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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

Between May and October 2023, at the request of T&B Planning, Inc., CRM TECH performed a 

cultural resources study on approximately 25 acres of vacant land in the City of San Bernardino, San 

Bernardino County, California.  The subject property of the study, Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 1192-

211-01, is located on the east side of Sterling Avenue between Fifth Street and Sixth Street, in a 
portion of the Rancho San Bernardino land grant lying within Township 1 South Range 3 West, San 

Bernardino Baseline and Meridian. 

 

The study is a part of the environmental review process for the proposed Fifth and Sterling Project, 

which entails the construction of a 510,000-square-foot warehouse on the property, along with paved 
parking spaces, landscaping work, and street improvements along the perimeters.  The City of San 

Bernardino, as the lead agency for the project, required the study in compliance with the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

 

The purpose of the study is to provide the City of San Bernardino with the necessary information 
and analysis to determine whether the proposed project would cause substantial adverse changes to 

any “historical resources,” as defined by CEQA, that may exist in or around the project area.  In 

order to identify such resources, CRM TECH conducted a cultural resources records search, initiated 

a Native American Sacred Lands File search, pursued historical and geoarchaeological background 

research, and carried out an intensive-level field survey. 
 

The results of these research procedures indicate that a historic-period site, designated 36-010820 in 

the California Historical Resources Inventory, was previously recorded as lying partially across the 

northern boundary of the project area.  The site represented the remains of the 1888 San Bernardino, 

Arrowhead and Waterman Railroad, also known as the Harlem Motor Road or the Highlands Motor 
Line, which was removed in the 1940s-1950s era.  At the project location, no physical remnants of 

the rail line were found along its former alignment during the field survey.  Therefore, this study 

concludes that Site 36-010820 no longer exists in the project area. 

 

No other potential “historical resources” were encountered within or adjacent to the project area 
throughout the course of this study.  The foundational remains of two buildings, evidently residences 

constructed in the 1940s-1950s and demolished in the 1960s, were noted in the northeastern portion 

of the project area.  Neither of them occurs with a notable deposit of historic-period artifacts, and 

thus neither of them demonstrates any archaeological data potential.  With the buildings no longer 
extant, such common, ubiquitous late-historic-period structural remains retain no integrity to be 

associated with any persons or events in their history, nor do they exhibit any other merits.  As such, 

the foundations in the project area are not considered potential “historical resources” and require no 

further study. 

 
The State of California Native American Heritage Commission stated that the Sacred Lands File 

indicated the presence of unspecified Native American cultural resource(s) in the general vicinity of 

the project location and referred further inquiry to local Native American groups.  According to 

current CEQA guidelines, however, the identification of potential “tribal cultural resources” is 

beyond the scope of this study and needs to be addressed through government-to-government 
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consultations between the City of San Bernardino and the pertinent Native American groups 

pursuant to Assembly Bill (AB) 52. 
 

Based on these findings, CRM TECH recommends to the City of San Bernardino a tentative 

conclusion of No Impact on cultural resources, pending completion of the AB 52 consultation 

process.  No other cultural resources investigation is recommended for the project unless 

development plans undergo such changes as to include areas not covered by this study.  However, if 
buried cultural materials are encountered during any earth-moving operations associated with the 

project, all work in the immediate vicinity of the discovery should be halted or diverted until a 

qualified archaeologist can evaluate the nature and significance of the finds. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 
Between May and October 2023, at the request of T&B Planning, Inc., CRM TECH performed a 

cultural resources study on approximately 25 acres of vacant land in the City of San Bernardino, San 

Bernardino County, California (Fig. 1).  The subject property of the study, Assessor’s Parcel 

Numbers 1192-211-01, is located on the east side of Sterling Avenue between Fifth Street and Sixth 

Street, in a portion of the Rancho San Bernardino land grant lying within Township 1 South Range 3 
West, San Bernardino Baseline and Meridian (Fig. 2, 3), 

 

The study is a part of the environmental review process for the proposed Fifth and Sterling Project, 

which entails the construction of a 510,000-square-foot warehouse on the property, along with paved 

parking spaces, landscaping work, and street improvements along the perimeters.  The City of San 
Bernardino, as the lead agency for the project, required the study in compliance with the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; PRC §21000, et seq.). 

 

The purpose of the study is to provide the City of San Bernardino with the necessary information 

and analysis to determine whether the proposed project would cause substantial adverse changes to 
any “historical resources,” as defined by CEQA, that may exist in or around the project area.  In 

order to identify such resources, CRM TECH conducted a cultural resources records search, initiated 

a Native American Sacred Lands File search, pursued historical and geoarchaeological background 

research, and carried out an intensive-level field survey.  The following report is a complete account 

of the methods, results, and conclusion of the study.  Personnel who participated in the study are 
named in the appropriate sections below, and their qualifications are provided in Appendix 1. 

 

 
 
Figure 1.  Project vicinity.  (Based on USGS San Bernardino, Calif., 120’x60’ quadrangle [USGS 1969])  
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Figure 2.  Project area.  (Based on USGS Harrison Mtn. and Redlands, Calif., 7.5’ quadrangles [1988; 1996]) 
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Figure 3.  Recent satellite image of the project area.  (Based on Google Earth imagery) 
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SETTING 

 
CURRENT NATURAL SETTING 

 

The City of San Bernardino is situated in the eastern portion of the San Bernardino Valley, a broad 

inland valley defined by the San Gabriel and San Bernardino Mountain Ranges on the north and a 

series of low rocky hills on the south.  The natural environment of the region is characterized by its 
temperate Mediterranean climate, featuring hot, dry summers and mild, wet winters, with the 

average maximum temperature in July reaching over 90 degrees Fahrenheit (ºF) and the average 

minimum temperature in January hovering around 35ºF.  Typical annual rainfall in the area is 

approximately 13-16 inches, most of which occurs between November and March. 

 
The project area consists of a parcel of former agricultural land in the southeastern portion of the 

city, near the San Bernardino International Airport (formerly Norton Air Force Base).  The 

surrounding area is characterized by a mixture of commercial and residential development, along 

with some scattered tracts of vacant land.  The property is bounded by Fifth Street to the south, 

Sterling Avenue on the west, Sixth Street on the north, and two commercial establishments, Armada 
Towing and Castaway RV Storing, on the east. 

 

The terrain in the project area is relatively level with a low-lying undulating surface, likely the result 

of disking.  The nearest natural water source, City Creek (now channelized), runs approximately 600 

feet to the south, along the northern edge of the airport (Fig. 3).  The flora in the area is 
predominantly invasive, consisting mainly of puncturevine with some jimsonweed and Russian 

thistle also present.  Elevations on the property range approximately from 1,100 feet above mean sea 

 

 
 
Figure 4.  Overview of the project area.  (Photograph taken on June 27, 2023; view to the northwest) 
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level on the western end to 1,400 feet at the southeastern corner.  The surface sediments are 

composed of fine-grained silty sand that is loosely packed.  Approximately 90% of the project area 
has been disturbed by past farming operations.  Other evidence of disturbances includes recent 

refuse dumping, especially along the northern project boundary. 

 

CULTURAL SETTING 

 
The earliest evidence of human occupation in inland southern California, or the Inland Empire 

region, was discovered below the surface of an alluvial fan in the northern portion of the Lakeview 

Mountains, overlooking the San Jacinto Valley, with radiocarbon dates clustering around 9,500 B.P. 

(Horne and McDougall 2008).  Another site found near the shoreline of Lake Elsinore, close to the 

confluence of Temescal Wash and the San Jacinto River, yielded radiocarbon dates between 8,000 
and 9,000 B.P. (Grenda 1997).  Additional sites with isolated Archaic dart points, bifaces, and other 

associated lithic artifacts from the same age range have been found in the Cajon Pass area, typically 

atop knolls with good viewsheds (Basgall and True 1985; Goodman and McDonald 2001; Goodman 

2002; Milburn et al. 2008). 

 
The cultural prehistory of southern California has been summarized into numerous chronologies, 

including those developed by Chartkoff and Chartkoff (1984), Warren (1984), and others.  

Specifically, the prehistory of the Inland Empire region has been addressed by O’Connell et al. 

(1974), McDonald et al. (1987), Keller and McCarthy (1989), Grenda (1993), Goldberg (2001), and 

Horne and McDougall (2008).  Although the beginning and ending dates of different cultural 
horizons vary regionally, the general framework of regional prehistory can be broken into three 

primary periods: 

 

• Paleoindian Period (ca. 18,000-9,000 B.P.): Native peoples of this period created fluted 

spearhead bases designed to be hafted to wooden shafts.  The distinctive method of thinning 

bifaces and spearhead preforms by removing long, linear flakes leaves diagnostic Paleoindian 
markers at tool-making sites. Other artifacts associated with the Paleoindian toolkit include 

choppers, cutting tools, retouched flakes, and perforators.  Sites from this period are very sparse 

across the landscape and most are deeply buried. 

• Archaic Period (ca. 9,000-1,500 B.P.): Archaic sites are characterized by abundant lithic scatters 

of considerable size with many biface thinning flakes, bifacial preforms broken during 

manufacture, and well-made groundstone bowls and basin metates.  As a consequence of making 
dart points, many biface thinning waste flakes were generated at individual production stations, 

which is a diagnostic feature of Archaic sites. 

• Late Prehistoric Period (ca. 1,500 B.P.-contact): Sites from this period typically contain small 

lithic scatters from the manufacture of small arrow points, expedient groundstone tools such as 

tabular metates and unshaped manos, wooden mortars with stone pestles, acorn or mesquite bean 

granaries, ceramic vessels, shell beads suggestive of extensive trading networks, and steatite 

implements such as pipes and arrow shaft straighteners. 
 

Ethnohistoric Context 

 

The present-day San Bernardino area is generally recognized as a part of the homeland of the 

Serrano people, although other Native groups also claim the area as a part of their cultural influence.  
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The traditional territory of the Serrano includes the San Bernardino Mountains, part of the San 

Gabriel Mountains and the Antelope Valley, the southern portion of the Mojave Desert, reaching as 
far east as the Cady, Bullion, Sheep Hole, and Coxcomb Mountains.  The name “Serrano” was 

derived from a Spanish term meaning “mountaineer” or “highlander.”  The basic written sources on 

Serrano culture are Kroeber (1925), Strong (1929), and Bean and Smith (1978).  The following 

ethnographic discussion of the Serrano people is based mainly on these sources. 
 

Prior to European contact, the Serrano were primarily hunter-gatherers and occasionally fishers, and 

settled mostly on elevated terraces, hills, and finger ridges near where flowing water emerged from 
the mountains.  They were loosely organized into exogamous clans, which were led by hereditary 

heads, and the clans in turn were affiliated with one of two exogamous moieties.  The clans were 

patrilineal, but their exact structure, function, and number are unknown, except that the clans were 

the largest autonomous political and landholding units.  There was no pan-tribal political union 

among the clans, but they shared strong trade, ceremonial, and marital connections that sometimes 
also extended to other surrounding nations, such as the Kitanemuk, the Tataviam, and the Cahuilla.  
 

Although contact with Europeans may have occurred as early as 1771 or 1772, Spanish influence on 

Serrano lifeways was minimal until the 1810s, when a mission asistencia was established on the 

southern edge of Serrano territory.  Between then and the end of the mission era in 1834, most of the 

Serrano in the western portion of their traditional territory were removed to the nearby missions.  In 

the eastern portion, a series of punitive expeditions in 1866-1870 resulted in the death or 
displacement of almost all remaining Serrano population in the San Bernardino Mountains.  Today, 

most Serrano descendants are affiliated with the Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel Nation (also 

recognized as the San Manuel Band of Mission Indians), the Morongo Band of Mission Indians, or 

the Serrano Nation of Indians. 

 
Historic Context 

 

The San Bernardino Valley, along with the rest of Alta California, was claimed by Spain in the late 

18th century, and the first European explorers traveled through the area as early as 1772, three years 

after the beginning of Spanish colonization (Beck and Haase 1974:15).  For nearly four decades 
afterwards, however, the arid inland valley received little attention from the European colonizers, 

who concentrated their efforts along the Pacific coast.  Following the establishment of Mission San 

Gabriel in 1771, the San Bernardino Valley became a part of the mission’s vast land holdings.  The 

name “San Bernardino” was bestowed on the region in the 1810s, when the asistencia and an 

associated mission rancho, both bearing that name, were established in present-day Loma Linda 
(Lerch and Haenszel 1981). 
 

After gaining independence from Spain in 1821, the Mexican authorities began in 1834 the process 

of secularization to dismantle the mission system in Alta California.  During the next 12 years, 

former mission ranchos throughout Alta California were surrendered to the Mexican government, 

and subsequently divided and granted to various prominent citizens of the province.  In 1842, 

Rancho San Bernardino was granted to members of a prominent Los Angeles family, the Lugos 
(Schuiling 1984:34).  An adobe house built by one of the grantees at the site of the historic county 

courthouse became the earliest non-Indian settlement in San Bernardino.  As elsewhere in Alta 

California during the Spanish and Mexican periods, cattle raising was the primary economic activity 
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on Rancho San Bernardino and other nearby land grants, often with the local Native American 

population providing the labor force (Lerch and Haenszel 1981). 
 

After the American annexation of Alta California in 1848, the Lugos sold the entire Rancho San 

Bernardino land grant in 1851 to a group of Mormon settlers, who promptly established a fortified 

settlement around the Lugo adobe and founded the town of San Bernardino (Schuiling 1984:45).  

The early growth of the Mormon colony was promising.  It became the county seat of the newly 
created San Bernardino County in 1853 and was incorporated as a city the next year (ibid.:48-49).  

In 1857, however, the budding town suffered a devastating setback when half of its population, 

responding to a recall from Mormon leaders, left California for Utah, causing the city to 

disincorporate (ibid.:50). 

 
In the 1880s, spurred by the completion of the Santa Fe Railway in 1885, the rise of the profitable 

citrus industry, and a general land boom that swept through much of southern California, San 

Bernardino gradually recovered and reincorporated in 1886.  With the selection of the city by the 

Santa Fe Railway as its regional headquarters, San Bernardino embarked on a period of steady 

growth that lasted well into the 20th century.  During World War II, the growth of San Bernardino 
was further boosted when the U.S. Army Air Corps established an airport and military base in the 

project vicinity in 1940-1941 (Richards 1966).  The history of the base was summarized by the 

Norton Air Force Base Museum (n.d.) as follows: 

 
The base began as Municipal Airport, San Bernardino under Army Air Corps jurisdiction.  During the 

summer of 1941, it became a training base to meet the needs of the 30,000 Pilot Training Program.  In 

December 1941, within days after the attack on Pearl Harbor, combat-ready fighter planes arrived to 

protect the Los Angeles area from enemy attack.  In July 1942 the airport was renamed San 

Bernardino Army Air Field and the San Bernardino Air Depot was established.  The facility’s 

primary function was the repair and maintenance of aircraft.  During the war, the Air Transport 

Command used the field and in 1943, maintenance operations for gas turbine engines were added. 

 

After WWII, the base became one of three major maintenance facilities for jet engines.  The base was 

transferred to US Air Force in 1948 and in 1950 was renamed Norton Air Force Base after Captain 

Leland Norton, a World War II bomber pilot who ordered the crew of his crippled plane to bail out 

over France just before perishing with the craft.  Operations at Norton were expanded to include 

maintenance, storage, and logistics support for various missile programs…  The base was selected for 

closure by the Base Realignment and Closure Commission in 1988 and closed on March 31, 1994. 

 

 
RESEARCH METHODS 

 

HISTORICAL/ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES RECORDS SEARCH 

 

On June 15, 2023, CRM TECH archaeologist Nina Gallardo conducted the historical/archaeological 
resources records search at the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC).  Located on the 

campus of California State University, Fullerton, the SCCIC is the State of California’s official 

cultural resource records repository for the County of San Bernardino.  The records search entailed a 

systematic examination of the SCCIC’s digital maps, records, and databases for previously identified 

cultural resources and existing cultural resources reports within a one-mile radius of the project area.  
Previously identified cultural resources include properties designated as California Historical 
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Landmarks, Points of Historical Interest, or San Bernardino County Historical Landmarks, as well as 

those listed in the National Register of Historic Places, the California Register of Historical 
Resources, or the California Historical Resources Inventory. 

 

SACRED LANDS FILE SEARCH 

 

In order to identify any known Native American cultural resources in or near the project area, on 
May 4, 2023, CRM TECH submitted a written request to the State of California Native American 

Heritage Commission (NAHC) for a records search in the commission’s Sacred Lands File.  The 

NAHC is the State of California’s trustee agency for the protection of “tribal cultural resources,” as 

defined by California Public Resources Code §21074, and is tasked with identifying and cataloging 

properties of Native American cultural value, including places of special religious, spiritual, or social 
significance and known graves and cemeteries throughout the state.  The response from NAHC is 

summarized below and attached to this report in Appendix 2.  

 

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND RESEARCH 

 
Historical background research for this study was conducted by CRM TECH principal investigator/ 

historian Bai “Tom” Tang on the basis of published literature in local and regional history, historical 

maps of the San Bernardino area, and aerial/satellite photographs of the project vicinity.  Among the 

maps consulted during the research were U.S. General Land Office land survey plat maps dated 

1858 and U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) topographic maps dated 1901-1996, which are available 
at the websites of the USGS and the U.S. Bureau of Land Management.  The aerial/satellite 

photographs, taken between 1938 and 2023, are available at the Nationwide Environmental Title 

Research (NETR) Online website and through the Google Earth software. 

 

FIELD SURVEY 

 

On June 27, 2023, CRM TECH archaeologist Salvadore Boites carried out the field survey of the 

project area.  The survey was completed on foot at an intensive level by walking a series of parallel 

north-south transects at 15-meter (approximately 50-foot) intervals.  In this way, the ground surface 

in the entire project area was systematically examined for any evidence of human activities dating to 
the prehistoric or historic period (i.e., 50 years ago or older).  Ground visibility was poor (20-30%) 

to fair (50-70%) in most of the project area due to the presence of dense vegetation after recent rains.  

In light of the apparent extent of past ground disturbance on the property, the reduced ground 

visibility was not considered a major hindrance to the survey efforts. 
 

GEOARCHAEOLOGICAL ANALYSIS 

 

As part of the research procedures, Bai “Tom” Tang pursued geoarchaeological analysis to assess 

the potential of the project area for the deposition and preservation of subsurface cultural deposits 
from the prehistoric period, which cannot be detected through a standard surface archaeological 

survey.  Sources consulted for this purpose included primarily topographic, geologic, and soil maps 

and reports pertaining to the surrounding area.  Findings from these sources were used to develop a 

geomorphologic history of the project location and address the geoarchaeological sensitivity of the 

subsurface sediments. 
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RESULTS AND FINDINGS 

 

HISTORICAL/ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES RECORDS SEARCH 

 

The record search results indicate that the project area had not been surveyed systematically for 

cultural resources prior to this study, although several linear surveys had been completed along the 
northern and southern project boundaries, namely Fifth and Sixth Streets.  Within the one-mile scope 

of the records search, a total of 34 previous studies have been reported to the SCCIC, and 75 

historical/archaeological resources have been recorded as a result.  The vast majority of these 

resources represented historic-period buildings in the surrounding area, including many on the 

former Norton Air Force Base.  The SCCIC records currently identify no known prehistoric (i.e., 
Native American) sites within a one-mile radius. 

 

One of these known cultural resources, designated Site 36-010820 in the California Historical 

Resources Inventory, consisted of the remains of the San Bernardino, Arrowhead and Waterman 

Railroad, also known as the Harlem Motor Road or the Highlands Motor Line.  Although originally 
recorded in the downtown area of San Bernardino, the rail line is known to have once traversed 

across the northern edge of the project area along Sixth Street (USGS 1901; 1943a; 1943b; NETR 

Online 1938).  Constructed in 1888 as a narrow-gauge motor line from San Bernardino to Harlem 

Hot Springs, the San Bernardino, Arrowhead, and Waterman Railroad operated for 20 years before 

being acquired by the Pacific Electric Railway Company and eventually dismantled sometime 
around the 1940s (Swett 1967:23; ERHA n.d.).  None of the other previously identified cultural 

resources was found in the immediate vicinity of the project area. 

 

SACRED LANDS FILE SEARCH 

 
In response to CRM TECH’s inquiry, the NAHC reported in a letter dated June 4, 2023, that the 

Sacred Lands File identified unspecified Native American cultural resource(s) in the general vicinity 

of the project area.  Noting that tribes are not required to and do not always record their sacred sites 

in the Sacred Lands File, the NAHC recommended that local Native American groups be contacted 

for further information and provided a referral list of potential contacts from tribes with traditional 
cultural affiliation to the project vicinity.  The NAHC’s reply is attached to this report in Appendix 2 

for reference by the City of San Bernardino in future government-to-government consultations with 

the local tribes, if necessary. 

 
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND RESEARCH 

 

Historical sources consulted for this study indicate that settlement and development activities began 

in the project vicinity shortly after the establishment of the Mormon colony of San Bernardino in 

1851 (Scott 1977:12).  By the 1890s, a grid of roads had been established around the project 
location, including the forerunners of present-day Sixth Street and Sterling Avenue, along with the 

San Bernardino, Arrowhead, and Waterman Railroad and some scattered buildings (Fig. 5).  On the 

south side of the project location, Fifth Street was extended across this area in the 1940s-1950s, after 

the establishment of Norton Air Force Base further to the south (Figs. 6, 7; NETR Online 1938; 

1959). 
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Figure 5.  The project area and vicinity in 1893-1899.  

(Source: USGS 1901a; 1901b)   

During the 1930s, the entire project area was 

under cultivation as agricultural fields (NETR 
Online 1938).  By the early 1950s, a group of 

buildings, apparently residences, had come into 

being in the northeastern corner of the project 

area, while the rest of the property continued to 

be used for agriculture (Fig. 7; NETR Online 
1959).  All of the buildings were removed in 

1966-1968 under unknown circumstances, and 

the farming operation had evidently ceased on 

the property at least by 1980 (NETR Online 

1966-1980).  Since then, the project area has 
remained vacant and largely unused to the 

project time (NETR Online 1980-2020; Google 

Earth 1994-2023).   

 

FIELD SURVEY 

 

During the field survey, the only features of 

prehistoric or historical origin encountered in the 

project area were two concrete foundations in the 

northeastern portion of the property, evidently 
left by the residential buildings that once stood in  

 

 
 
Figure 6.  The project area and vicinity in 1936-1939.  

(Source: USGS 1943a; 1943b)   

 
 

Figure 7.  The project area and vicinity in 1952.  (Source: 

USGS 1954)   
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Figure 8.  Broken concrete foundation near the eastern project boundary.  (Photograph taken on June 27, 2023) 

 

that area in the 1950s-1960s.  The foundation closer to the eastern project boundary has been 

dismantled and reduced to rubble (Fig. 8).  The other one remains intact but is partially covered by 
soil (Fig. 9).  The visible surface of this foundation measures 30x25 feet.  No associated historical 

artifact deposit was observed around either of the foundations. 

 

 
 
Figure 9.  Intact concrete foundation.  (Photograph taken on June 27, 2023) 
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GEOARCHAEOLOGICAL ANALYSIS 

 

Geologic maps show the surface sediments in the project vicinity to be primarily Holocene-age sand 

and gravel associated with alluvial fans and/or active stream channels (Dibblee 1974; Morton 1978; 

Matti et al. 2003).  The origins of these sediments are closely related to City Creek, which once 
flowed roughly 1,000 feet south of the project location prior to channelization (Figs. 5, 6), and to the 

Santa Ana River about one mile further to the south, which was historically prone to massive 

flooding events before the construction of Seven Oaks Dam upstream and other flood Control 

projects.   

 
Given its location along on the floodplains of these natural waterways, the project location would not 

have been considered a favorable environment for long-term settlement in prehistoric times, nor 

would the setting be conducive for the preservation of subsurface archaeological deposits.  Any 

cultural remains encountered in this area would be of questionable contextual integrity, as their 
occurrence may have resulted from secondary deposition by fluvial activities on City Creek or the 

Santa Ana River.  Furthermore, the ground surface in almost the entire project area has been 

disturbed in the past by agricultural operations and, later, construction activities, which have left 

little vestige of the native landscape today.  Consequently, the subsurface sediments in the project 

area appear to be relatively low in sensitivity for potentially significant archaeological deposits of 
prehistoric origin. 

 

 

DISCUSSION 

 
The purpose of this study is to identify any cultural resources within the project area and to assist the 

City of San Bernardino in determining whether such resources meet the official definition of 

“historical resources,” as provided in the California Public Resources Code, in particular CEQA.  

According to PRC §5020.1(j), “‘historical resource’ includes, but is not limited to, any object, 

building, 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.” 

 

More specifically, CEQA guidelines state that the term “historical resources” applies to any such 

resources listed in or determined to be eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical 
Resources, included in a local register of historical resources, or determined to be historically 

significant by the lead agency (Title 14 CCR §15064.5(a)(1)-(3)).  Regarding the proper criteria for 

the evaluation of historical significance, CEQA guidelines mandate that “generally a resource shall 

be considered by the lead agency to be ‘historically significant’ if the resource meets the criteria for 

listing on the California Register of Historical Resources” (Title 14 CCR §15064.5(a)(3)).  A 
resource may be listed in the California Register if it meets any of the following criteria: 

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

§5024.1(c)) 

 

As discussed above, no potential “historical resources” were previously recorded within or adjacent 

to the project boundaries, and none was found during the present survey.  The only features more 
than 50 years of age found during the survey were the foundational remains of two buildings, 

evidently residences constructed in the 1940s-1950s and demolished in the 1960s.  Neither of them 

occurs with a notable deposit of historic-period artifacts, and thus neither of them demonstrates any 

archaeological data potential.  With the buildings no longer extant, such common, ubiquitous late-

historic-period structural remains retain no integrity to be associated with any persons or events in 
their history, nor do they exhibit any other merits.  As such, the foundations in the project area are 

not considered potential “historical resources” and require no further study.  Based on these findings, 

the present study concludes that no “historical resources,” as defined above, are known to be present 

within or adjacent to the project area. 

 
 

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

CEQA establishes that “a project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 

historical resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment” (PRC 
§21084.1).  “Substantial adverse change,” according to PRC §5020.1(q), “means demolition, 

destruction, relocation, or alteration such that the significance of a historical resource would be 

impaired.” 

 

In summary of the research results presented above, no “historical resources,” as defined by CEQA 
and associated regulations, were encountered throughout the course of this study.  The NAHC stated 

that the Sacred Lands File indicated the presence of unspecified Native American cultural 

resource(s) in the general vicinity of the project location and referred further inquiry to local Native 

American groups.  According to current CEQA guidelines, however, the identification of potential 

“tribal cultural resources” is beyond the scope of this study and needs to be addressed through 
government-to-government consultations between the City of San Bernardino and the pertinent 

Native American groups pursuant to Assembly Bill (AB) 52.  Based on these findings, CRM TECH 

presents the following recommendations to the City of San Bernardino: 

 

• The project as currently proposed will not cause a substantial adverse change to any known 

“historical resources.” 

• A tentative conclusion of No Impact on cultural resources appears to be appropriate for this 
project, pending the completion of the AB 52 consultation process to ensure the proper 

identification of potential “tribal cultural resources.” 

• No other cultural resources investigation is necessary for the proposed project unless 

development plans undergo such changes as to include areas not covered by this study. 

• If buried cultural materials are encountered during any earth-moving operations associated with 

the project, all work in the immediate vicinity of the discovery should be halted or diverted until 

a qualified archaeologist can evaluate the nature and significance of the finds. 
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