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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 

LSA was retained by Willis Development to conduct a Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment for the 
proposed Sage Temecula Senior Living Project in the City of Temecula, County of Riverside (County), 
California. This work was completed pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), and the requirements of the County. 

A records search, additional research and a field survey were conducted for this assessment of the 
project area. Although no cultural resources were previously recorded within the project area, a 
marginal prehistoric resource (an isolated artifact) was identified by the survey and an additional six 
prehistoric resources were documented within a mile. Therefore, despite the disturbances, the 
project retains some sensitivity for subsurface resources, and archaeological monitoring is 
recommended. 

If human remains are encountered, State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states that no 
further disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has made a determination of origin and 
disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. The County Coroner must be 
notified of the find immediately. If the remains are determined to be Native American, the County 
Coroner would notify the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), which would determine 
and notify a Most Likely Descendant (MLD). With the permission of the landowner or his/her 
authorized representative, the MLD may inspect the site of the discovery. The MLD shall complete 
the inspection and make recommendations or preferences for treatment within 48 hours of being 
granted access to the site. The MLD recommendations may include scientific removal and 
nondestructive analysis of human remains and items associated with Native American burials, 
preservation of Native American human remains and associated items in place, relinquishment of 
Native American human remains and associated items to the descendants for treatment, or any 
other culturally appropriate treatment. 

LSA



P H A S E  I  C U L T U R A L  R E S O U R C E S  A S S E S S M E N T  
A P R I L  2 0 2 2 

S A G E  T E M E C U L A  S E N I O R  L I V I N G  P R O J E C T  
C I T Y  O F  T E M E C U L A   

 

P:\WDV2201\Report\Sage Tem Sen Lvg CRA.docx (04/25/22) ii 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY............................................................................................................ i 

TABLE OF CONTENTS .................................................................................................................... ii 

APPENDICES ..................................................................................................................................... ii 

FIGURE ............................................................................................................................................ iii 

TABLE .............................................................................................................................................. iii 

INTRODUCTION ........................................................................................................................... 1 

PROJECT LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION ........................................................................................... 1 

NATURAL SETTING ....................................................................................................................... 3 

CLIMATE AND WATERSHED ............................................................................................................. 3 

BIOLOGY ........................................................................................................................................... 3 

GEOLOGY.......................................................................................................................................... 3 

CULTURAL SETTING ...................................................................................................................... 4 

PREHISTORY ..................................................................................................................................... 4 

ETHNOGRAPHY ................................................................................................................................ 4 
Cahuilla ...................................................................................................................................... 4 
Luiseño ...................................................................................................................................... 5 

HISTORY ........................................................................................................................................... 5 
Riverside County (from Lech 2016) ........................................................................................... 6 

METHODS .................................................................................................................................... 8 

RECORDS SEARCH ............................................................................................................................ 8 

ADDITIONAL RESEARCH ................................................................................................................... 8 

FIELD SURVEY ................................................................................................................................... 8 

RESULTS ...................................................................................................................................... 9 

RECORDS SEARCH ............................................................................................................................ 9 

ADDITIONAL RESEARCH ................................................................................................................... 9 

FIELD SURVEY ................................................................................................................................... 9 

RECOMMENDATIONS ................................................................................................................. 10 

REFERENCES .............................................................................................................................. 11 
 
APPENDICES 

A: RECORDS SEARCH BIBLIOGRAPHY 

LSA



P H A S E  I  C U L T U R A L  R E S O U R C E S  A S S E S S M E N T  
A P R I L  2 0 2 2 

S A G E  T E M E C U L A  S E N I O R  L I V I N G  P R O J E C T  
C I T Y  O F  T E M E C U L A   

 

P:\WDV2201\Report\Sage Tem Sen Lvg CRA.docx (04/25/22) iii 

B:  CONFIDENTIAL DPR RESOURCE RECORD 
 
FIGURE 

Figure 1: Project Regional and Project Location .................................................................................... 2 
 
TABLE 

Table A: Cultural Resources within a Mile .............................................................................................. 9 
 

LSA



P H A S E  I  C U L T U R A L  R E S O U R C E S  A S S E S S M E N T  
A P R I L  2 0 2 2 

S A G E  T E M E C U L A  S E N I O R  L I V I N G  P R O J E C T  
C I T Y  O F  T E M E C U L A   

 

P:\WDV2201\Report\Sage Tem Sen Lvg CRA.docx (04/25/22) 1 

INTRODUCTION 

LSA was retained by Willis Development to conduct a Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment for the 
proposed Sage Temecula Senior Living Project in the City of Temecula, County of Riverside (County), 
California. The City requires that the project be in compliance with the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA); Public Resources Code (PRC), Division 13 (Environmental Quality), Chapters 2.6, 
Section 21083.2 (Archaeological Resources) and 2.6, Section 21084.1 (Historical Resources); and the 
State CEQA Guidelines, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Chapter 3, Article 5 Section 
15064.5 (Determining the Significance of Impacts on Historical and Unique Archaeological 
Resources). 

PROJECT LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION 

The project area is located at 80134 Winchester Road between Winchester Road and the Tucalota 
Creek Channel and is depicted on the United States Geological Survey (USGS) Murrieta, California 
topographic quadrangle map in an unsectioned area of Township 7 South, Range 3 West, San 
Bernardino Baseline and Meridian (USGS 1979; Figure 1). The 6.28-acre project area is within 
Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 920-110-005. The proposed project is a senior assisted living 
facility. 

LSA
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FIGURE 1

Sage Temecula Senior Living Project
Project Location and Vicinity
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NATURAL SETTING 

CLIMATE AND WATERSHED 

The project region is characterized by an arid climate, with dry, hot summers and moderate winters. 
Rainfall ranges from 4 to 8 inches annually (Beck and Haase 1974). Precipitation usually occurs in the 
form of winter rain, with warm monsoonal showers in summer. The project is approximately .2 
miles east of Warm Springs Creek. 

BIOLOGY 

At an elevation of approximately 1,080 feet, the project is within the Lower Sonoran Life Zone of 
California (Schoenherr 1992), which ranges from below sea level to 3,500 feet. Plant species such as 
mustard, star thistle, telegraph weed and Russian thistle along with xeric grasses were noted on the 
property. Extensive fauna are known locally, including many endemic species of reptiles, birds, and 
insects. Common animals of this region include rodents, rabbits, coyotes, raptors, reptiles, vultures, 
and insects. 

GEOLOGY 

The project area is located at the northern end of the Peninsular Ranges Geomorphic Province, a 
900-mile long northwest-southeast trending structural block that extends from the Transverse 
Ranges to the tip of Baja California and includes the Los Angeles Basin (California Geological Survey 
2002; Norris and Webb 1976). The province is approximately 225 miles wide, extending from the 
Colorado Desert in the east, across the continental shelf to the Southern Channel Islands (Santa 
Barbara, San Nicolas, Santa Catalina, and San Clemente) in the west (Sharp 1976). This region is 
characterized by a series of mountain ranges separated by northwest-trending valleys subparallel to 
faults branching from the San Andreas Fault. The geology of this province is similar to that of the 
Sierra Nevada, with granitic rock intruding into the older metamorphic rocks. 

LSA
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CULTURAL SETTING 

PREHISTORY 

Chronologies of prehistoric cultural change in Southern California area have been attempted 
numerous times, and several are reviewed in Moratto (2004). No single description is universally 
accepted as the various chronologies are based primarily on material developments identified by 
researchers familiar with sites in a particular region and variation exists essentially due to the 
differences in those items found at the sites. Small differences occur over time and space, which 
combine to form patterns that are variously interpreted. 

Currently, two primary regional culture chronology syntheses are commonly referenced in the 
archaeological literature. The first, Wallace (1955), describes four cultural horizons or time periods: 
Horizon I – Early Man (9000–6000 BC), Horizon II – Milling Stone Assemblages (6000–3000 BC), 
Horizon III – Intermediate Cultures (3000 BC–AD 500), and Horizon IV – Late Prehistoric Cultures (AD 
500–historic contact). This chronology was refined by Wallace (1978) using absolute chronological 
dates obtained after 1955. 

The second cultural chronology, Warren, (1968) is based broadly on Southern California prehistoric 
cultures and was later revised by Warren (1984; Warren and Crabtree 1986). Warren’s (1984) 
chronology includes five periods in prehistory: Lake Mojave (7000–5000 BC), Pinto (5000–2000 BC), 
Gypsum (2000 BC–AD 500), Saratoga Springs (AD 500–1200), and Protohistoric (AD 1200–historic 
contact). Changes in settlement pattern and subsistence focus are viewed as cultural adaptations to 
a changing environment, which begins with gradual environmental warming in the late Pleistocene, 
continues with the desiccation of the desert lakes, followed by a brief return to pluvial conditions, 
and concludes with a general warming and drying trend, with periodic reversals that continue to the 
present (Warren and Crabtree 1986). 

ETHNOGRAPHY 

The project area is near the intersection of the traditional cultural territories of the Cahuilla and 
Luiseño (Kroeber 1925; Heizer 1968; Heizer and Elsasser 1980). Tribal territories were somewhat 
fluid and changed over time. The first written accounts of these Southern California tribes are 
attributed to the mission fathers, and later documentation was by others indicated below. 

Cahuilla 

The territory of the Cahuilla ranged from the San Bernardino Mountains south to Borrego Springs 
and the Chocolate Mountains, from Orocopia Mountain to the east, to the San Jacinto Plain and 
Palomar Mountain to the west (Bean 1978). Cahuilla territory lies within the geographic center of 
Southern California and encompassed diverse environments ranging from inland river valleys and 
foothills to mountains and desert (Bean and Shipek 1978). 

Cahuilla villages, generally located near water sources within canyons or near alluvial fans, 
comprised groups of related individuals, generally from a single lineage, and the territory around the 
village was owned by the villagers (Bean 1978). Like other Native American groups in Southern 

LSA
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California, the Cahuilla were semi-nomadic peoples leaving their villages and utilizing temporary 
campsites to exploit seasonably available plant and animal resources (James 1960). 

Cahuilla subsistence was based primarily on acorns, honey mesquite, screw beans, piñon nuts, and 
cactus fruit, supplemented by a variety of wild fruits and berries, tubers, roots, and greens (Kroeber 
1925; Heizer and Elsasser 1980). Hunting deer, rabbit, antelope, bighorn sheep, reptiles, small 
rodents, quail, doves, ducks, and reptiles by means of bows, throwing sticks, traps, and communal 
drives is documented (James 1960). 

The Cahuilla were documented by Barrows (1900), Hooper (1920), and Strong (1929), among others. 

Luiseño 

The territory of the Luiseño extended along the coast from Agua Hedionda Creek to the south, Aliso 
Creek to the northwest, and the Elsinore Valley and Palomar Mountain to the east. These territorial 
boundaries were somewhat fluid and changed through time. They encompassed an extremely 
diverse environment that included coastal beaches, lagoons and marshes, inland river valleys and 
foothills, and mountain groves of oaks and evergreens (Bean and Shipek 1978). 

The Luiseño lived in small communities, which were the focus of family life. Patrilineally linked, 
extended families occupied each village (Kroeber 1925; Bean and Shipek 1978). Luiseño villages 
were politically independent and were administered by a chief who inherited his position from his 
father. Luiseño villages generally were located in valley bottoms, along streams, or along coastal 
strands near mountain ranges sheltered in coves or canyons, near a water source, and in a location 
that was easily defended. 

The Luiseño took advantage of the varied resources available. Luiseño subsistence was based 
primarily on seeds (e.g., acorns, grass seed, manzanita, sunflower, sage, chía, and pine nuts) that 
were dried and ground to be cooked into a mush. Their diet also included game animals (e.g., deer, 
rabbit, jackrabbit, wood rat, mice, antelope, and many types of birds) (Bean and Shipek 1978). They 
established seasonal camps along the coast and near bays and estuaries to gather shellfish and hunt 
waterfowl; and they utilized fire for crop management and engaged in communal rabbit drives 
(Bean and Shipek 1978). 

The Luiseño documented by Sparkman (1908), Kroeber (1925), White (1963), Oxendine (1983), and 
others. 

HISTORY 

In California, the historic era is generally divided into three periods: the Spanish Period (1769 to 
1821), the Mexican Period (1821 to 1848), and the American Period (1848 to present). 

During the Spanish Period, initial exploration of the Riverside County area was slow until Lieutenant 
Pedro Fages (then the military governor of San Diego) crossed through the San Jacinto Valley in 
1772. Riverside County proved to be too far inland to include any missions or asistencias within its 
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limits, although one of the last (San Luis Rey, established in 1798) claimed a large part of 
southwestern Riverside County. 

In 1821, Mexico overthrew Spanish rule initiating the Mexican Period in which the missions 
declined. In 1833, the Mexican government passed the Secularization Act and the missions, 
reorganized as parish churches, lost their vast land holdings and released their neophytes. Secular 
ranchos were subsequently established that were predominantly devoted to cattle, with great tracts 
of land used for grazing. Until the Gold Rush of 1849, livestock and horticulture dominated the 
economics of California (Ingersoll 1904; Beattie and Beattie 1951). Sixteen ranchos were granted in 
Riverside County, one of which (the 15,000-acre Rancho Temecula) included the project area. 

The American Period began with the 1848 Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo that concluded the Mexican-
American War. The discovery of gold at Sutter’s Mill the following year initiated a deluge of 
migration to California that would increase with the completion of the Transcontinental Railroad at 
the end of the 1860s. Although cattle ranching remained an important part of the regional economy, 
it was not an efficient or particularly lucrative use of arable land and, along with typically ephemeral 
mineral resources, was supplanted by agriculture as the state’s economic base. 

Riverside County (from Lech 2016) 

The Southern Pacific Railroad completed its line from Los Angeles through the San Gorgonio Pass in 
1876 bringing settlers into southwestern San Bernardino County, creating a boom of agricultural and 
land development during the 1880s. Although the towns of San Bernardino and Riverside 
(established in 1851 and 1870, respectively) both benefitted from the boom, by the last decade of 
the 19th century, social, political, and economic friction developed between the two communities. 
Riverside residents joined (then) San Diego County residents in the Temecula and San Jacinto Valleys 
and the desert region successfully petitioning the State legislature to form Riverside County in 1893. 
The County thrived on its agricultural economy until the mid-1940s, after which there was a gradual 
transition toward manufacturing, construction, commerce, transportation, and ultimately suburban 
development. 

Temecula 

Temecula. Established in 1859 near the site of a Luiseño Rancheria known as Temeku, its name was 
‘Hispanicized’ to Temecula; the first post office in Riverside County was opened there at John 
Magee’s Store that same year (Gunther 1988). It was located on the southern “Emigrant Trail” and 
was a stage stop on the Butterfield Overland Mail Route until the stage service was cut short by the 
Civil War. In 1862, Temecula’s postal service was discontinued until 1870 when it was reestablished 
and relocated (Salley 1977). In 1875, the local Indians were evicted from their lands as a result of 
petitions signed by area ranchers. Ten years after the eviction, in 1885, the 4,125-acre Pechanga 
Indian reservation was created some eight miles from downtown Temecula (Gunther 1988). The 
Temecula Station of the California Southern Railway was completed in 1882 and became the center 
of the community, the post office was again relocated, and the new town site was surveyed the 
following year (City of Temecula n.d.). A minor business boom began in Temecula with the advent of 
rail service, and several new stores were built and started to garner trade (City of Temecula n.d.). In 
1883 the rail line was extended to San Bernardino, but was short lived due to frequent washouts; it 
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was abandoned a decade later. When Riverside County was formed in the early 1890s, Temecula 
was designated one of 12 original judicial townships (Gunther 1988). Grain farming and cattle and 
horse ranching were the economic base of Temecula until the mid-1960s when they began to be 
edged out by real estate development. In 1964, the Vail Ranch was sold to Kaiser Development 
Company, initiating the transformation of the Temecula Valley. Temecula finally incorporated as a 
City in 1989. 

LSA
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METHODS 

RECORDS SEARCH 

On March 14, 2022, a cultural resources records search was requested from the Eastern Information 
Center (EIC) at the University of California, Riverside. 

ADDITIONAL RESEARCH 

In March 2022, LSA Senior Archaeologist Riordan Goodwin (see Appendix A) reviewed historic 
period maps and aerial photographs of the project area. 

FIELD SURVEY 

Mr. Goodwin conducted the pedestrian survey for the project on March 25, 2021, by walking 
parallel transects spaced by approximately 10 meters. Soil profiles were examined for cultural 
stratigraphy, and rodent burrow aprons were checked for cultural remains. The project site was 
photographed using a digital format camera. 
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RESULTS 

RECORDS SEARCH 

Data from the EIC indicate there have been 49 previous cultural resources studies conducted within 
a one-mile radius of the project, none of which included any portion of the project area () (See 
Appendix B). Six cultural resources have been documented within one mile, all marginal prehistoric 
resources (Table A). 

Table A: Cultural Resources within a Mile 
Primary # Trinomial # Site Description 

33-031395 -- Prehistoric isolated artifact   

33-012381 -- Prehistoric isolated artifacts (2) 

33-012382 -- Prehistoric isolated artifact 

33-012384 -- Prehistoric isolated artifacts (2) 

33-012385 -- Prehistoric isolated artifact 

33-013774 -- Prehistoric isolated artifact 

ADDITIONAL RESEARCH 

Preliminary research revealed a rural residential building complex was within the southern portion 
of project parcel from at least the late 1930s into the mid-1980s when it was removed (Historic 
Aerials 2022). 

FIELD SURVEY 

Ground visibility was fair at approximately 70 percent with some obstruction by xeric vegetation. 
The project area is a graded pad and therefore severely disturbed by earthmoving and weed-
abatement activities. Trace modern refuse was noted throughout the project area. With the 
exception of landscaping trees, nothing conclusively associated with the historic building complex 
was observed, but one isolated prehistoric artifact was identified: 

LSA-WDV2201-I-1 

This resource consists of a single unusual 11cm x10.5cm x 4.2cm shaped granitic/granophyre biface 
convex/concavely ground mano that resembles a hopper mortar, but lacks a basin-shaped concave 
surface (it is somewhat ‘u-shaped) and any trace of asphaltum. It is from the edge of a disked field 
which appears to have also sustained some deeper disturbance (i.e., grading) and therefore a 
disturbed context (See Confidential Appendix B). 

No other cultural resources were identified. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

A records search, additional research and a field survey were conducted for this assessment of the 
project area. Although no cultural resources were previously recorded within the project area, a 
marginal prehistoric resource (an isolated artifact) was identified by the survey and an additional six 
prehistoric resources were documented within a mile. Therefore, despite the disturbances, the 
project retains some sensitivity for subsurface resources, and archaeological monitoring is 
recommended. 

In the event human remains are encountered, State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states 
that no further disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has made a determination of origin 
and disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. The County Coroner must be 
notified of the find immediately. If the remains are determined to be Native American, the County 
Coroner would notify the NAHC, which would determine and notify an MLD. With the permission of 
the landowner or his/her authorized representative, the MLD may inspect the site of the discovery. 
The MLD shall complete the inspection and make recommendations or preferences for treatment 
within 48 hours of being granted access to the site. The MLD recommendations may include 
scientific removal and nondestructive analysis of human remains and items associated with Native 
American burials, preservation of Native American human remains and associated items in place, 
relinquishment of Native American human remains and associated items to the descendants for 
treatment, or any other culturally appropriate treatment. 
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