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Western United States Series Santa Ana, California map (1959, revised 1979).



Brown, MLA.
1979 Cultural Resource Assessment for the Desert Palace Project, Tentative Tract
13986, near Indio, Riverside County, California. Ms. on file, Eastern Information
Center, California Historical Resources Information System, UC Riverside.

California Department of Parks and Recreation
1976 California Inventory of Historic Places. California Office of Historic
Preservation, California Department of Parks and Recreation, Sacramento.

1989 Archaeological Resource Management Reports (ARMR): Recommended
Contents and Format. California Office of Historic Preservation, California
Department of Parks and Recreation, Sacramento.

1990 California Historical Landmarks. California Department of Parks and
Recreation, Sacramento.

Campbell, E.-W.C., and W.H. Campbell
1935 The Pinto Basin Site: An Ancient Aboriginal Camping Ground in the California
Desert. Southwest Museum Papers 9:1-51.

Ebeling, Walter
1986 Handbook of Indian Foods and Fibers of Arid America. University of California

Press, Berkeley, California

Gifford, Edward W.
1918 Clans and Moities of Southern California. University of California Publications
in American Archaeology and Ethnology 8:29-68.

Gurrola, Larry D. and Thomas K. Rockwell
1996 Timing and Slip for Prehistoric Earthquakes on the Superstition Mountain Fault,
Imperial Valley, Southern California. Journal of Geophysical Research
101(B3):5977-5985.

Hopper, Lucille
1920 The Cahuilla Indians. University of California Publications in American
Archaeology and Ethnology 16:316-379. Berkeley.

Kroeber, A.J.
1908 Ethnography of the Cahuilla Indians. University of California Publications in
American Archaeology and Ethnology 8:29-68. Berkeley.

1925 Handbook of the Indians of California. 1976 reprint edition. Dover Publications,
Inc., New York.

29



Laylander, Don
1997 The Last Days of Lake Cahuilla: The Elmore Site. Pacific Coast Archaeological
Society Quarterly 33(1 and 2): 1-138.

Love, Bruce, Michael Hogan, Harry M. Quinn, and Kathryn J.W. Bouscaren
1999 Archaeological Testing and Site Evaluation at La Quinta Corporate Centre,
Highway 111 and Dune Palms Road, La Quinta, Riverside County, California.
Ms. on file, Eastern Information Center, California Historical Resources
Information System, UC Riverside. '

McCarthy, Daniel F.
1989 Reevaluation of Archaeological Sites CA-RIV-1769, -3667, and —3668 Recorded
on Tentative Tract 24197, Located Near Indian Wells in Riverside County,
California. Ms. on file, Eastern Information Center, California Historical
" Resources Information System, UC Riverside.

Quinn, Harry M.
1997 Reconnaissance Geologic Investigation along the Old Shoreline of “Ancient Lake
Cahuilla” Exposed in a Pipeline Trench Along Avenue 48 Just West of Jefferson
Street, La Quinta, California. Ms. on file. Archaeological Advisory Group,

Pioneertown, California.

Rockwell, Thomas
1995 Lecture to the Coachella Valley Archaeological Society at the Palm Springs
Desert Museum, March 17, 1995.

Schaefer, Jerry
1994 The Challenge of Archaeological Research in the Colorado Desert: Recent
Approaches and Discoveries.  Journal of California and Great Basin
Anthropology 16(1):60-80.

Strong, William Duncan
1929 Aboriginal Society in Southern California. University of California Publications
in American Archaeology and Ethnology 26:1-349. Berkeley.

Warren, Claude N.
1984 The Desert Region. In California Archaeology, by Michael J. Moratto, pp. 339-
430. Academic Press, New York.

Warren, Claude N., and Robert H. Crabtree
1986 Prehistory of the Southwestern Area. In Great Basin, edited by Warren L.
D'Azevedo, pp. 183-193. Handbook of North American Indians, Vel 11,
William C. Sturtevant, general editor. Smithsonian Institute, Washington D.C.

30



_ Waters, Michael R.
1982 The Lowland Patayan Ceramic Tradition. In Hohokam and Patayan: Prehistory
of Southwestern Arizona, edited by Randall H. McGuire and Michael B. Schiffer,
pp. 275-297. Academic Press, New York.

1983 Late Holocene Lacustrine Chronology and Archaeology of Ancient Lake
Cahuilla, California. Quaternary Research 19:373-387.

Wilke, Philip J.
1978 Late Prehistoric Human Ecology at Lake Cahuilla, Coachella Valley, California.
Contributions of the University of California Archaeological Research Facility
No. 38. University of California, Berkeley.

1988 The Natural and Cultural Environment. In Archaeological Investigations at CA-
RIV-1179, CA-RIV-2823, and CA-RIV-2827, La Quinta, Riverside County,
California. Coyote Press, Salinas, California.

APPENDIX 1: PERSONNEL QUALIFICATIONS

James Brock (Principal Investigator)

=  BA (Anthropology), UC Santa Barbara

*  MA (Archaeology), University of Durham, Durham, England

» Registered Professional Archaeologist (RPA), i.e. listed on Registry of Professional
Archaeologists, formerly the Society of Professional Archaeologists (SOPA). SOPA
certifications in field research, theoretical/archival research, and historical archaeology.

» 20 years of experience as a Principal Investigator on cultural resource management (CRM)
projects throughout southern California

Brenda D. Smith (Research Associate)

* BS (Anthropology) UC Riverside

» MA (American Indian Studies) UCLA

» Registered Professional Archaeologist (RPA), i.e. listed on Registry of Professional
Archaeologists.

= 9 years of cultural resource management experience in California and Arizona

Mary Anne Eason (Crew Member/Surveyor)

* BA (Anthropology), CSU San Bernardino

= MA (Anthropology), UC Riverside

» 4 years of CRM experience in southern California

31



(B)
wiblem

-
™~
=]
©

- T T T T T YT T T T T T T T Y e

NrrrrrOrrrhrrrrO OO0

Wwnoy junod
Uiy

juing
jung awos

juinq
JIng QWos
juing
ng
juing

juing

Yo

spep

980J
ue}-Ae.6

10]09

SUO}SISPUOM
Heyo
Heyo

IBHeIBIN

Bey auoq Buoy
Biqejen
LBey qinys

alemumolq
J8inge)

a1BmuMOIq
Je|nge}
18|nqo|6
18|nqojB
aJemumoIq
BIGOHUAN
BIQSLBA
auoq Buoj
o0}
Je|nge)}

adA)

|ewwew jjews
ysid

10 'eWwWBW |jBwS
ssod Juswbeld o4
abeyqeq
ebeygeqg
[Bwwew ||BuWg
fpoq ‘preys
payeg

Lusid

JBWWBL [BWS
fipoq 'peus
paxeg

poyeg

paxeg

fpoq ‘pieys
[BWWELW [[BWS
[BWWEBW [[BWS
[BWWEW |[BWS
|BWWBW |BWS
payeg
[BWLWeW [[BWS

uopdpaseq

S50TV.LVD LDVAODA/LOVALLYY ‘T XIANIddY

|leuned Z2Z
_u:_._wu_ [¥A
jeuneg 0¢
au0)g peddiud 61
euoig paddiyd 81
suclg paddiyo 21
{eunsd g
ojwess) i
ARl ¥1
|Buned €1
|euned zi
olwesa)d L
Aed oL

AeD 8

AeiD 8

Juieia) L

|leunegd 9

leuned g

leuned ¢

jeuned €

fep z

|euned |

odAL Peypy

lequinN
Bojeye

0013/0SZN 684}
0013/052N 894}
0013/0SZN 6941
001 3/06ZN 68941
0SAVOSZN 69.1
0SMVOSEZN 69}
03/0GZN 80.L1
03/0GZN 691
03/09ZN 89.}
0$3/00ZN 88.L}
0G3/00ZN 68.L1
0G3/00ZN 69.1
0S3/00ZN 6641
0S3/00ZN 6941
03/00ZN 69.1
03/00ZN 68.1
053/002S8
03/001S 188¢€
03/001S LogE
03/001S L9BE
00LAMVOOLN
03/00LN

uopeao]
PUD

32



ATTACHMENT E

2008-2009 MONITORING PROGRAM



‘:,EJI

————

RI-08213

i

ECETVI
APR 15 2009

CITY OF LA QUINTA
__PLANNING DEPARTMENT

ARCHAEOLOGICAL MONITORING REPORT

JEFFERSON SQUARE PROJECT

Jefferson Street and Fred Waring Drive
City of La Quinta, Riverside County, California

For Submittal to:

Planning Department
City of La Quinta
78-495 Calle Tampico
La Quinta, CA 92253

Prepared for:

Tom Middleton
Regency Realty Group, Inc.
36 Executive Park, Suite 100

Irvine, CA 92614

Prepared by:

CRM TECH
1016 E. Cooley Drive, Suite A/B
Colton, CA 92324

Bai "Tom" Tang, Principal Investigator
Michael Hogan, Principal Investigator

April 8, 2009
CRM TECH Contract No. 2263



NATIONAL ARCHAEOLOGICAL DATABASE INFORMATION
Author(s): Josh Smallwood, Archaeologist/Report Writer

Consulting Firm: CRM TECH
1016 E. Cooley Drive, Suite A/B
Colton, CA 92324
(909) 824-6400

Date: April 8, 2009

Title: Archaeological Monitoring Report: Jefferson Square Project, Jefferson
Street and Fred Waring Drive, City of La Quinta, Riverside County,
California

For Submittal to: Planning Department
City of La Quinta
78-495 Calle Tampico
La Quinta, CA 92253
(760) 777-7125

Prepared for: Tom Middleton
Regency Realty Group, Inc.
36 Executive Park, Suite 100
Irvine, CA 92614
(951) 695-8671

USGS Quadrangle: La Quinta, Calif., 7.5' quadrangle (Section 20, T5S R7E, San
Bernardino Base Meridian)

Project Size: Approximately 11 acres

Keywords: City of La Quinta, County of Riverside; Coachella Valley region;
archaeological monitoring of grading activities; Assessor's Parcel No.
604-521-005; Site 33-001769/ CA-RIV-1769 (prehistoric habitation
debris); possible human cremation remains; no substantial adverse
effect on a "historical resource”




MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

Since August 2008, at the request of Regency Realty Group, Inc, CRM TECH has completed an
archaeological monitoring program during earth-moving operations for the Jefferson Square project, a
commercial development in the City of La Quinta, Riverside County, California. The project area,
Assessor's Parcel No. 604-521-005, is located on the southwest corner of Fred Waring Drive and Jefferson
Street, in the northeast quarter of Section 20, T5S R7E, San Bernardino Base Meridian. It encompasses a
portion of Site 33-001769, a prehistoric archaeological site that was first recorded in the 1970s and
subsequently studied through a series of Phase I and Phase II investigations.

The monitoring program was required by the City of La Quinta, as Lead Agency for the project,
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the City's Historic Preservation
Ordinance. The purpose of the monitoring program is to assist the City and Regency Realty Group, Inc.,
in identifying, evaluating and, if necessary, protecting any subsurface archaeological resources
encountered during grading, trenching, and other earth-moving operations, as mandated by CEQA and
the City ordinance. In order to accomplish these objectives, CRM TECH conducted a field inspection of
the site area prior to earth-moving activities, provided on-site monitoring throughout the grading and
excavation process, and completed salvage excavations where prehistoric archaeological remains were
encountered.

The monitoring program resulted in the discovery of a possible human cremation and an isolated
pottery sherd, which were encountered at different locations within the project area. The sherd was
found near the eastern boundary of the project area, well outside of the boundaries of any previously
recorded sites in the vicinity. The cremation remains were found within the recorded boundaries of Site
33-001769.

While Site 33-001769 may have once contained an abundance of prehistoric archaeological remains, the
portion of the site that is present within the project area has yielded very little information that would be
considered important to the study of the prehistory of the area. With its complete removal, the portion
of Site 33-001769 in the project area has no further archaeological data potential. Therefore, the portion
of Site 33-001769 in the project area, in general, does not appear to meet the criteria for listing in the
California Register of Historical Resources, and does not qualify as a "historical resource," as defined by
CEQA.

However, the possible human cremation remains found at the site are of great cultural importance to the
local Native American community and do appear to qualify as a "historical resource" under CEQA
guidelines. With the repatriation and reinterment of the remains during this study, however, the project
has not caused a substantial adverse change in the traditional cultural value of the cremation remains.
Therefore, the cremation remains, as well as the portion of Site 33-001769 located within the project
boundaries, require no further treatment under CEQA or the City ordinance. The isolated pottery sherd,
found with no other cultural materials and with no potential to yield important scientific information, is
not considered a potential "historical resource,” and requires no further consideration.

In light of the results and findings of the monitoring program, CRM TECH presents the following
recommendations to the City of La Quinta:

¢ The earth-moving operations monitored during this study have not had a substantial adverse effect
on any "historical resources," as defined by CEQA.

* The project was carried out in compliance with CEQA provisions on cultural resources and with the
City's Historic Preservation Ordinance, and no further archaeological investigations will be
necessary within the project area.
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INTRODUCTION

Since August 2008, at the request of Regency Realty Group, Inc.,, CRM TECH has
completed an archaeological monitoring program during earth-moving operations for the
Jefferson Square project, a commercial development in the City of La Quinta, Riverside
County, California (Fig. 1). The project area, Assessor's Parcel No. 604-521-005, is located
on the southwest corner of Fred Waring Drive and Jefferson Street, in the northeast quarter
of Section 20, T5S R7E, San Bernardino Base Meridian (Figs. 2, 3). It encompasses a portion
of Site 33-001769, a prehistoric archaeological site that was first recorded in the 1970s and
subsequently studied through a series of Phase I and Phase II investigations.

The monitoring program was required by the City of La Quinta, as Lead Agency for the
project, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; PRC §21000, et seq.)
and the City's Historic Preservation Ordinance (Title 7, La Quinta Municipal Code). The
purpose of the monitoring program is to assist the City and Regency Realty Group, Inc., in
identifying, evaluating and, if necessary, protecting any subsurface archaeological
resources encountered during grading, trenching, and other earth-moving operations, as
mandated by CEQA and the City ordinance.

In order to accomplish these objectives, CRM TECH conducted a field inspection of the site
area prior to earth-moving activities, provided on-site monitoring throughout the grading
and excavation process, and completed salvage excavations where prehistoric
archaeological remains were encountered. The following report is a complete account of
the methods, results, and final conclusion of this study.
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Figure 1. Project vicinity. (Based on USGS Santa Ana, Calif., 1:250,000 quadrangle)
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Figure 3. Aerial image of the project area and vicinity. (Based on Riverside County GIS)

PROJECT BACKGROUND

As stated above, a portion of a prehistoric—i.e., Native American—archaeological site, 33-
001769 (CA-RIV-1769), was previously recorded as lying partially within the current
project area. The site was first identified in 1971, evaluated in 1979, and determined at that
time to be eligible for nomination to the National Register of Historic Places (Brown 1979:7,
40). However, archaeological studies since that time have been unable to relocate much of
the cultural materials and features that were initially reported on the property, and thus
could not substantiate its eligibility for the National Register on the basis of what little data
had been obtained from the site (Apple 1980:14; Brock and Smith 2000).

Subsequent development within the established site boundaries has occurred to the north
of Fred Waring Drive and to the west of the current project area, possibly removing or
burying archaeological remains associated with 33-001769, and it is reported that local
relic-hunters or concerned individuals may have removed artifacts from the site as well
(Apple 1980:11-13; Desautels 1982). None of these, however, has been properly
documented (ibid.).



The most recent archaeological study involving the subject property was conducted by the
Archaeological Advisory Group (AAG) in 2000, which encompassed a total of roughly 75
acres, incdluding the entire project area and adjoining land on the west and the south (Brock
and Smith 2000). That study concentrated on identifying subsurface deposits at or near the
recorded location of Site 33-001769 and other sites present within AAG's study area.
Extensive test excavations were carried out by trenching with a backhoe in an effort to
identify deeply buried archaeological remains and to investigate areas that appeared to
have the potential for buried remains, such as mesquite-covered dunes (ibid.:1).

AAG's testing program identified a scant amount of cultural materials, suggesting that no
potentially significant cultural deposits were present in buries deposits on the subject
property. Given the highly sensitive nature of the project area and the probability of
encountering cultural materials during future earth-moving activities, however, AAG
recommended that archaeological monitoring be conducted during any grading or
trenching associated with proposed construction (Brock and Smith 2000:1). The
recommendation was adopted by the City of La Quinta, and the present study was
undertaken as a result.

CULTURAL SETTING
PREHISTORY

In the history of the Americas, the term "prehistoric period" refers to the time prior to the
arrival of non-Indians, when native lifeways and traditions remained intact and viable. In
the vicinity of present-day La Quinta, foreign influences began to bring about profound
changes to native lifeways around the late 1700s, which ushered in the "historic period."

The prehistoric period in the Coachella Valley is generally divided into the Late Prehistoric
and the Archaic Periods. The transition between these two periods is generally considered
to be around AD 1000, marked by the introduction of pottery into the region from the
Colorado River cultures. For this reason, the Archaic Period is sometimes also referred to
as the "pre-ceramic" period. Other important cultural changes in prehistoric times include
the introduction of the bow and arrow, probably around AD 500, and the change from
burial practices to cremations, perhaps around 500 BC. Students of historical linguistics
propose a migration of Takic speakers sometime between 1000 BC and AD 500 from the
Great Basin region of Nevada, Utah, and eastern California into southern California.

For purposes of this study, the introduction of pottery is used as the margin separating the
Archaic Period from Late Prehistoric, although it would also be acceptable to use the other
significant events in prehistory. As further archaeological work progresses, in part under
the mandate of federal, state, and local historic preservation regulations, the important
nodes marking cultural change over past centuries and millennia will become more clearly
defined.

ETHNOHISTORY

The Coachella Valley is a historical center of Native American settlement, where U.S.
surveyors noted large numbers of Indian villages and rancherias, occupied by the Cahuilla



people, in the mid-19th century. The Cahuilla, a Takic-speaking people of hunters and
gatherers, are generally divided by anthropologists into three groups, according to their
geographic setting: the Pass Cahuilla of the San Gorgonio Pass-Palm Springs area, the
Mountain Cahuilla of the San Jacinto and Santa Rosa Mountains and the Cahuilla Valley,
and the Desert Cahuilla of the eastern Coachella Valley.

The Cahuilla did not have a single name that referred to an all-inclusive tribal affiliation.
Instead, membership was in terms of lineages or clans. Each lineage or clan belonged to
one of two main divisions of the people, known as moieties. Members of clans in one
moiety had to marry into clans from the other moiety. Individual clans had villages, or
central places, and territories they called their own, for purposes of hunting game,
gathering food, or utilizing other necessary resources. They interacted with other clans
through trade, intermarriage, and ceremonies.

Population data prior to European contact are almost impossible to obtain, but estimates
range from 3,600 to as high as 10,000 persons. During the 19th century, however, the
Cahuilla population was decimated as a result of European diseases, most notably
smallpox, for which the Native peoples had no immunity. Today, Native Americans of
Pass or Desert Cahuilla heritage are mostly affiliated with one or more of the Indian
reservations in and near the Coachella Valley, including Torres Martinez, Augustine,
Cabazon, Agua Caliente, and Morongo.

HISTORY

In 1823-1825, José Romero, José Maria Estudillo, and Romualdo Pacheco, leading a series of
expeditions in search of a route to Yuma, became the first noted European explorers to
travel through the Coachella Valley. However, due to its harsh environment, few non-
Indians ventured into the desert valley during the Mexican and early American periods,
except those who traveled across it along the established trails.

The most important among these trails was the Cocomaricopa Trail, an ancient Indian
trading route that was "discovered" in 1862 by William David Bradshaw and became
known thereafter as the Bradshaw Trail. In much of the Coachella Valley, this historic
wagon road traversed a similar course to that of present-day Highway 111. During the
1860s-1870s, the Bradshaw Trail served as the main thoroughfare between coastal southern
California and the Colorado River, until the completion of the Southern Pacific Railroad in
1876-1877 brought an end to its heyday.

Non-Indian settlement in the Coachella Valley began in the 1870s, with the establishment
of railroad stations along the Southern Pacific Railroad, and spread further in the 1880s,
after public land was opened for claims under the Homestead Act, the Desert Land Act,
and other federal land laws. Farming became the dominant economic activity in the valley,
thanks to the development of underground water sources, often in the form of artesian
wells. However, it was not until the completion of the Coachella Canal in 1948-1949 that
farmers in the arid region obtained an adequate and reliable water supply.

The main agricultural staple in the Coachella Valley, the date palm, was first introduced
around the turn of the century. By the late 1910s, the date palm industry had firmly
established itself, giving the region its celebrated image of "the Arabia of America."



Starting in the 1920s, a new industry, featuring equestrian camps, resort hotels, and
eventually country clubs, gradually spread throughout the Coachella Valley, and since
then transformed it into southern California's leading winter retreat.

In today's City of La Quinta, the earliest settlement and land development activities did not
occur until the turn of the century. In 1926, with the construction of the La Quinta Hotel,
the development of La Quinta took on the character of a winter resort, typical of the desert
communities along Highway 111. Beginning in the early 1930s, the subdivision of the cove
area of La Quinta and the marketing of "weekend homes" further emphasized this new
direction of development. On May 1, 1982, La Quinta was incorporated as the 19th city in
Riverside County.

METHODS AND PROCEDURES
ARCHAEOLOGICAL FIELDWORK

A preliminary field inspection of the project area was performed prior to the
commencement of grading activities. The original site maps on file at the Eastern
Information Center, University of California, Riverside, were used to pinpoint the location
of Site 33-001769. A reconnaissance-level re-survey was then carried out in and around the
site area.

On-site monitoring of earth-moving operations was carried out between August and
December, 2008, by CRM TECH field director Daniel Ballester and field technician Andrea
Stella (see App. 1 for qualifications). The basic field monitoring procedure entailed close
observation of grading and trenching activities while inspecting the ground surface as soils
were removed and fresh layers were exposed.

ARTIFACT ANALYSIS

The only artifact collected and removed from the project area during the archaeological
field procedures, an isolated pottery sherd found at a depth of approximately six feet
below the surface, was transported to the CRM TECH laboratory for detailed analysis. It
was examined by archaeologist Josh Smallwood (see App. 1 for qualifications) to determine
clay type—e.g., brownware vs. buffware—and, if possible, functional classification—e.g.,
water jar, storage vessel, cooking pot, or bowl.

RESULTS AND FINDINGS
ARCHAEOLOGICAL FIELDWORK

During on-site monitoring of earth-moving operations, a possible cremation and an
isolated pottery sherd were encountered at different locations within the project
boundaries. The sherd was found near the eastern boundary of the project area, well
outside the boundaries of any previously recorded sites in the vicinity. The cremation
remains were found within the recorded boundaries of Site 33-001769. After their locations



were plotted onto project maps, the cremation remains and the sherd were collected,
bagged, and labeled with the appropriate information.

The cremation remains were reintered at a nearby location, as discussed below, while the
pottery sherd was collected for analysis. Following the completion of all field procedures,
the resulting location map and a description of the finds was compiled into a standard site
record update form and submitted to the Eastern Information Center (EIC) at the
University of California, Riverside, for inclusion in the California Historical Resources
Inventory.

Subsurface Excavation

On August 29, 2008, while scrapers were excavating a retention basin in the northwestern
portion of the project area, Andrea Stella encountered an oval-shaped burned spot on the
ground at the depth of one meter below the original ground surface. She commenced an
archaeological excavation to investigate the feature as a possible cremation under the
supervision of field director Daniel Ballester. On September 2, 2008, the excavation
confirmed the presence of possible human bone, and the Riverside County Sheriff-
Coroner's Office was contacted immediately, as required by standard procedures. Deputy
Coroner Deborah Gray visited the site on that same day and identified the remains as non-
diagnostic femur or tibia fragments of human size (Case #2008-063-351). She then
contacted the Native American Heritage Commission in Sacramento regarding the find.

Reinterment of Cremation Remains

On September 10, 2008, Tribal Elder Joe Benitez of the nearby Cabazon Band of Mission
Indians visited the site to help formulate the proper treatment of the possible human
cremation remains. He requested reinterment of the remains on site at a depth below any
future project-related disturbance. Mr. Benitez performed a small ceremony for the
remains prior to the interment. Using an excavator, the cremation was reburied in the
southwest corner of the project area at a depth of approximately eight feet below the
surface, in an area designated for landscaping. The location was plotted onto project maps
for inclusion in the site record update form.

ARTIFACT ANALYSIS

Ceramic analysis revealed that the isolated pottery sherd is of the buffware variety, pinkish
in color, with very fine paste, and very fine-grain temper with almost no sand. Itisa
slightly curved rim sherd that appears to be from a bowl nearly six inches (approx. 15 cm)
in diameter, with a recurved rim and rounded, overlapping lip. The lip was constructed
using a pinch method. The sherd exhibits striations from shaping and finishing, and is
smooth on the exterior but somewhat bumpy and crude on the interior, suggesting it was
purely functional and not necessarily decorative. Based on its morphology and
descriptions of pottery vessels in ethnographic literature, the sherd may be from a cooking
or food serving bowl (Campbell 1999:120-121). The cultural material found during this
study, including both the cremation remains and the isolated pottery sherd, was recovered
from dune-sand deposits lying above the lakebed clay sediments of ancient Lake Cahuilla,
and thus likely post-date the last high stand of the lake (ca. AD 1680).



SUMMARY

The possible human cremation was found within the recorded boundaries of Site 33-
001769, at a depth of one meter below the original ground surface. The isolated pottery
sherd was found near the eastern boundary of the project area, well outside the established
boundaries of any previously recorded sites in the vicinity.

The sherd and the cremation have added no new information to existing knowledge of Site
33-001769 or of prehistoric lifeways in this part of the Coachella Valley. However, the
possible human cremation remains are undoubtedly of great cultural importance to the
local Native American community. The remains were properly treated and repatriated to
the Cabazon Band of Mission Indians. Reinterment of the remains at a new location
insures that they will be kept safe and undisturbed during any future construction
activities associated with the project.

DISCUSSION

Based on the results of the monitoring program discussed above, the following sections
present CRM TECH's conclusion on whether any "historical resources," as defined by
CEQA, were impacted by the monitored earth-moving operations.

DEFINITION

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 of historical significance, CEQA guidelines mandate that "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.
(4) Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or
history. (PRC §5024.1(c))

A local register of historical resources, as defined by PRC §5020.1(k), "means a list of
properties officially designated or recognized as historically significant by a local



government pursuant to a local ordinance or resolution.” For properties within the City of
La Quinta, the City's Historic Preservation Ordinance (Title 7, La Quinta Municipal Code)
provides for the establishment of a historic resources inventory as the official local register.
A property may be considered for inclusion in the historic resources inventory based on
one or more of the following:

A. Tt exemplifies or reflects special elements of the city’s cultural, social, economic,
political, aesthetic, engineering or architectural history; or

B. Itisidentified with persons or events significant in local, state or national
history; or

C. Itembodies distinctive characteristics of a style, type, period or method of
construction, is a valuable example of the use of the indigenous materials or
craftsmanship or is representative of a notable work of an acclaimed builder,
designer or architect; or

D. Itis an archaeological, paleontological, botanical, geological, topographical,
ecological or geographical site which has the potential of yielding information of
scientific value; or

E. Itisa geographically definable area possessing concentration of sites, buildings,
structures, improvements or objects linked historically through location, design,
setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and/ or association, in which the
collective value of the improvements may be greater than the value of each
individual improvement. (LQMC §7.06.020)

Pursuant to these statutory and regulatory guidelines, the isolated pottery sherd and the
cremation remains encountered during this study are evaluated under both the criteria for
the California Register and those for the City of La Quinta's historic resources inventory.
The results of the evaluation are discussed below.

EVALUATION
Cremation Remains

As discussed above, the possible human cremation was found within the boundaries of Site
33-001769, which was previously determined to be eligible for nomination to the National
Register of Historic Places (Brown 1979:7, 40). However, subsequent studies have been
unable to substantiate the determination of eligibility on what little data had been obtained
from the site (Apple 1980:14; Brock and Smith 2000), and a recent study suggests that no
potentially significant buried cultural deposits were present within the current project area
(Brock and Smith 2000).

While Site 33-001769 may have once contained an abundance of prehistoric archaeological
remains, the portion of the site that is present within the project area today has yielded
very little information that would be considered important to the study of the prehistory of
the area. With its complete removal, the portion of Site 33-001769 in the project area has no
further archaeological data potential. Therefore, the portion of Site 33-001769 in the project
area, in general, does not appear to meet the criteria for listing in the California Register of
Historical Resources, and does not qualify as a "historical resource," as defined above.

However, the possible human cremation remains found at the site are of great cultural
importance to the local Native American community, as demonstrated by the participation



by the Cabazon Band of Mission Indians in the treatment of the remains during this study.
Based on its traditional cultural value, the cremation feature found during this study,
individually, qualifies as a "historical resource" under CEQA guidelines.

Isolated Pottery Sherd

As mentioned above, the isolated pottery sherd was discovered outside the boundaries of
any previously recorded sites in the vicinity. It was found with no other associated cultural
materials and within soils attributed to the last high stand of Lake Cahuilla and more
recent dune formations. Occurring out of depositional context, an isolate by definition
does not constitute an archaeological site, and is thus not considered a potential "historical
resource,” as defined by CEQA.

PROJECT EFFECT ASSESSMENT

Since the possible human cremation feature found within the boundaries of Site 33-001769
meets the statutory and regulatory definition of a "historical resource," CEQA mandates
that any "demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration" that would impair its
significance or integrity be considered a "significant effect on the environment" (PRC
§5020.1(q); §21084.1). During this study, the cremation remains were removed from their
original location. However, the remains were repatriated to the appropriate Native
American group, namely the Cabazon Band of Mission Indians, and subsequently
reinterred at a location that will be safe from future disturbances. Since the traditional
cultural value of the cremation remains has thus been preserved, CRM TECH concludes
that the project has had no substantial adverse effect on this "historical resource.”

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

In conclusion, the earth-moving operations monitored during this study encountered a
possible human cremation within the established boundaries of Site 33-001769. While the
portion of the site within the project area, in general, does not constitute a "historical
resource,” the cremation feature does, individually, because of its traditional cultural value
to the local Native American community. The current project, however, did not cause a
substantial adverse change in the significance of the cremation remains. An isolate that
was also discovered during this study, by definition, does not require formal evaluation as
a potential "historical resource," and requires no further consideration.

In light of the results and findings of the monitoring program, CRM TECH presents the
following recommendations to the City of La Quinta:

¢ The earth-moving operations monitored during this study have not had a substantial
adverse effect on any "historical resources,” as defined by CEQA.

* The project was carried out in compliance with CEQA provisions on cultural resources
and with the City's Historic Preservation Ordinance, and no further archaeological
investigations will be necessary within the project area.
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Education
1991

1981
1980-1981
2002

2002

2002

1992
1992

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR/ARCHAEOLOGIST
Michael Hogan, Ph.D., RPA*

Ph.D., Anthropology, University of California, Riverside.
B.S., Anthropology, University of California, Riverside; with honors.
Education Abroad Program, Lima, Peru.

Section 106—National Historic Preservation Act: Federal Law at the Local
Level. UCLA Extension Course #888.

"Recognizing Historic Artifacts,” workshop presented by Richard Norwood,
Historical Archaeologist.

"Wending Your Way through the Regulatory Maze," symposium presented
by the Association of Environmental Professionals.

"Southern California Ceramics Workshop," presented by Jerry Schaefer.
"Historic Artifact Workshop," presented by Anne Duffield-Stoll.

Professional Experience

2002-

1999-2002
1996-1998
1992-1998
1992-1995
1993-1994

1991-1992
1984-1998

Principal Investigator, CRM TECH, Riverside/Colton, California.

Project Archaeologist/Field Director, CRM TECH, Riverside.

Project Director and Ethnographer, Statistical Research, Inc., Redlands.
Assistant Research Anthropologist, University of California, Riverside
Project Director, Archaeological Research Unit, U. C. Riverside.

Adjunct Professor, Riverside Community College, Mt. San Jacinto College,
U.C. Riverside, Chapman University, and San Bernardino Valley College.
Crew Chief, Archaeological Research Unit, U. C. Riverside.
Archaeological Technician, Field Director, and Project Director for various
southern California cultural resources management firms.

Research Interests

Cultural Resource Management, Southern Californian Archaeology, Settlement and
Exchange Patterns, Specialization and Stratification, Culture Change, Native American
Culture, Cultural Diversity.

Cultural Resources Management Reports

Author and co-author of, contributor to, and principal investigator for numerous cultural
resources management study reports since 1986.

Memberships

* Register of Professional Archaeologists.

Society

for American Archaeology.

Society for California Archaeology.
Pacific Coast Archaeological Society.
Coachella Valley Archaeological Society.
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PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR/HISTORIAN
Bai "Tom" Tang, M.A.

Education

1988-1993  Graduate Program in Public History/Historic Preservation, UC Riverside.

1987 M.A., American History, Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut.

1982 B.A., History, Northwestern University, Xi'an, China.

2000 "Introduction to Section 106 Review," presented by the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation and the University of Nevada, Reno.

1994 "Assessing the Significance of Historic Archaeological Sites," presented by the

Historic Preservation Program, University of Nevada, Reno.

Professional Experience

2002- Principal Investigator, CRM TECH, Riverside/Colton, California.

19932002  Project Historian/ Architectural Historian, CRM TECH, Riverside, California.

1993-1997  Project Historian, Greenwood and Associates, Pacific Palisades, California.

1991-1993  Project Historian, Archaeological Research Unit, UC Riverside.

1990 Intern Researcher, California State Office of Historic Preservation,
Sacramento.

1990-1992  Teaching Assistant, History of Modern World, UC Riverside.

1988-1993  Research Assistant, American Social History, UC Riverside.

1985-1988  Research Assistant, Modern Chinese History, Yale University.

1985-1986  Teaching Assistant, Modern Chinese History, Yale University.

1982-1985  Lecturer, History, Xi'an Foreign Languages Institute, Xi‘an, China.

Honors and Awards

1988-1990  University of California Graduate Fellowship, UC Riverside.
1985-1987  Yale University Fellowship, Yale University Graduate School.
1980, 1981  President's Honor List, Northwestern University, Xi'an, China.

Cultural Resources Management Reports

Preliminary Analyses and Recommendations Regarding California's Cultural Resources
Inventory System (With Special Reference to Condition 14 of NPS 1990 Program Review
Report). California State Office of Historic Preservation working paper, Sacramento,
September 1990.

Numerous cultural resources management reports with the Archaeological Research Unit,
Greenwood and Associates, and CRM TECH, since October 1991.

Membership

California Preservation Foundation.
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Education

2008

1998
1997

1996

1994
1993

1992

2002
2001
2000
1998
1997

1994-

HISTORICAL ARCHAEOLOGIST/REPORT WRITER
Josh Smallwood, M.A.

M.A., Historic Preservation, Savannah College of Art and Design, Savannah,
Georgia.

B.A., Anthropology, Humboldt State University, Arcata, California.
Archaeological Field School, Fort Ross State Historic Park, Fort Ross,
California.

Archaeological Field School, Coastal Test and Mitigation Projects, Arcata,
California.

Archaeological Field School, Mad River Watershed Surveys, Blue Lake,
California.

A.A., Anthropology, Palomar College, San Marcos, California.
Archaeological Field School, San Pasqual Battlefield, San Pasqual, California.
Archaeological Field School, Las Flores Asisténcia, Camp Pendleton, CA.
Archaeological Field School, Palomar College Campus Late Prehistoric Sites,
San Marcos, California.

"Historical Archaeology Workshop," presented by Richard Norwood, Base
Archaeologist, Edwards Air Force Base.

"OSHA Safety Training for Construction Monitors,” presented by OSHA and
City of San Diego.

"HABS/HAER Recording Methods for Historic Structures,” presented by
Robert Case, Historic Archaeologist, Mooney & Associates, San Diego.
"Unexploded Ordinance Training," presented by EOD officers, Fort Irwin
National Training Center, Barstow.

"Obsidian Sourcing through Characterization," presented by Thomas Origer,
Sonoma State University.

Extensive study of lithic resource procurement strategies, reduction
technology, tool manufacture, and reproduction.

Professional Experience

2002-

1997-2002

Project Archaeologist/Report Writer, CRM TECH, Riverside/ Colton,

California.

o Writer/ co-author of cultural resource reports for Section 106 and CEQA
compliance.

e TField director in archaeological fieldwork, historic-period building
surveys and recordation, historic-period artifact and lithic analysis.

e Historical research using published literature, historic maps, oral
interviews, archival records of public agencies, internet sources, and
consultation with local historical societies.

Archaeologist for several cultural resource management/ environmental

consultants, Department of Defense subcontractors, and Humboldt State

University.

Cultural Resources Management Reports

Co-author of and contributor to numerous cultural resources studies since 1997.
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PROJECT ARCHAEOLOGIST/FIELD DIRECTOR

Daniel Ballester, B.A.

Education

1998 B.A., Anthropology, California State University, San Bernardino.

1997 Archaeological Field School, University of Las Vegas and University of
California, Riverside.

1994 University of Puerto Rico, Rio Piedras, Puerto Rico.

2007 Certificate in Geographic Information Systems (GIS), California State
University, San Bernardino.

2002 "Historic Archaeology Workshop," presented by Richard Norwood, Base
Archaeologist, Edwards Air Force Base; presented at CRM TECH, Riverside,
California.

Professional Experience

2002- Field Director, CRM TECH, Riverside/Colton, California.

e Report writing, site record preparation, and supervisory responsibilities
over all aspects of fieldwork and field crew.
1999-2002  Project Archaeologist, CRM TECH, Riverside, California.
* Survey, testing, data recovery, monitoring, and mapping.
1998-1999  Field Crew, K.E.A. Environmental, San Diego, California.
e Two and a half months of excavations on Topomai village site, Marine
Corp Air Station, Camp Pendleton.
1998 Field Crew, A.S.M. Affiliates, Encinitas, California.
e Two weeks of excavations on a site on Red Beach, Camp Pendleton, and
two weeks of survey in Camp Pendleton, Otay Mesa, and Encinitas.
1998 Field Crew, Archaeological Research Unit, University of California, Riverside.
e Two weeks of survey in Anza Borrego Desert State Park and Eureka
Valley, Death Valley National Park.

PROJECT ARCHAEOLOGIST
Andrea Stella, B.S.
Education
2003 B.S., Anthropology, University of California, Riverside.

Professional Experience

2002- Project Archaeologist, CRM TECH, Riverside/Colton, California.
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State of Callfornia--The Resources Agency Primary # 33-001769

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI #

CONTINUATION SHEET Trinomial __CA-RIV-1769

Page 1 of_3 Resource name or # (Assigned by recorder)

Recorded by Daniel Ballester Date September 28, 2008 Continuation Vv Update
Afflliation: CRM TECH, Colton, CA 92324 Project No:_ CRM TECH 2263

Between August 2008 and April 2009, CRM TECH performed an archaeological monitoring
program during earth-moving operations for a commercial development project known
as Jefferson Square. The project area encompassed a portion of Site 33-001769, a
prehistoric archaeological site that was first recorded in the 1970s and
subsequently studied through a series of Phase I and Phase II investigations (Brown
1979; BApple 1980; Desautels 1982; Brock and Smith 2000). The monitoring program
resulted in the discovery of a possible human cremation within the established
boundaries of Site 33-001769, along with an isolated pottery sherd to the east of
the site, well outside the boundaries of any previously recorded sites in the
vicinity.

While Site 33-001769 may have once contained an abundance of prehistoric
archaeological remains, the portion of the site that is present within the project
area has yielded very little information that would be considered important to the
study of the prehistory of the area. With its complete removal, the portion of
Site 33-001769 in the project area has no further archaeological data potential.
Therefore, the portion of Site 33-001769 in the project area, in general, does not
appear to meet the criteria for listing in the National Register of Historic Places
or the California Register of Historical Resources (Smallwood 2009:9).

In contrast, the possible human cremation remains found at the site are of great
cultural importance to the local Native American community and do appear to qualify
as a "historical resource" under CEQA guidelines. With the repatriation and
reinterment of the remains during this study, however, the project has not caused a
substantial adverse change in the traditional cultural value of the cremation
remains. Therefore, the cremation remains, as well as the portion of Site 33-
001769 1located within the project boundaries, require no further treatment
(Smallwood 2009:9-10). The isolated pottery sherd, found with no other cultural
materials and with no potential to yield important scientific information, does not
qualify as an archaeological site, and requires no further consideration
(ibid.:10).
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State of Californla--The Resources Agency Primary # 33-001769

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI #
CONTINUATION SHEET Trinomial_ CA-RIV-1769
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State of California--The Resources Agency Primary # 33-001769

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI #
LOCATION MAP Trinomial__CA-RIV-1769
Page 3 of 3 *Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder)
*Map Name: La Quinta, Calif. *Scale:_ 1:24,000 *Date of Map:_1980
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