history.  However, the Association of 
these events and persons with this resource are substantially different for those humans that 
utilized the river 2,000 years ago, when compared to humans that utilized the river during the 
past 100 years.  In fact, it has been argued, at least by the very existence of this resource’s 
Primary Record documentation, that the latter affects have compromised the resource’s 
Association with the past.  For these reasons, integrity of Association has been compromised. 
 
Overall, an evaluation of the site’s integrity results in the conclusion that it no longer 
possesses adequate elements of integrity to support an eligibility recommendation. 
 
According to PRC Section 5024.1(c)(1–4), a resource is considered historically significant if 
it (i) retains “substantial integrity,” and (ii) meets at least one of the significance criteria. 
 
Considering the fact that resource integrity has been dramatically compromised, this resource 
is not considered significant per any of the eligibility criteria, and is therefore not 
recommended a significant historical resource, or a unique archaeological resource. 
 

6. PROJECT EFFECTS 
 
A project may have a significant impact or adverse effect on significant historical 
resources/unique archaeological resources if the project will or could result in the physical 
demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the resource or its immediate 
surroundings such that the significance or values of the historic resource would be materially 
impaired.  Actions that would materially impair a cultural resource are actions that would 
alter or diminish those attributes of a site that qualify the site for inclusion in the California 
Register of Historical Resources. 
 
Based on the specific findings detailed above under Cultural Resources Survey and Cultural 
Inventory, no significant historical resources/unique archaeological resources are present 
within the project area and no significant historical resources/unique archaeological resources 
will be affected by the undertaking, as presently proposed. 
 

7. NATIVE AMERICAN CONSULTATION 
 
Consultation was undertaken with the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) re. 
sacred land listings for the property.  An information request letter was delivered to the 
NAHC on April 20, 2022.  The NAHC responded on April 27, 2022, indicating that a search 
of their Sacred Lands File was negative. 
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8. PROJECT SUMMARY 
 
This report details the results of a cultural resources inventory survey involving creation of a 
residential development, involving approximately 1.16-acres of land located immediately 
adjacent to the north side of 6th Street, the east side of D Street, and the west side of Gas Well 
Road, within the southern portion of the City of Isleton, Sacramento County, California. 
 
The proponent proposes to create a seven-lot residential subdivision, which will include 
grading and land recontouring, and ultimately construction of new residential buildings, 
placement of buried utilities, and general landscaping. 
 
Existing records at the North Central Information Center document that none of the present 
APE had been subjected to previous archaeological investigation, and that one traditional 
cultural landscape (P-34-5225) had been documented within the APE.  As well, the present 
effort included an intensive-level pedestrian survey.  No prehistoric or historic-era cultural 
resources were identified during the pedestrian survey.  The traditional cultural landscape (P-
34-5225) was subjected to a formal evaluation, and recommended not eligible for the CRHR 
due to a substantial lack of integrity. 
 
Consultation was undertaken with the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) re. 
sacred land listings for the property.  An information request letter was delivered to the 
NAHC on April 20, 2022.  The NAHC responded on April 27, 2022, indicating that a search 
of their Sacred Lands File was negative. 
 
The probability of encountering buried archaeological sites within the APE is low.  This 
conclusion is derived in part from the observed soil matrices which have been subjected to a 
high degree of disturbance associated with past impacts to the subject property.  Evidence of 
ground disturbance assisted in determining whether or not subsurface resources were present 
within the APE.  Overall, the soil types present and contemporary disturbance would warrant 
a finding of low probability for encountering buried archaeological sites. 
 
Based on the absence of significant historical resources/unique archaeological resources 
within the APE, archaeological clearance is recommended for the project/undertaking as 
presently proposed, although the following general provisions are considered appropriate: 
 
1. Consultation in the event of inadvertent discovery of human remains:   In the 

event that human remains are inadvertently encountered during any project-
associated ground-disturbing activity or at any time subsequently, State law shall 
be followed, which includes but is not limited to immediately contacting the County 
Coroner's office upon any discovery of human remains. 
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2. Consultation in the event of inadvertent discovery of cultural material:  The 
present evaluation and recommendations are based on the findings of an inventory-
level surface survey only.  There is always the possibility that important 
unidentified cultural materials could be encountered on or below the surface during 
the course of future construction activities.  This possibility is particularly relevant 
considering the constraints generally to archaeological field survey, and 
particularly where past ground disturbance activities (e.g., flooding, grading, 
excavating, adjacent road and residential development, utilities, etc.) have partially 
obscured historic ground surface visibility, as in the present case.  In the event of 
an inadvertent discovery of previously unidentified cultural material, 
archaeological consultation should be sought immediately. 
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4/20/2022                                                            NCIC File No.: SAC-22-88 
 
Lisa Duggins-Rogers/Alex Kushner 
Millennium Planning & Engineering 
471 Sutton Way, Suite 210 
Grass Valley, CA 95945 

 
 

Records Search Results for 
501 6th Street, Isleton, CA 95641 (APN: 157-0040-053) 

 
Lisa Duggins-Rogers/Alex Kushner: 
 
Per your request received by our office on 4/20/2022, a complete records search was conducted by 
searching California Historic Resources Information System (CHRIS) maps for cultural resource site 
records and survey reports in Sacramento County within a 1/4-mile radius of the proposed project area. 
 
Review of this information indicates that the proposed project area contains one (1) recorded indigenous-
period/ethnographic-period resource(s) and zero (0) recorded historic-period cultural resource(s): P-34-
5225 (Sacramento River Tribal Cultural Landscape). Additionally, zero (0) cultural resources study 
report(s) on file at this office cover(s) a portion of the proposed project area. 
 
Outside the proposed project area, but within the 1/4-mile radius, the broader search area contains one (1) 
recorded indigenous-period/ethnographic-period resource(s) and eleven (11) recorded historic-period 
cultural resource(s): P-34-2110 (historic water lines and hydrants), P-34-2143 (Sacramento River Levee), 
P-34-2351 (Isleton Chinese and Japanese Commercial Districts), P-34-2473 (Isleton Oriental School 
Site), P-34-5111 (Southern Pacific Company Railroad), P-34-5198 (Gardiner Building), P-34-5199 (205 
Second Street building), P-34-5200 (207 Second Street building), P-34-5201 (208 First Street building), 
P-34-5202 (209 Second Street), P-34-5203 (215 Second Street building), and P-34-5204 (Isleton Mound). 
Additionally, thirteen (13) cultural resources study report(s) on file at this office cover(s) a portion of the 
broader search area: 74, 1740, 1784, 4169, 4172, 7083, 9326, 12160, 12166, 12394, 12402, 12408, and 
13085. 
 
In this part of Sacramento County, archaeologists often locate indigenous-period/ethnographic-period 
habitation sites on elevated landforms near streams (Moratto 1984: 173). This region is known as the 
ethnographic-period territory of the Plains Miwok. The Plains Miwok inhabited the lower reaches of the 
Mokelumne and Cosumnes River and both banks of the Sacramento River from Rio Vista to Freeport 
(Levy 1978: 398). The proposed project search area is situated in the Sacramento Valley about 0.2 miles 
south of the Sacramento River. Given the extent of known cultural resources and the environmental 
setting, there is moderate potential for locating indigenous-period/ethnographic-period cultural resources 
in the immediate vicinity of the proposed project area.  



 

 
Within the search area, the 1910 Isleton 7.5’ USGS topographical map shows no evidence of historical 
activity at the project location. The town of Isleton is shown in the vicinity. The 1952 Isleton 7.5’ USGS 
topographical map shows evidence of a railroad spur crossing through the subject parcel. This unrecorded 
railroad spur is a segment of P-34-5111 (Southern Pacific Company Railroad). P-34-5111, the mainline, 
ran along the southern boundary of the parcel which is now 6th Street. Given the extent of known cultural 
resources and patterns of local history, there is moderate potential for locating historic-period cultural 
resources in the immediate vicinity of the proposed project area. 
 
LITERATURE REFERENCED DURING SEARCH:   
In addition to the official records and maps for sites and studies in Sacramento County, the following 
inventories and references were also reviewed: National Register of Historic Places and California 
Register of Historical Resources - Listed properties; California Inventory of Historic Resources (1976); 
California State Historical Landmarks; California Points of Historical Interest; Office of Historic 
Preservation Built Environment Resources Directory (2020); Office of Historic Preservation 
Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility (2012); Caltrans State and Local Bridge Surveys; Gold 
Districts of California (Clark 1970); California Gold Camps (Gudde 1975); California Place Names 
(Gudde 1969); Historic Spots in California (Hoover et al. 1966 [1990]); Trail of the First Wagons Over 
the Sierra Nevada (Graydon 1986); California Archaeology (Moratto 1984); and the Smithsonian 
Institution’s Handbook of North American Indians, Volume 8, California (Levy 1978). 
 

SENSITIVITY STATEMENT: 
 
1) With respect to cultural resources, it appears that the proposed project area is potentially sensitive.  

 
2) Should the lead agency/authority require a cultural resources survey, a list of qualified local 

consultants can be found at http://chrisinfo.org. Please forward copies of any resulting reports and 
resource records from this project to the North Central Information Center (NCIC) as soon as 
possible. The lead agency/authority and cultural resources consultant should coordinate sending 
documentation to NCIC. Digital materials are preferred and can be sent to our office through our file 
transfer system or on a CD by mail via USPS to the address on the top of the first page. 

 
3) If cultural resources are encountered during the project, avoid altering the materials and their context 

until a qualified cultural resources professional has evaluated the project area. Project personnel 
should not collect cultural resources. Indigenous-period/ethnographic-period resources include: chert 
or obsidian flakes, projectile points, and other flaked-stone artifacts; mortars, grinding slicks, pestles, 
and other groundstone tools; and dark friable soil containing shell and bone dietary debris, heat-
affected rock, or human burials.  Historic-period resources include: stone or adobe foundations or 
walls; structures and remains with square nails; mine shafts, tailings, or ditches/flumes; and refuse 
deposits or bottle dumps, often located in old wells or privies. 
 

4) Identified cultural resources should be recorded on DPR 523 (A-L) historic resource recordation 
forms, available at https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=28351. 
 

5) Review for possible historic-period cultural resources has included only those sources listed in the 
referenced literature and should not be considered comprehensive. The Office of Historic 
Preservation has determined that buildings, structures, and objects 45 years or older may be of 
historical value. If the area of potential effect contains such properties not noted in our research, they 
should be assessed by an architectural historian before commencement of project activities. 

 
Due to processing delays and other factors, it is possible that not all of the historical resource reports 

http://chrisinfo.org/
https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=28351


 

and resource records that have been submitted to the Office of Historic Preservation are available via 
this records search. Additional information may be available through the federal, state, and local 
agencies that produced or paid for historical resource management work in the search area. 
Additionally, Native American tribes have historical resource information not in the California 
Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) Inventory, and you should contact the California 
Native American Heritage Commission for information on local/regional tribal contacts. 
 
The California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) contracts with the California Historical 
Resources Information System’s (CHRIS) regional Information Centers (ICs) to maintain information 
in the CHRIS inventory and make it available to local, state, and federal agencies, cultural resource 
professionals, Native American tribes, researchers, and the public. Recommendations made by IC 
coordinators or their staff regarding the interpretation and application of this information are advisory 
only. Such recommendations do not necessarily represent the evaluation or opinion of the State 
Historic Preservation Officer in carrying out the OHP’s regulatory authority under federal and state 
law. 

 
Thank you for using our services. Please contact North Central Information Center at ncic@csus.edu or 
(916) 278-6217 if you have any questions about this records search.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Paul Rendes, Coordinator  
North Central Information Center 

mailto:ncic@csus.edu
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April 20, 2022 
 
 
Native American Heritage Commission 
1550 Harbor Boulevard, 
West Sacramento, California 95691 
 
 
Subject: Kushner Development Project, circa 1.16-acres, City of Isleton, 

Sacramento County, California. 
 
 
Dear Commission: 
 
We have been requested to conduct an archaeological survey, for the above-cited project, 
and are requesting any information you may have concerning archaeological sites or 
traditional use areas for this area.  Any information you might supply will be used to 
supplement the archaeological and historical study being prepared for this project. 
 
Project Name: Kushner Development Project 
County:  Sacramento 
Map:   USGS Isleton, 7.5’ 
Location:  
 
 
Thanks in advance for your assistance. 
 
 
Regards, 
 
Sean Michael Jensen 
 
Sean Michael Jensen, Administrator 



 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA         Gavin Newsom, Governor 
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April 27, 2022 
 
Sean Jensen 
Genesis Society 
 
Via Email to: seanjensen@comcast.net  
 

Re: Kushner Development Project, Sacramento County  
 

Dear Mr. Jensen: 
  
A record search of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) Sacred Lands File (SLF) 
was completed for the information you have submitted for the above referenced project.  The 
results were negative. However, the absence of specific site information in the SLF does not 
indicate the absence of cultural resources in any project area. Other sources of cultural 
resources should also be contacted for information regarding known and recorded sites.   
 
Attached is a list of Native American tribes who may also have knowledge of cultural resources 
in the project area.  This list should provide a starting place in locating areas of potential 
adverse impact within the proposed project area.  I suggest you contact all of those indicated; 
if they cannot supply information, they might recommend others with specific knowledge.  By 
contacting all those listed, your organization will be better able to respond to claims of failure to 
consult with the appropriate tribe. If a response has not been received within two weeks of 
notification, the Commission requests that you follow-up with a telephone call or email to 
ensure that the project information has been received.   
 
If you receive notification of change of addresses and phone numbers from tribes, please notify 
me.  With your assistance, we can assure that our lists contain current information.  
 
If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at my email 
address: Pricilla.Torres-Fuentes@nahc.ca.gov.    
 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
 
Pricilla Torres-Fuentes 
Cultural Resources Analyst 
 
Attachment 
 

 

 
 

CHAIRPERSON 
Laura Miranda  
Luiseño 
 

VICE CHAIRPERSON 
Reginald Pagaling 
Chumash 

 

PARLIAMENTARIAN 
Russell Attebery 
Karuk  
 

SECRETARY 
Sara Dutschke 
Miwok 
 

COMMISSIONER 
William Mungary 
Paiute/White Mountain 
Apache 

 

COMMISSIONER 
Isaac Bojorquez 
Ohlone-Costanoan 

 

COMMISSIONER 
Buffy McQuillen 
Yokayo Pomo, Yuki, 
Nomlaki 
 

COMMISSIONER 
Wayne Nelson 
Luiseño 
 

COMMISSIONER 
Stanley Rodriguez 
Kumeyaay 
 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 
Raymond C. 
Hitchcock 
Miwok/Nisenan 
 

NAHC HEADQUARTERS 
1550 Harbor Boulevard  
Suite 100 
West Sacramento, 
California 95691 
(916) 373-3710 
nahc@nahc.ca.gov 
NAHC.ca.gov 
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Buena Vista Rancheria of Me-
Wuk Indians
Rhonda Morningstar Pope, 
Chairperson
1418 20th Street, Suite 200 
Sacramento, CA, 95811
Phone: (916) 491 - 0011
Fax: (916) 491-0012
rhonda@buenavistatribe.com

Me-Wuk

Chicken Ranch Rancheria of 
Me-Wuk Indians
Lloyd Mathiesen, Chairperson
P.O. Box 1159 
Jamestown, CA, 95327
Phone: (209) 984 - 9066
Fax: (209) 984-9269
lmathiesen@crtribal.com

Me-Wuk

Guidiville Indian Rancheria
Donald Duncan, Chairperson
P.O. Box 339 
Talmage, CA, 95481
Phone: (707) 462 - 3682
Fax: (707) 462-9183
admin@guidiville.net

Pomo

Ione Band of Miwok Indians
Sara Dutschke, Chairperson
9252 Bush Street 
Plymouth, CA, 95669
Phone: (209) 245 - 5800
consultation@ionemiwok.net

Miwok

Nashville Enterprise Miwok-
Maidu-Nishinam Tribe
Cosme Valdez, Chairperson
P.O. Box 580986 
Elk Grove, CA, 95758-0017
Phone: (916) 429 - 8047
Fax: (916) 429-8047
valdezcome@comcast.net

Miwok

Tsi Akim Maidu
Grayson Coney, Cultural Director
P.O. Box 510 
Browns Valley, CA, 95918
Phone: (530) 383 - 7234
tsi-akim-maidu@att.net

Maidu

Tule River Indian Tribe
Neil Peyron, Chairperson
P.O. Box 589 
Porterville, CA, 93258
Phone: (559) 781 - 4271
Fax: (559) 781-4610
neil.peyron@tulerivertribe-nsn.gov

Yokut

Tule River Indian Tribe
Kerri Vera, Environmental 
Department
P. O. Box 589 
Porterville, CA, 93258
Phone: (559) 783 - 8892
Fax: (559) 783-8932
kerri.vera@tulerivertribe-nsn.gov

Yokut

Tule River Indian Tribe
Joey Garfield, Tribal Archaeologist
P. O. Box 589 
Porterville, CA, 93258
Phone: (559) 783 - 8892
Fax: (559) 783-8932
joey.garfield@tulerivertribe-
nsn.gov

Yokut

United Auburn Indian 
Community of the Auburn 
Rancheria
Gene Whitehouse, Chairperson
10720 Indian Hill Road 
Auburn, CA, 95603
Phone: (530) 883 - 2390
Fax: (530) 883-2380
bguth@auburnrancheria.com

Maidu
Miwok

Wilton Rancheria
Dahlton Brown, Director of 
Administration
9728 Kent Street 
Elk Grove, CA, 95624
Phone: (916) 683 - 6000
dbrown@wiltonrancheria-nsn.gov

Miwok

Wilton Rancheria
Jesus Tarango, Chairperson
9728 Kent Street 
Elk Grove, CA, 95624
Phone: (916) 683 - 6000
Fax: (916) 683-6015
jtarango@wiltonrancheria-nsn.gov

Miwok
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Wilton Rancheria
Steven Hutchason, THPO
9728 Kent Street 
Elk Grove, CA, 95624
Phone: (916) 683 - 6000
Fax: (916) 863-6015
shutchason@wiltonrancheria-
nsn.gov

Miwok

Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation
Anthony Roberts, Chairperson
P.O. Box 18 
Brooks, CA, 95606
Phone: (530) 796 - 3400
thpo@yochadehe-nsn.gov

Patwin

Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation
Yvonne Perkins, THPO, Cultural 
Resources Chairman
P.O. Box 18 
Brooks, CA, 95606
Phone: (530) 796 - 3400
thpo@yochadehe-nsn.gov

Patwin

Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation
Laverne Bill, Director of Cultural 
Resources
P.O. Box 18 
Brooks, CA, 95606
Phone: (530) 796 - 3400
thpo@yochadehe-nsn.gov

Patwin

The Confederated Villages of 
Lisjan
Corrina Gould, Chairperson
10926 Edes Avenue 
Oakland, CA, 94603
Phone: (510) 575 - 8408
cvltribe@gmail.com

Bay Miwok
Ohlone
Delta Yokut
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PRIMARY RECORD Primary # P-34-005225 SUPPLEMENT 
 HRI #  
 Trinomial:  
Other Listings:  NRHP Status Code:  
Review Code:  Reviewer:  Date:  Resource Name or #: Sacramento River TCL 
Page 1 of 2     
 
P1. Other Identifier:  
 
P2. Location: Restricted a. County: Sacramento 
 b. USGS 7.5' Quad: Jersey Island Date: 1978 
 T  2N/R  3E; Sherman Island; MDBM  
 c. Address: N/A City: N/A Zip: 95471 
 d. UTM: Zone: 10 615067mE 4215841mN NAD27 
 e. Other Locational Information: This Tribal Cultural Landscape is approximately 55 miles in length and consists of a 

narrow corridor of the Lower Sacramento River from the confluence with the Mokelumne River at Collinsville north to the 
confluence with the Feather River at Verona. 

 
P3a. Description: This Tribal Cultural Landscape (TCL) was recorded by Kim Tremaine in 2018. It is identified by the Nisenan 

as Hoyo Sayo/Tah Sayo (UAIC) and the Plains Miwok as Waka-ce/Waka-Ly (Wilton Rancheria), and roughly encompasses 
the Lower Sacramento River environment. The primary characteristics of this landscape are waterways, Tule habitat, 
fisheries, and other wildlife. 

 
The portion of this TCL within the APE comprises approximately 10 acres and is currently pastureland for cattle.  

 
P3b. Resource Attributes: AP16. Other P4. Resources Present: District 
 
P5. Photograph or Drawing: Photograph P5b. Description of Photo: Overview, camera facing south 
 

 
 
P6. Date Constructed/Age 
 and Sources: 
 Prehistoric/Historical 
  
P7. Owner and Address:  
 N/A 
  
  
 
P8. Recorded by:  
 Taylor Alshuth 
 Tom Origer & Associates 
 P.O. Box 1531 
 Rohnert Park, CA 94927 
 
P9. Date Recorded:  
 November 2020 
 
P10. Type of Survey: 
 Reconnaissance 
 
 
 

P11. Report Citation:  
Alshuth, T. and E. Barrow 
2020 Cultural Resources Study for the San Joaquin River Setback Levee and Multi-Benefit Project, Sherman Island, Sacramento 
County, California 
 
P12. Attachments: Location Map 
 



 
LOCATION MAP Primary #: P-34-005225 SUPPLEMENT 
 HRI #:  
 Trinomial:  
Page 2 of 2 Resource Name or #: Sacramento River TCL 
Map Name: Jersey Island Scale: 7.5’  Date of Map: 1978 
 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Page   1    of    3     *Resource Name or #: Sacramento River TCL 
P1. Other Identifier:                                                                         
 

 

DPR 523A (9/2013) *Required information 

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

PRIMARY RECORD    Trinomial      
       NRHP Status Code  
    Other Listings                                                      
    Review Code           Reviewer                  Date                   

*P2. Location:  _  Not for Publication     �  Unrestricted   
 *a.  County Solano, Sacramento, Yolo, Sutter and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d.  Attach a Location Map as necessary.) 
 *b. USGS 7.5' Quad Antioch N., Jersey Island, Rio Vista, Isleton, Thornton, Liberty Island, Courtland, Bruceville, Clarksburg, 

Florin, Sacramento West, Sacramento East, Taylor Monument, Gray’s Bend, Verona, Knight’s Landing   
 Date 1952-1993   T 3N-10N;     R 3E-5E;   � of  � of Sec  unsectioned;  MD   B.M. 

c.  Address N/A    City Collinsville (south) to Verona (north)  Zip Multiple                
d.  UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear resources) Zone 10S,  
South: 607219 mE/ 4211418 mN;  North: 619015 mE/ 4294509 mN;  
East: 632299 mE/ 4234061 mN;  West: 614389 mE/ 4228610 mN 

 e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)   
A narrow corridor of the Lower Sacramento River from the confluence with the Mokelumne River at Collinsville north to the 
confluence with the Feather River at Verona. Approximately 55 miles in length. 
 
*P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries) 
This Tribal Cultural Landscape, identified by the Nisenan as Hoyo Sayo/Tah Sayo (UAIC) and the Plains Miwok as 
Waka-ce/Waka-Ly (Wilton Rancheria), roughly encompasses the Lower Sacramento River environs. The primary character 
defining elements of this landscape are the waterways, tule habitat, fisheries, and other wildlife. These natural resources once 
served as the lifeblood of the local inhabitants. Today, relics of historical habitat still survive with the river supporting anadromous 
and resident fish populations, as well as shellfish, and waterfowl. The natural levees lining the banks of the river were covered 
with riparian forests. Behind the levee/forests were flood basins filled with both tidal and non-tidal freshwater emergent wetlands 
hosting vast stands of tules and large backwater lakes. The upland margins behind these wetlands/lakes, vegetated with willow 
thickets, were dissected by distributary networks of creeks that emptied into the flood basin sinks (see continuation sheet).  

 
*P3b. Resource Attributes: AP16 – Tribal 
Cultural Landscape  
 
*P4. Resources Present: � Building � Structure 
� Object � Site _ District � Element of District  
� Other  
P5b. Description of Photo: Cosumnes River 
Wildlife Preserve 
                                          
*P6. Date Constructed/Age and Source:  
� Historic  � Prehistoric  _ Both     
*P7. Owner and Address: N/A                                                                                                                                                   
*P8. Recorded by:  
Kim Tremaine 
Tremaine & Associates, Inc. 
3380 Industrial Blvd. Suite 100 
West Sacramento, CA 95691                                   
                                                                                                                                                               
*P9. Date Recorded: 1/10/2018  

*P10. Survey Type: Intensive (For the project cited below)  
 
*P11.  Report Citation:   
Archaeological & Historic Architectural Survey Report, Isleton Water Distribution Improvement Project, Sacramento County, 
California. Prepared by Kim Tremaine with Contributions by Kara Brunzell, December 2016. 
 
*Attachments: �NONE  _ Location Map _ Continuation Sheet  �Building, Structure, and Object Record 
�Archaeological Record  �District Record  �Linear Feature Record  �Milling Station Record  �Rock Art Record   
�Artifact Record  �Photograph Record   � Other (List):                                                   
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P3a. Description (continued):  Sacramento River Tribal Cultural Landscape 

Resource Evaluation 
  
Significance Discussion. 

Criterion A/1: The Tribal Cultural Landscape is a culturally significant natural landscape for its 
association with the cultural practices and beliefs of the Nisenan and Plains Miwok, maintaining the 
continuing cultural identity of the living descendants, and contributing to the broader patterns of 
prehistory. The UAIC, Wilton Rancheria, and Ione Band regard this landscape as an area of tribal 
importance because of its association with events (traditional stories) such as how fire was acquired and 
how salmon received its color. Further, the UAIC cite the importance of the tule and tule habitat (yakin) 
as materials for creating traditional structures, clothing, and watercraft.  

Criterion B/2: The Tribal Cultural Landscape is not associated with the life of a specific person important 
to local, California, or national prehistory and history.  

Criterion C/3: The Tribal Cultural Landscape does not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, 
period, region, or method of construction.  

Criterion D/4: The Tribal Cultural Landscape does not have the potential to yield information important 
to prehistory or history of the local area and California.  

Integrity Discussion. The key aspects considered for assessing integrity of this resource are location, 
setting, feeling, and association (design, materials, and workmanship are not relevant).  

The location of this Tribal Cultural Landscape has remained in place for thousands of years. The setting 
(landscape), while it has been heavily altered over the past century, still retains enough of the character 
defining elements (waterways, tule, fisheries, and other wildlife) to convey the significance of this 
resource. In terms of feeling and association, this landscape still holds cultural meaning to the local tribes. 

Because it has significance and retains sufficient integrity, this resource is considered eligible for the 
national and state registers.  
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Lisa Duggins-Rogers/Alex Kushner 
Millennium Planning & Engineering 
471 Sutton Way, Suite 210 
Grass Valley, CA 95945 

 
 

Records Search Results for 
501 6th Street, Isleton, CA 95641 (APN: 157-0040-053) 

 
Lisa Duggins-Rogers/Alex Kushner: 
 
Per your request received by our office on 4/20/2022, a complete records search was conducted by 
searching California Historic Resources Information System (CHRIS) maps for cultural resource site 
records and survey reports in Sacramento County within a 1/4-mile radius of the proposed project area. 
 
Review of this information indicates that the proposed project area contains one (1) recorded indigenous-
period/ethnographic-period resource(s) and zero (0) recorded historic-period cultural resource(s): P-34-
5225 (Sacramento River Tribal Cultural Landscape). Additionally, zero (0) cultural resources study 
report(s) on file at this office cover(s) a portion of the proposed project area. 
 
Outside the proposed project area, but within the 1/4-mile radius, the broader search area contains one (1) 
recorded indigenous-period/ethnographic-period resource(s) and eleven (11) recorded historic-period 
cultural resource(s): P-34-2110 (historic water lines and hydrants), P-34-2143 (Sacramento River Levee), 
P-34-2351 (Isleton Chinese and Japanese Commercial Districts), P-34-2473 (Isleton Oriental School 
Site), P-34-5111 (Southern Pacific Company Railroad), P-34-5198 (Gardiner Building), P-34-5199 (205 
Second Street building), P-34-5200 (207 Second Street building), P-34-5201 (208 First Street building), 
P-34-5202 (209 Second Street), P-34-5203 (215 Second Street building), and P-34-5204 (Isleton Mound). 
Additionally, thirteen (13) cultural resources study report(s) on file at this office cover(s) a portion of the 
broader search area: 74, 1740, 1784, 4169, 4172, 7083, 9326, 12160, 12166, 12394, 12402, 12408, and 
13085. 
 
In this part of Sacramento County, archaeologists often locate indigenous-period/ethnographic-period 
habitation sites on elevated landforms near streams (Moratto 1984: 173). This region is known as the 
ethnographic-period territory of the Plains Miwok. The Plains Miwok inhabited the lower reaches of the 
Mokelumne and Cosumnes River and both banks of the Sacramento River from Rio Vista to Freeport 
(Levy 1978: 398). The proposed project search area is situated in the Sacramento Valley about 0.2 miles 
south of the Sacramento River. Given the extent of known cultural resources and the environmental 
setting, there is moderate potential for locating indigenous-period/ethnographic-period cultural resources 
in the immediate vicinity of the proposed project area.  



 

 
Within the search area, the 1910 Isleton 7.5’ USGS topographical map shows no evidence of historical 
activity at the project location. The town of Isleton is shown in the vicinity. The 1952 Isleton 7.5’ USGS 
topographical map shows evidence of a railroad spur crossing through the subject parcel. This unrecorded 
railroad spur is a segment of P-34-5111 (Southern Pacific Company Railroad). P-34-5111, the mainline, 
ran along the southern boundary of the parcel which is now 6th Street. Given the extent of known cultural 
resources and patterns of local history, there is moderate potential for locating historic-period cultural 
resources in the immediate vicinity of the proposed project area. 
 
LITERATURE REFERENCED DURING SEARCH:   
In addition to the official records and maps for sites and studies in Sacramento County, the following 
inventories and references were also reviewed: National Register of Historic Places and California 
Register of Historical Resources - Listed properties; California Inventory of Historic Resources (1976); 
California State Historical Landmarks; California Points of Historical Interest; Office of Historic 
Preservation Built Environment Resources Directory (2020); Office of Historic Preservation 
Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility (2012); Caltrans State and Local Bridge Surveys; Gold 
Districts of California (Clark 1970); California Gold Camps (Gudde 1975); California Place Names 
(Gudde 1969); Historic Spots in California (Hoover et al. 1966 [1990]); Trail of the First Wagons Over 
the Sierra Nevada (Graydon 1986); California Archaeology (Moratto 1984); and the Smithsonian 
Institution’s Handbook of North American Indians, Volume 8, California (Levy 1978). 
 

SENSITIVITY STATEMENT: 
 
1) With respect to cultural resources, it appears that the proposed project area is potentially sensitive.  

 
2) Should the lead agency/authority require a cultural resources survey, a list of qualified local 

consultants can be found at http://chrisinfo.org. Please forward copies of any resulting reports and 
resource records from this project to the North Central Information Center (NCIC) as soon as 
possible. The lead agency/authority and cultural resources consultant should coordinate sending 
documentation to NCIC. Digital materials are preferred and can be sent to our office through our file 
transfer system or on a CD by mail via USPS to the address on the top of the first page. 

 
3) If cultural resources are encountered during the project, avoid altering the materials and their context 

until a qualified cultural resources professional has evaluated the project area. Project personnel 
should not collect cultural resources. Indigenous-period/ethnographic-period resources include: chert 
or obsidian flakes, projectile points, and other flaked-stone artifacts; mortars, grinding slicks, pestles, 
and other groundstone tools; and dark friable soil containing shell and bone dietary debris, heat-
affected rock, or human burials.  Historic-period resources include: stone or adobe foundations or 
walls; structures and remains with square nails; mine shafts, tailings, or ditches/flumes; and refuse 
deposits or bottle dumps, often located in old wells or privies. 
 

4) Identified cultural resources should be recorded on DPR 523 (A-L) historic resource recordation 
forms, available at https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=28351. 
 

5) Review for possible historic-period cultural resources has included only those sources listed in the 
referenced literature and should not be considered comprehensive. The Office of Historic 
Preservation has determined that buildings, structures, and objects 45 years or older may be of 
historical value. If the area of potential effect contains such properties not noted in our research, they 
should be assessed by an architectural historian before commencement of project activities. 

 
Due to processing delays and other factors, it is possible that not all of the historical resource reports 

http://chrisinfo.org/
https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=28351


 

and resource records that have been submitted to the Office of Historic Preservation are available via 
this records search. Additional information may be available through the federal, state, and local 
agencies that produced or paid for historical resource management work in the search area. 
Additionally, Native American tribes have historical resource information not in the California 
Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) Inventory, and you should contact the California 
Native American Heritage Commission for information on local/regional tribal contacts. 
 
The California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) contracts with the California Historical 
Resources Information System’s (CHRIS) regional Information Centers (ICs) to maintain information 
in the CHRIS inventory and make it available to local, state, and federal agencies, cultural resource 
professionals, Native American tribes, researchers, and the public. Recommendations made by IC 
coordinators or their staff regarding the interpretation and application of this information are advisory 
only. Such recommendations do not necessarily represent the evaluation or opinion of the State 
Historic Preservation Officer in carrying out the OHP’s regulatory authority under federal and state 
law. 

 
Thank you for using our services. Please contact North Central Information Center at ncic@csus.edu or 
(916) 278-6217 if you have any questions about this records search.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Paul Rendes, Coordinator  
North Central Information Center 

mailto:ncic@csus.edu
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