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A shed-roofed addition clad in wood panels was added to the eastern wing, which may 
correspond with the 1957 permit for a storage room (Plate 3.3‒17).  The eastern façade of the 
addition has a door set behind a steel security door.  The remainder of the eastern façade features 
windows of various sizes and materials (Plate 3.3‒18), including vinyl and aluminum sliders and 
one wood-framed double-hung window (Plate 3.3‒19). 

The auxiliary utility building has a slant roof exhibiting boxed eaves and exposed rafters.  
The building has little to no architectural style but does show Contemporary-style influences.  It 
is possible this building originated as a carport that was enclosed in 1968.  The building generally 
is rectangular; however, the eastern half of the building extends farther north than the western half.  
As with the main office, the building is clad in stucco.  The southern façade does not have any 
fenestration, whereas the western façade has two doors set behind metal security doors and a single 
wood-framed casement window (Plates 3.3‒20 and 3.3‒21).  Based on current observations, it 
appears the southern portion of the building is utilized for storage while the northern portion may 
be an additional motel room or living space.  An outdoor fireplace/stove is situated just outside the 
northernmost security door (Plate 3.3‒22).  The eastern façade does not have any windows or 
doors; however, it is apparent that an older window opening has been filled in and covered by 
stucco (Plate 3.3‒23).  Direct access to the northern façade was not possible during the survey. 

The three motel room buildings vary slightly in size; however, all are side gabled Minimal 
Ranch-style rectangular buildings clad in stucco and situated in a line running north to south (Plates 
3.3‒24 through 3.3‒30).  Each of the three buildings exhibit an extended secondary roof over a 
separate entryway with a porch that has steel railings and rectangular supports.  The roofs are 
moderately pitched, covered in composite sheets, and have open eaves with exposed rafters.  All 
observed windows have been replaced with either vinyl or aluminum sliders, and the motel room 
doors have also been replaced.   

The two remaining structures appear to be used as storage sheds now and are situated 
between the three motel room buildings.  Although set back a bit from the motel rooms, these two 
connecting structures do share portions of walls with the more dominate larger motel room 
buildings.  The storage sheds do not exhibit any major character-defining features and appear to 
have at one time to have had an entirely open western façade.  It is likely these structures were 
originally covered parking areas or carports for automobiles (Plates 3.3–31 and 3.3–32).  The 
northern shed only exhibits façades comprised of metal gates while the southern shed has been 
almost entirely enclosed and clad in stucco (Plates 3.3–33 and 3.3–34).  Further, as discussed 
above, the property originally contained one additional structure, attached to the northernmost 
motel room building, which was removed between 1995 and 2002.  
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3.3.3  Significance Evaluation 
CEQA guidelines (Section 15064.5) address archaeological and historic resources, noting 

that physical changes that would demolish or materially alter in an adverse manner those 
characteristics that convey the historic significance of the resource and justify its listing on 
inventories of historic resources are typically considered significant impacts.  Because demolition 
of the structures located at 2506 and 2512 Foothill Boulevard would require approval from the 
City of San Bernardino as part of the proposed project, CEQA eligibility criteria were used to 
evaluate the historic structures within the property as potentially significant historic buildings.   
 
Integrity Evaluation 

When evaluating a historic resource, integrity is the authenticity of the resource’s physical 
identity clearly indicated by the retention of characteristics that existed during its period of 
construction.  It is important to note that integrity is not the same as condition.  Integrity directly 
relates to the presence or absence of historic materials and character-defining features, while 
condition relates to the relative state of physical deterioration of the resource.  In most instances, 
integrity is more relevant to the significance of a resource than condition; however, if a resource 
is in such poor condition that original materials and features may no longer be salvageable, then 
the resource’s integrity may be adversely impacted.  For the 2506 and 2512 Foothill Boulevard 
buildings, seven aspects of integrity were used for the evaluation, as recommended in the National 
Register Bulletin: How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation (Andrus and 
Shrimpton 2002):   
 

1. Integrity of Location [refers to] the place where the historic property was constructed 
or the place where the historic event occurred (Andrus and Shrimpton 2002).  Integrity 
of location was assessed by reviewing historical records and aerial photographs in order 
to determine if the buildings had always existed at their present locations or if they had 
been moved, rebuilt, or their footprints significantly altered.  Historical research 
revealed that the buildings located at 2506 and 2512 Foothill Boulevard were 
constructed in their current locations between 1937 and 1959.  Therefore, the buildings 
retain integrity of location.   
 

2. Integrity of Design [refers to] the combination of elements that create the form, plan, 
space, structure, and style of a property (Andrus and Shrimpton 2002).  Integrity of 
design was assessed by evaluating the spatial arrangement of the buildings and any 
architectural features present.   

 
a. 2506 Foothill Boulevard:  The Maria’s Bar building was constructed in the 

Ranch style, likely in 1937, with some Spanish Colonial Revival-style 
elements.  The bar historically was utilized as a restaurant associated with Route 
66.  Under the NRHP Multiple Property Documentation Form (MPDF), the 
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property would be considered under the “Auto and Tourism Businesses on U.S. 
Highway 66” context established by Roland et al. (2011), with a period of 
significance of 1926 through 1974.  The Maria’s Bar building falls within this 
timeframe.  Noted modifications to the bar include re-stuccoing of the building, 
replacement of most windows and doors, replacement of historic signage, 
covering of all windows and doors with steel security gates, and additions to 
the rear for storage.  Further, the 1938 aerial photograph appeared to show an 
additional structure north of the bar, which was replaced by 1959 by the Ranch-
style residence.  The Ranch-style residence is a vernacular utilitarian structure 
with little to no character-defining features, non-original windows, and 
windows and doors set behind steel security gates and grilles.  In addition, a 
carport was added to the property between 2004 and 2005.  Although it appears 
the property itself may not retain integrity of design, these changes do not 
appear to have altered the form, plan, space, and structure of the individual 
buildings.  Therefore, the 2506 Foothill Boulevard buildings do appear to retain 
integrity of design. 
 

b. 2512 Foothill Boulevard:  The Foothill Motel was originally constructed in 
1937 as a Minimal Traditional residence and antique store, which later became 
the Minimal Ranch-style main office for the motel.  Corresponding with the 
widening of Foothill Boulevard and the influx of travelers along U.S. Route 66, 
three small motel room buildings with corresponding carports were constructed 
within the property in the Minimal Ranch style around 1945.  By 1959, the 
ancillary utility building was added to the property.  The ancillary structure has 
no distinct style and appears to be influenced by Contemporary architecture.  
Regardless, all structures were added to the property during the “Auto and 
Tourism Businesses on U.S. Highway 66” context established by Roland et al. 
(2011), with a period of significance of 1926 through 1974.  The main office 
has been impacted by re-stuccoing and other modifications including the 
enclosure of the front porch, additions to the northern façade, enclosure of a 
back patio, and replacement of almost all doors and windows.  Similarly, the 
three motel room buildings have been re-stuccoed and have had all of the 
windows and doors replaced.  Originally, three carports were attached to the 
motel room buildings; however, one has been removed and the remaining two 
have been enclosed and now function as storage sheds.  The ancillary utility 
building has also been re-stuccoed and a window on the eastern façade has been 
infilled.  It is also possible that the ancillary utility building was originally a 
carport that was enclosed.  Further, the property historically had a swimming 
pool, which has been infilled.  As these modifications resulted in the alteration 
of the form, plan, space, and structure of the buildings within the property, they 
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also negatively impacted the building’s original design.  Therefore, the 2512 
Foothill Boulevard buildings do not retain integrity of design. 

 
 

3. Integrity of Setting [refers to] the physical environment of a historic property.  Setting 
includes elements such as topographic features, open space, viewshed, landscape, 
vegetation, and artificial features (Andrus and Shrimpton 2002).  Integrity of setting 
was assessed by inspecting the elements of the property, which include topographic 
features, open space, views, landscape, vegetation, man-made features, and 
relationships between buildings and other features.  When constructed in the late 1930s 
and through the mid- to late-1950s, the surrounding area had a rural character and 
included orchards and farmlands.  Similar smaller “mom and pop” type commercial 
properties existed within the vicinity; however, rural residences and agricultural land 
dominated the viewshed.  This is clearly evident on aerial photographs between 1938 
and 1953 (see Section 1.0).  However, beginning in 1959, the aerial photograph and 
subsequent photographs highlight the rapid clearing of orchards and farmland for the 
construction of residential subdivisions including, most notably, the Sequoia Plaza 
mobile home community constructed during the mid-1970s, directly across Foothill 
Boulevard.  In recent years, between 2021 and 2023, a rural residential complex 
immediately east of 2506 Foothill Boulevard has been removed.  As such, the setting 
of 2506 and 2512 Foothill Boulevard is no longer is consistent with the height of Route 
66 along Foothill Boulevard, beginning in the late 1930s, or the period of significance 
for the roadway established by the “Auto and Tourism Businesses on U.S. Highway 
66” context (1926 through 1974) (Roland et al. 2011).  Because the area is no longer 
recognizable as agricultural and no longer retains the same open space, viewshed, 
landscape, vegetation, or general built environment, the 2506 and 2512 Foothill 
Boulevard properties do not retain integrity of setting.   

 
4. Integrity of Materials [refers to] the physical elements that were combined or 

deposited during a particular period of time and in a particular pattern or 
configuration to form a historic property (Andrus and Shrimpton 2002).  Integrity of 
materials was assessed by determining the presence or absence of original building 
materials, as well as the possible introduction of materials that may have altered the 
architectural design of the buildings.   

 
 

a. 2506 Foothill Boulevard:  The Maria’s Bar building was constructed in the 
Ranch style, likely in 1937, with some Spanish Colonial Revival-style 
elements.  The bar historically was utilized as a restaurant associated with U.S. 
Route 66.  Under the NRHP MPDF, the property is part of the “Auto and 
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Tourism Businesses on U.S. Highway 66” context established by Roland et al. 
(2011), with a period of significance of 1926 through 1974.  The Maria’s Bar 
building falls within this timeframe.  Noted modifications to the bar include re-
stuccoing of the building, replacement of most windows and doors, replacement 
of historic signage, covering of all windows and doors with steel security gates 
and grilles, and additions to the rear for storage.  Further, the 1938 aerial 
photograph appeared to show an additional structure north of the bar, which 
was replaced, by 1959, with the Ranch-style residence.  The Ranch-style 
residence is a vernacular utilitarian structure with little to no character-defining 
features, non-original windows, and windows and doors set behind steel 
security gates and grilles.  In addition, a carport was added to the property 
between 2004 and 2005.  As these modifications resulted  in the replacement of 
original materials with those associated with later periods, the buildings at 2506 
Foothill Boulevard do not feature materials representative of a specific period 
of time and, therefore, no longer retain integrity of materials. 

   
b. 2512 Foothill Boulevard:  The Foothill Motel main office was originally 

constructed in 1937 as a Minimal Traditional residence and antique store, which 
later became the Minimal Ranch-style main office for the motel.  Corresponding 
with the widening of Foothill Boulevard and the influx of travelers along Route 
66, three small motel room buildings with corresponding carports were 
constructed within the property in the Minimal Ranch-style around 1945.  By 
1959, the ancillary utility building was added to the property.  The ancillary 
structure has no distinct style and appears to have been influenced by 
Contemporary-style architecture.  Regardless, all structures were added to the 
property during the “Auto and Tourism Businesses on U.S. Highway 66” context 
established by Roland et al. (2011), with a period of significance of 1926 through 
1974.  The main office has been impacted by re-stuccoing and modifications 
including the enclosure of the front porch, additions to the northern façade, 
enclosure of a back patio, and the replacement of almost all doors and windows.  
Similarly, the three motel room buildings have been re-stuccoed and have had all 
windows and doors replaced.  Originally, three carports were attached to the 
motel room buildings; however, one has been removed while the remaining two 
have been enclosed and now function as storage sheds.  The ancillary utility 
building has also been stuccoed and a window on the eastern façade has been 
infilled.  It is also possible that the ancillary utility building was originally a 
carport that was enclosed.  Further, the property historically had a pool which has 
been infilled.  As these modifications resulted in the replacement of original 
materials with those associated with later periods, the Foothill Motel buildings do 
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not feature materials representative of a specific period of time and, therefore, no 
longer retain integrity of materials. 
 

5. Integrity of Workmanship [refers to] the physical evidence of the labor and skill of 
a particular culture or people during any given period in history (Andrus and 
Shrimpton 2002).  Integrity of workmanship was assessed by evaluating the quality of 
the architectural features present in the buildings.   
 

a. 2506 Foothill Boulevard:  The Maria’s Bar building was constructed in the 
Ranch style between 1930 and 1937 with some Spanish Colonial Revival-style 
elements, while the Ranch-style residence is reported as constructed between 
1953 and 1959.  The original workmanship demonstrated by the construction 
of the buildings within the property is average.  Since their construction, the 
buildings have undergone modifications that negatively influenced the initial 
workmanship.  In addition, the buildings do not possess elements or details that 
would make them representative of the labor or skill of a particular culture or 
people.  Therefore, the 2506 Foothill Boulevard buildings do not retain integrity 
of workmanship.  

 
b. 2512 Foothill Boulevard:  The Foothill Motel buildings were constructed 

between 1937 and 1959 primarily in the Minimal Ranch-style.  The buildings 
are all utilitarian in nature with little to no unique architectural features.  As 
such, the original workmanship demonstrated by the construction of the motel 
structures is average.  This is highlighted when the Foothill Motel is compared 
to other “Auto Courts” such as the Wigwam Motel at 2728 Foothill Boulevard 
or motels with more distinctive original signage such as the San Bernardino 
Motel on the adjacent property.  Since their construction, the Foothill Motel 
structures have undergone modifications that negatively influenced the initial 
workmanship.  In addition, the buildings and structures do not possess elements 
or details that would make them representative of the labor or skill of a 
particular culture or people.  Therefore, the 2512 Foothill Boulevard buildings 
and structures do not retain integrity of workmanship. 

 
6. Integrity of Feeling [refers to] a property’s expression of the aesthetic or historic 

sense of a particular period of time (Andrus and Shrimpton 2002).  Integrity of feeling 
was assessed by evaluating whether or not the resources’ features, in combination with 
their setting, conveyed a historic sense of the property during the period of construction.  
As noted previously, the integrity of the setting for the buildings has been lost due to 
the transformation of the surrounding properties.  In addition, the loss of integrity of 
materials at both properties has impacted their ability to express an aesthetic or historic 
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sense of a particular period of time.  Therefore, none of the structures retain integrity 
of feeling.  

 
7.  Integrity of Association [refers to] the direct link between an important historic event 

or person and a historic property (Andrus and Shrimpton 2002).  Integrity of 
association was assessed by evaluating the resources’ data or information and their 
ability to answer any research questions relevant to the history of the city of San 
Bernardino or the state of California.  Historical research indicates that the Maria’s Bar 
building was likely constructed in 1937 along with the original residence and antique 
shop at the Foothill Motel location.  By 1945, the Foothill Motel was in operation.  As 
such, development within both the 2506 and 2512 Foothill Boulevard properties can be 
tied to the widening of Foothill Boulevard to four lanes in 1937 and the use of Route 
66 by travelers making their way west.  Therefore, both properties are associated with 
the “Commerce” Area of Significance of the “Auto and Tourism Businesses on U.S. 
Highway 66” context established by Roland et al. (2011), with a period of significance 
of 1926 through 1974.  Therefore, both properties possess integrity of association with 
Route 66.   

 
Of the seven aspects of integrity, the 2506 Foothill Boulevard structures only possess 

integrity of location, design, and association, while the 2512 Foothill Boulevard structures only 
possess integrity of location and association.  As such, both properties’ integrity of setting, 
materials, feeling, and workmanship have been compromised by modifications to the properties 
and the surrounding area.   

 
CRHR Evaluation 

For a historic resource to be eligible for listing on the CRHR, the resource must be found 
significant at the local, state, or national level, under one or more of the following criteria: 
 

• CRHR Criterion 1: 
It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns of California’s history and cultural heritage. 
 

a. 2506 Foothill Boulevard:  The history of 2506 Foothill Boulevard is tied to use 
as a restaurant along Route 66 and falls under the “Auto and Tourism 
Businesses on U.S. Highway 66” context established by Roland et al. (2011) 
with a period of significance of 1926 through 1974.  Although prepared for the 
nomination of properties to the NRHP, the context and evaluation criteria 
established by Roland et al. (2011) are also applicable when evaluating such 
resources for inclusion in the CRHR.  For a restaurant property to be significant 
under Criterion 1, Roland et al. state:  
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[R]estaurant-related properties should retain their character-
defining features and integrity of location, association, feeling, 
and setting as these are important to establish the property’s 
relationship to commercial development along U.S. Highway 66 
for automobile tourists.  Integrity of design, materials, and 
workmanship are needed but are less important to establishing 
the relationship with U.S. Highway 66.  (Roland et al. 2011) 
 
The character-defining features of the Restaurant Property Type 
outlined by Roland et al. are: 
 

• Parking lot 
• Interior area for seating or ordering (not food stands or 

drive-ins) 
• Interior area for food preparation 
• Area for car to park often under an overhead canopy 

(drive-ins) 
• Signage as free standing, attached to, or painted on 

building to catch motorists attention 
• Building form may serve as advertisement/signage (e.g., 

giant orange stands, may also serve a examples of 
programmatic architecture) 

 
The Maria’s Bar building does possess a parking lot, interior seating, interior 
food preparation, area for cars to park, and freestanding signage.  The property 
is not built in a form that would advertise its offerings.  Despite the property 
possessing many of these character-defining features, these features, like the 
overall integrity of the property, have been compromised.  The parking lot and 
parking area has changed throughout the years as a result of the addition of the 
residence behind the restaurant building.  Further, as described above, the sign, 
although freestanding, is not original in style, shape, or design.  Finally, the 
buildings on the property only possess integrity of location, design, and 
association.  Therefore, although the 2506 Foothill Boulevard is linked to Route 
66, the property does not retain sufficient integrity to elevate it to a level of 
significance under Criterion 1.  

 
b. 2512 Foothill Boulevard:  The history of 2512 Foothill Boulevard is primarily 

tied to its use as a motel or “auto court” and falls under the “Auto and Tourism 
Businesses on U.S. Highway 66” context established by Roland et al. (2011), 
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with a period of significance of 1926 through 1974.  As described by Roland et 
al., such properties are associated with the “Travel Accommodations” property 
type.  Although prepared for the nomination of properties to the NRHP, the 
context and evaluation criteria established by Roland et al. (2011) are also 
applicable when evaluating such resources for inclusion in the CRHR.  For 
“Travel Accommodations” properties to be significant under Criterion 1, 
Roland et al. state:  
 

[T]ravel accommodations should retain integrity of location, 
association, feeling, and setting as these are important to 
establish the property’s relationship to commercial development 
along U.S. Highway 66.  Integrity of design, materials, and 
workmanship are also needed but are less important to 
establishing the relationship to commerce.  (Roland et al. 2011) 
 
Roland et al. also list the following character-defining features for Auto 
Court-type Travel Accommodations properties: 

 
Tourist [Auto] Courts 
• Accommodations provided in small, one-story individual 

buildings (e.g., cabins, bungalows, teepees, etc.) grouped 
together 

• Complex typically includes an office (often in a freestanding 
building) 

• Arrangement of buildings in a row or around a courtyard is 
common 

• Amenities may include a communal laundry, washroom, store, 
or gas station 

• Auto parking lot 
 

The Foothill Motel does possess small, one-story, individual buildings, a 
freestanding office, buildings arranged in a row, and a parking lot.  The property 
does not appear to possess any communal amenities and the swimming pool is 
no longer extant.  Despite the property possessing some character-defining 
features, these features, like the overall integrity of the property, have been 
compromised.  Originally, in addition to a parking lot, the property had covered 
carports which have either been removed or converted into storage sheds.  
Finally, the property only possesses integrity of location and association.  
Therefore, although the 2512 Foothill Boulevard can be linked with Route 66, 
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the property does not retain sufficient integrity to elevate it to a level of 
significance under Criterion 1.  

 
• CRHR Criterion 2: 

It is associated with the lives of persons important in our past. 
 

Historical research revealed that neither 2506 or 2512 Foothill Boulevard are associated 
with any persons important in our past.  Because the properties could not be associated 
with the lives of any important persons in our past, the buildings and structures are not 
eligible for designation under CRHR Criterion 2.   

 
• CRHR Criterion 3: 

It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of 
construction; represents the work of an important creative individual; or possesses 
high artistic values. 
 
a. 2506 Foothill Boulevard:  The Maria’s Bar building was constructed in the 

Ranch style, likely in 1937, with some Spanish Colonial Revival-style 
elements, while the Ranch-style residence was constructed between 1953 and 
1959.  Neither building embodies any distinctive characteristics, is 
representative of an important individual’s work, or possesses high artistic 
value.  Rather, even at the time of construction, the buildings were utilitarian 
and vernacular in design.  Further, as outlined above, modifications to the 
structures and the property as a whole have diminished their respective 
integrity, and are not eligible for designation under CRHR Criterion 3. 

 
b. 2512 Foothill Boulevard:  The Foothill Motel main office was originally 

constructed in 1937 as a Minimal Traditional residence and antique store, which 
later became the Minimal Ranch-style main office for the motel.  
Corresponding with the widening of Foothill Boulevard and the influx of 
travelers along Route 66, three small motel room buildings with corresponding 
carports were constructed within the property in the Minimal Ranch-style 
around 1945.  By 1959, the ancillary utility building was added to the property.  
The ancillary structure has no distinct style and appears to be influenced by 
Contemporary-style architecture.  None of the motel structures embody any 
distinctive characteristics, representative of an important individual’s work, or 
possesses high artistic value.  Rather, even at the time of construction, the motel 
structures were utilitarian and vernacular in design.  Further, as outlined above, 
modifications to the structures and the property as a whole have diminished 
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their respective integrity and, therefore, they are not eligible for designation 
under CRHR Criterion 3. 
 

• CRHR Criterion 4: 
It has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 
 
The research conducted for this study revealed that neither the 2506 nor the 2512 
Foothill Boulevard properties are likely to yield any additional information about the 
history of San Bernardino, Route 66, or the state of California.  Therefore, neither 
property is eligible for designation under CRHR Criterion 4. 
 

Findings and Conclusions 
The 2506 and 2512 Foothill Boulevard buildings and structures are evaluated as not eligible 

for the CRHR.  Although the development of both commercial properties can be tied to the historic 
development and use of U.S. Route 66, they do not possess the necessary integrity to elevate them 
to a level of significance under this association.  Further, neither property is associated with 
significant individuals, significant architectural examples, or is able to provide more information 
with regards to the history the history of San Bernardino, Route 66, or the state of California.  
Because the buildings and structures located at 2506 and 2512 Foothill Boulevard are not eligible 
for listing on the CRHR, no site-specific mitigation measures are required for any future alterations 
or planned demolition of the buildings. 

 
3.4  Discussion/Summary 
The field survey identified one historic restaurant and one historic residence at 2506 

Foothill Boulevard along with five historic buildings and two historic structures utilized as a motel 
at 2512 Foothill Boulevard.  No other cultural resources were observed during the survey.  The 
2506 and 2512 Foothill Boulevard buildings and structures meet the age threshold to require 
historic structure evaluations to determine eligibility for the CRHR.  The buildings and structures 
do not possess the appropriate integrity and are evaluated as not historically or architecturally 
significant under any CEQA criteria. 
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4.0 INTERPRETATION OF RESOURCE IMPORTANCE AND IMPACT 
IDENTIFICATION 

 
4.1  Resource Importance 
The cultural resources survey of the Foothill Residential Project identified one historic 

restaurant and one historic residence at 2506 Foothill Boulevard (Temp-1) along with five historic 
buildings and two historic structures utilized as a motel at 2512 Foothill Boulevard (Temp-2).  No 
other cultural resources were observed during the survey.  The 2506 and 2512 Foothill Boulevard 
buildings and structures meet the age threshold to require historic structure evaluations to 
determine eligibility for the CRHR.  The conclusion of the current assessment is that the buildings 
and structures are not CEQA-significant or eligible for listing on the CRHR.  The buildings have 
been thoroughly recorded and no additional information can be derived from further analysis. 
 

4.2  Impact Identification 
The proposed development of the Foothill Residential Project will include the demolition 

of the buildings within the property.  However, the removal of these buildings as part of the 
development of the property will not constitute an adverse impact because the buildings have been 
evaluated as not CEQA-significant and not eligible for listing on the CRHR.  The potential does 
still exist, however, that historic deposits may be present that are related to the use of this location 
since the 1930s.  To mitigate potential impacts to unrecorded historic features or deposits, 
monitoring of grading by an archaeologist is recommended.  The monitoring program is presented 
in Section 5.0. 
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5.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
The proposed development will impact the buildings and structures at 2506 Foothill 

Boulevard (Temp-1) and 2512 Foothill Boulevard (Temp-2); however, as these resources are 
evaluated as not CRHR-eligible, impacts have been determined to be not significant.  Based upon 
the evaluation of the buildings and structures as lacking further research potential, resource-
specific mitigation measures will not be required as a condition of approval for the project.  
However, the property was utilized for cultivation and developed between 1937 and 1959.  When 
land is cleared, disked, or otherwise disturbed, evidence of surface artifact scatters is typically lost.  
Whether or not cultural resources other than the buildings and structures found at Temp-1 and 
Temp-2 have ever existed on the Foothill Residential Project property is unclear.  As such, the 
current status of the property appears to have affected the potential to discover any surface scatters 
of artifacts, and cultural materials that may have been on-site could have been masked by both 
disking and prior grading across the property.   

Given that the prior development within the project might have masked archaeological 
deposits and based upon the limited visibility during the survey, there is a potential that buried 
archaeological deposits may be present within the project boundaries.  The presence of commercial 
and residential buildings and structures within the subject property further indicates that there is a 
likelihood for the presence of associated historic deposits below the ground surface.  Based upon 
this potential, monitoring of grading is recommended to prevent the inadvertent destruction of any 
potentially important cultural deposits that were not observed or detected during the current 
cultural resources study.  The proposed monitoring tasks are detailed below. 
 
During Grading 

A. Monitor(s) Shall be Present During Grading/Excavation/Trenching 
1. The archaeological monitor shall be present full-time during all soil-disturbing and 

grading/excavation/trenching activities that could result in impacts to 
archaeological resources.   

2. The principal investigator (PI) may submit a detailed letter to the lead agency 
during construction requesting a modification to the monitoring program when a 
field condition such as modern disturbance post-dating the previous 
grading/trenching activities, presence of fossil formations, or when native soils are 
encountered that may reduce or increase the potential for resources to be present.  

 
 B.  Discovery Notification Process  

1. In the event of an archaeological discovery, either historic or prehistoric, the 
archaeological monitor shall direct the contractor to temporarily divert all soil-
disturbing activities, including but not limited to, digging, trenching, excavating, or 
grading activities in the area of discovery and in the area reasonably suspected to 
overlay adjacent resources, and immediately notify the Native American monitor 
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and client, as appropriate. 
2. The monitor shall immediately notify the PI (unless monitor is the PI) of the 

discovery. 
 

 C.  Determination of Significance 
1. The PI shall evaluate the significance of the resource.  If human remains are 

involved, the protocol provided in Section D, below, shall be followed. 
a. The PI shall immediately notify San Bernardino County to discuss the 

significance determination and shall also submit a letter indicating whether 
additional mitigation is required.  

b. If the resource is significant, the PI shall submit an Archaeological Data 
Recovery Program (ADRP) and obtain written approval from San Bernardino 
County to implement that program.  In the event that prehistoric deposits are 
discovered, the ADRP should also be reviewed by the Native American 
consultant/monitor.  Impacts to significant resources must be mitigated before 
ground-disturbing activities in the area of discovery will be allowed to resume. 

c. If the resource is not significant, the PI shall submit a letter to San Bernardino 
County indicating that artifacts will be collected, curated, and documented in 
the final monitoring report.  The letter shall also indicate that that no further 
work is required.   

 
D. Discovery of Human Remains  

If human remains are discovered, work shall halt in that area until a determination can 
be made regarding the provenance of the human remains; and the following procedures 
as set forth in CEQA Section 15064.5(e), the California PRC (Section 5097.98), and 
the State Health and Safety Code (Section 7050.5) shall be undertaken: 
 
1. Notification 

 
a. The archaeological monitor shall notify the PI, if the monitor is not qualified as 

a PI. 
b. The PI shall notify the Coroner’s Division of the San Bernardino County 

Sheriff’s Department after consultation with San Bernardino County, either in 
person or via telephone. 

 
2. Isolate discovery site 

 
a. Work shall be directed away from the location of the discovery and any nearby 

area reasonably suspected to overlay adjacent human remains until a 
determination can be made by the sheriff-coroner in consultation with the PI 
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concerning the provenance of the remains. 
b. The sheriff-coroner, in consultation with the PI, will determine the need for a 

field examination to determine the provenance. 
c. If a field examination is not warranted, the sheriff-coroner will determine, with 

input from the PI, if the remains are or are most likely to be of Native American 
origin. 
 

3. If Human Remains ARE determined to be Native American 
 
a. The medical examiner will notify the NAHC within 24 hours.  By law, ONLY 

the medical examiner can make this call. 
b. The NAHC will immediately identify the person or persons determined to be 

the most likely descendent (MLD) and provide contact information. 
c. The MLD will contact the PI within 24 hours or sooner after the sheriff-coroner 

has completed coordination to begin the consultation process in accordance 
with CEQA Section 15064.5(e), the California PRC, and the State Health and 
Safety Code. 

d. The MLD will have 48 hours to make recommendations to the property owner 
or representative for the treatment or disposition with proper dignity of the 
human remains and associated grave goods. 

e. Disposition of Native American human remains will be determined between the 
MLD and the PI, and, if: 
 
i. The NAHC is unable to identify the MLD; OR 

ii. The MLD failed to make a recommendation within 48 hours after being 
notified by the NAHC; OR 

iii. The landowner or authorized representative rejects the recommendation of 
the MLD and mediation in accordance with PRC 5097.94 (k) by the NAHC 
fails to provide measures acceptable to the landowner; THEN 

iv. Upon the discovery of multiple Native American human remains during a 
ground-disturbing land development activity, the landowner may agree that 
additional conferral with descendants is necessary to consider culturally 
appropriate treatment of multiple Native American human remains.  
Culturally appropriate treatment of such a discovery may be ascertained 
from review of the site utilizing cultural and archaeological standards.  
Where the parties are unable to agree upon the appropriate treatment 
measures, the human remains and grave goods buried with the Native 
American human remains shall be reinterred with appropriate dignity. 
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4. If Human Remains are NOT Native American 
 
a. The PI shall contact the sheriff-coroner and notify them of the historic-era 

context of the burial. 
b. The sheriff-coroner will determine the appropriate course of action with the PI 

and county staff (PRC 5097.98). 
c. If the remains are of historic origin, they shall be appropriately removed and 

conveyed to San Bernardino County.  The decision for internment of the human 
remains shall be made in consultation with County, the applicant/landowner, 
and any known descendant group.    

 
Post-Construction 

A.  Preparation and Submittal of Draft Monitoring Report 
1. The PI shall submit to San Bernardino County a draft monitoring report (even 

if negative) prepared in accordance with the agency guidelines, which describes 
the results, analysis, and conclusions of all phases of the archaeological 
monitoring program (with appropriate graphics).  

 
a. For significant archaeological resources encountered during monitoring, the 

ADRP shall be included in the draft monitoring report. 
b. Recording sites with the State of California DPR shall be the responsibility 

of the PI, including the recording (on the appropriate forms-DPR 523 A/B) 
any significant or potentially significant resources encountered during the 
archaeological monitoring program. 

 
2. The PI shall submit a revised draft monitoring report to San Bernardino County 

for approval, including any changes or clarifications requested by the County. 
 

B. Handling of Artifacts 
1. The PI shall be responsible for ensuring that all cultural remains collected are 

cleaned and cataloged. 
2. The PI shall be responsible for ensuring that all artifacts are analyzed to identify 

function and chronology as they relate to the history of the area; that faunal 
material is identified as to species; and that specialty studies are completed, as 
appropriate. 

3. The cost for curation is the responsibility of the property owner. 
 

C. Curation of Artifacts   
1. To be determined. 
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D.  Final Monitoring Report(s)  
1. The PI shall submit the approved final monitoring report to San Bernardino 

County and any interested parties.  
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6.0 LIST OF PREPARERS AND ORGANIZATIONS CONTACTED 
 

The archaeological survey program for the Foothill Residential Project was directed by 
Principal Investigator Jennifer R.K. Stropes, M.S., RPA.  The archaeological fieldwork was 
conducted by staff archaeologist James Shrieve.  The report text was prepared by Andrew J. 
Garrison, M.A., RPA.  Report graphics were provided by Emily T. Soong.  Technical editing and 
report production were conducted by Shawna M. Krystek.  The archaeological records search was 
conducted by Emily T. Soong at the SCCIC at CSU Fullerton. 
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BFSA Environmental Services, a Perennial Company 
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agencies including National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and California Environmental Quality Act 
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